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Some men leave their riches to be squandered by their chil-
dren, others give generously to their Church, and some per-
petuate their names by founding colleges, universities or chari-
table institutions, but Sydney Fisher remembered the boys and
girls in the little red schoolhouses of Brome.1

Sydney Arthur Fisher’s major initiatives on behalf of Protestant
education in Brome County came at a time when school consoli-
dation and pupil transportation were innovative ideas in Quebec.
The Protestant Committee of the Council of Public Instruction —
the governing body of Quebec Protestant education — first debat-
ed the merits of consolidation reform in 1895.2 The Committee
adopted the policy that consolidation should replace dissent as the
organizing principle of Protestant education, and emulate the
school consolidation and pupil transportation networks of the
townships of Massachusetts.3

The right to dissent had been held and exercised by Protestant
rate-payers since 1846, as a means by which to create tax support
for separate Protestant common schools. This right assured that
common schools could be established if a minority of rate-payers
so desired, but did not guarantee the establishment of public
Protestant superior schools such as model schools, academies, and
colleges. Superior schools were supported by either private trustees
or public commissioners; both private and public boards were eli-
gible for annual grants from the Protestant share of the Superior
Education Fund.4

In the 1880s, when the first generation of male graduates from
the McGill Normal School entered the Protestant school work-
place, the Committee decided to use the right of dissent as the
organizing principle of its professionalization of Protestant acade-
mies and model schools.5 The emphasis on dissent served to



encourage Protestant school commissioners who wanted to
upgrade common schools to academies to challenge the right of
the independently managed superior schools to be guaranteed
annual Superior Education grants year after year. Once the
autonomous schools were brought under the control of commis-
sioners, the Committee would be able to govern the principals of
these schools by regulating their credentials and their pedagogy. It
hoped to place a formally trained male teacher at the head of each
academy and a formally trained female teacher at the head of each
model school.6

Of the twenty academies and two high schools outside of
Montreal and Quebec City which received grants in 1885 from the
Superior Education Fund, half were managed by public commis-
sioners or trustees and half by private directors. Five years later,
eighteen of twenty schools were under public control, and several
had been demoted to model school status for failing to comply
with all the new regulations.7 However, the male teachers who
were no longer eligible to serve as academy principals soon found
employment as principals of model schools, and both male and
female principals of the model schools obtained better annual
examination results from their pupils, and taught beyond the
model grades in defiance of regulation. Their teaching not only
showed up the academy principals but also assured a continued
supply of teachers for the one room schools and pupils for the
academies and model schools.8

Township boards were understandably reluctant to give up their
one room schools as long as their pupils had access to model
schools or academies within or outside of their own municipal
boundaries. Thus in 1895 the township boards of Barnston,
Bolton, Brome, Bury, Clarendon, Cleveland, Compton, Dunham,
Eaton, Farnham East, Godmanchester, Grenville, Huntingdon,
Inverness, Kingsey, Ormstown, Potton, Shipton, Stanstead, and
Sutton — each supported ten or more one room schools.
Argenteuil County maintained sixty one room schools; Brome,
ninety-three; Huntingdon, sixty-two; Megantic, forty-seven; and
Richmond, fifty-two.9 The township boards were especially trou-
blesome to professional school reformers because they were con-
tent to maintain the established teacher and pupil supplies. As
long as they could send pupils to, and receive teachers from, supe-
rior schools such as St. Francis College, Richmond, or Stanstead
College, or such academies as Huntingdon, Inverness, Knowlton,
or Lachute, there was little need for them to take on the financial
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burden of supporting a single academy each instead of networks of
one room schools, or the pedagogical problem of trying to match
pupils of diverse ages and educational backgrounds to age-graded
textbooks.10

Rather than admit that the boards which managed successful
model schools and academies were not going to buy the idea of
graded education, Protestant school officials focused on the small
and scattered Protestant one room school pupils who no longer
had easy access to academies and model schools and seized on the
consolidation idea as a way of integrating them into new, graded
schools and as a way of destroying the township networks of one
room schools which hindered the diffusion of graded pedagogy.
However, since school consolidation and pupil transportation
were beyond the constitutional authority of the Protestant
Committee, the Committee first negotiated the abolition of the
local certification of elementary teachers, substituted the right to
dissent for the right to consolidate as Committee policy, and wait-
ed for the opportunity to obtain enabling legislation.11

In the fall of 1898, the Committee recognized after the fact that
the consolidation and transportation clauses in Premier Félix-
Gabriel Marchand’s comprehensive Education Bill of 1897 would
have served its own agenda. After this Bill had been approved by
the Liberal majority in the Legislative Assembly but defeated by
the Conservative majority in the Legislative Council, Marchand
retained the consolidation and transportation clauses in a second
and less radical bill (although it is hard to confirm how or if any
Committee members actively sought it).12 In the same year,
English Secretary of the Department of Public Instruction (also
Secretary of the Committee), George Parmelee, reported visits to
“the public” and the school commissioners of Barnston,
Compton, Eaton, Newport, and Clifton and that there were:

splendid opportunities for securing more economical and
efficient conduct of the schools by following what is known as
the Concord system of centralization and conveyance…. The
Commissioners in all cases have undertaken to consider the
question with a serious intention to reduce the number of
schools, to provide the conveyance of pupils and to lengthen
the school term which is now eight months in
duration.13

Parmelee’s choice of the above municipalities may be interpret-
ed as the first foray into the one room school networks via consol-
idation propaganda. Barnston municipality included Barnston
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Academy, a resister since the 1880s of Committee professional
policies, and Compton municipality included not only Compton,
Eaton, Newport, and Clifton, but Compton Model School and
Compton Ladies’ College. It is likely but unproven, so far, that the
meetings were held in order to encourage the establishment of
consolidated schools at centres which would draw off the superior
school grants and pupils from Barnston and Compton.
Although the Conservatives in the Assembly expressed disbelief

that the “Concord system” was appropriate for Quebec Protestant
rural school districts, this Bill was approved by both Assembly and
Council in 1899, at which time the Superintendent of Public
Instruction, Boucher de la Bruère, issued a circular of consolida-
tion policy guidelines to Protestant school boards. Thus the
Committee obtained from Marchand’s Government laws which
were designed only for Protestant school municipalities.14 In con-
junction with the circular, the Committee approved regulations
which extended its official course of study by one year and
required pupils to qualify for entrance from one room to model
schools in order to disrupt the flow of pupils which entered these
schools without a training in graded textbook instruction and pre-
vent model school principals from teaching their pupils the school
leaving subjects.15 It then found a figurehead for the promotion of
consolidation in the older Protestant school municipalities, in the
person of Sydney Fisher, Member of Parliament for Brome County
in the Eastern Townships and Minister of Agriculture in the
Liberal Government of Sir Wilfrid Laurier. 
As a highly innovative Minister of Agriculture, as Member for

Brome, owner of the technologically up-to-date Alva Farm in
Brome Township, and promoter of English immigration to the
Eastern Townships, Fisher could hardly refuse to be the natural
spokesman in Quebec for a pro-consolidation campaign.16 As a
member of the elitist and international Country Life Movement
and liberal political economist, he could not eschew the opportu-
nity to increase national productivity and improve, but retain con-
trol of, rural social institutions.17 As Sir William Macdonald and
James Robertson planned to provide English Quebec with a
“Macdonald Consolidated School” as they also planned for
Ontario, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island,
Fisher seemed destined to be part of a vast pan-English Canadian
rural regeneration initiative.18

It can be argued, however, that as a reformer, Fisher was vulner-
able in that his political strength lay in Montreal rather than in
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Brome County. Although he had held the seat of Brome County
from 1882, with the exception of the years 1892 to 1896, and
although Thomas Duffy sat for the Liberals in the Legislative
Assembly, the County’s provincial politics remained in the hands
of the Conservative Party’s old boys’ network, while federal politi-
cal favours were Laurier’s prerogative.19 As ‘Old Boy’ and
Knowlton-born Judge William Warren Lynch was the mentor and
legal adviser of career educator, South Bolton-born Elson Rexford,
and as both had laboured since the early 1880s to professionalize
the rural schools, Fisher was caught between an elite, national
agenda and a school reform initiative in which two Brome County
boys were instrumental.20 When he joined the Committee as an
advocate of one room schools, however, he was almost immedi-
ately party to regulations designed to achieve the opposite effect.21

Although Sydney Fisher was born in Montreal and attended the
High School of Montreal and McGill University, he chose Brome
Township as the place for his farm and country home. The forma-
tive influences may have been his visits there as a child with his
father, Dr. Arthur Fisher, to the home of Sir Christopher Dunkin,
or his English experience as a student at Trinity College,
Cambridge. Upon returning from his studies in 1872, he pur-
chased two lots from Dunkin on Brome Lake and set himself up as
a farmer on the model of the English gentry, raising “Guernsey
cattle, Berkshire pigs, and Shropshire sheep.” His entry into poli-
tics was as a Liberal candidate for the Brome County by-election of
the Legislative Assembly in 1879, when he was defeated by ‘old
boy,’ S.W. Foster. He then ran in the by-election of the House of
Commons in 1880, when he was defeated by the Conservative
candidate and ‘old boy,’ David Ames Manson. He ran successfully
in 1882 in the federal election, defeating S.N. Boright, and was re-
elected in February of 1887 on the Laurier ticket, defeating James
Burnett.22

Fisher established his connection with Protestant education
with a brief speech at the annual convention of the PAPT, held in
1884 in Cowansville. It was at this convention that Rexford, as
English Secretary of the Department of Public Instruction, Lynch,
as Conservative Member of the Legislative Assembly for Brome
County, and John William Dawson, Principal of McGill
University, announced to the academy principals of the Eastern
Townships that the McGill Normal School, the Protestant
Committee and the Protestant Central Board of Examiners would
assume these principals’ rights to train and certify academy and
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model school teachers.23 Three years later, the newly re-elected
Fisher presided as President of the PAPT Convention at Waterloo.
In his Presidential address, he endorsed the changes in teacher cer-
tification by telling the Convention that the “educated men in the
House [of Commons]” were those who were members of the pro-
fessions.24

Defeated by ‘old boy,’ E.A. Dyer, in the election of 1892, Fisher
was elected in 1896 and appointed Federal Minister of Agriculture.
As Minister he travelled extensively and increased his contacts
worldwide, and also introduced a number of innovations such as
the Patent branch of the Department of Agriculture and the
Dominion Cold Storage Plant.25 A bachelor, he wrote to his par-
ents and aunt several times a week when the House was sitting
and when travelling in Quebec, North America, and abroad, and
discussed every detail with them of the management of his Ottawa
residence and of the house and garden of Alva Farm. If his com-
mitments as Minister in these years were any indication, he may
have been out of touch with developments in Protestant educa-
tion until the turn of the century and the opportunity to partici-
pate directly in the school garden phase of the Macdonald-
Robertson movement.
To demonstrate his support of this movement, Fisher collabo-

rated with G.D. Fuller, a teacher with a model school diploma who
had been decertified by the 1889 regulations and who had been
hired as Demonstrator and Inspector of the Macdonald school gar-
dens. Of the six gardens in the Eastern Townships, three were in
Brome Township: at Number One ‘West Brome,’ Number Seven
‘Vernal’s/Brome Centre,’ and Number Eight ‘Iron Hill,’ where “the
individual plots…were neatly kept and remarkably free from
weeds.” Each school received grants of twenty dollars each and
teacher bonuses of thirty dollars each.26

If we take the commissioners of the township of Brome as mod-
els of one room school management, fragmentary evidence sug-
gests that they preferred to hire local teachers, paid the same
salaries whether or not teachers had been trained at the McGill
Normal School, and arranged the school year to suit local needs.
The usual school year extended from August to June, with an
extended break for the mud month of April, although Number
Two Gilman’s Corners, was open for eleven months. In the
Township, the pupils ranged in age from five to sixteen years; and
in Number One district, ‘West Brome,’ a ‘Specimen Timetable for
an Ungraded Elementary School’ co-existed peacefully with the
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‘Official Course of Study for Protestant Elementary Schools.’27

The school networks in Brome County in the 1890s of which
such schools were a part were surprisingly stable considering the
post-railway boom population drain of the 1880s.28 Between 1890
and 1900, the enrolment of Knowlton Academy dropped only
from 138 to 126 pupils, of Mansonville Academy, from 90 to 86
pupils, while the enrolment of Sutton Model School/Academy
increased from 90 to 95 pupils. While it is hard to prove that the
three superior schools consistently generated their model and
academy grade pupils inside and outside of their boundaries, there
are certainly scattered references to outside pupils. Sutton
Township had an academy and seventeen one room schools.
Knowlton village had been forced to separate from Brome
Township in 1888 in order to take over the management of the
(private) academy and one graded, elementary school, but Brome
Township had a healthy tax base and some of the pupils from its
two dozen one room schools must have attended Knowlton
Academy. In the rest of the County, the Townships of East Bolton
and Potton had fifteen one room schools each, and the Township
of East Farnham, eleven. West Bolton had nine one room schools;
Sutton Flat village, one; and Eastman, two dissentient schools.
There were seven Catholic and (Catholic) dissentient municipali-
ties.29

If these schools survived the 1890s, then it may have been
despite the Protestant Committee reforms rather than because of
them. If the graded academies cut off their own immediate sup-
plies of pupils and, to support their higher status, cast a wider net,
these may have been the schools which forced the closing of one
room schools. If this were the case, then Committee policies
between 1889 and 1899 had failed to create a successful system of
secondary schools. It is perhaps in this context that the
Committee commissioned and Macdonald paid for a survey of
Protestant schools in 1902 by Professor John Adams of London
University. Adams, a professional teacher and trainer of teachers,
and a believer in consolidation and the ‘New Education,’ endorsed
the Committee’s reform agenda, noting, however, that the female
model school principals were superior teachers to the male acade-
my principals.30 On the basis of Adams’ report, the Committee
fired its Inspector of Superior Schools, John Murdoch Harper, in
May of 1903. Having made Harper the scapegoat for the rural
teacher and pupil shortages, the Committee in the same meeting
proposed the granting of teacher permits to untrained teachers to
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bolster the rural school teacher supply.31 Fisher, a supporter of
both professionalization and the needs of rural schools, voted
against the introduction of permits for teachers without diplomas,
and incurred the wrath of the Conservative rural press by refusing
to help the rural districts solve their teacher shortage.32 As a fur-
ther complication of the consolidation agenda, James Robertson
chose the farming community of Ormstown, in the Chateauguay
Valley southwest of Montreal, as the site for the [Quebec]
“Macdonald Consolidated School.” There had been a Protestant
model school in Ormstown since the early 1880s; the school
Municipality of Ormstown village had been established in 1896,
and the model school raised to academy status in 1897. Despite
local approval for the project, and before the ground could be bro-
ken at Ormstown, however, a rate-payer, Edwin Booker, sued the
commissioners of Ormstown because of the proposed consolida-
tion.33 During the wait for a decision, Macdonald grew impatient
and asked Robertson to look for another site, which gave the
members of the Committee representing McGill University and
the McGill Normal School the opportunity to suggest that a
School for Teachers be situated at Ste. Anne-de-Bellevue with the
School of Agriculture which Macdonald also planned to fund.
While the full story of the debate over the re-location of the
Normal School as the School for Teachers remains behind closed
doors, in January of 1905, Fisher did tell his “dear old folks” at
Alva Farm, “I go [to Quebec City] for the meeting of the Prot.
Com. of Council of Pub. Instruction but I also want to see [deputy
for Brome J.C.] McCorkill about the crisis there.”34

By the fall of 1905, Macdonald had not settled on the condi-
tions under which to fund to transfer the McGill Normal School to
Ste. Anne-de-Bellevue; and a second school consolidation, at
Kingsey Model Consolidated School, was before the courts.35 In
March of 1906, P.S.G. Mackenzie, Liberal deputy for Richmond
County in the government of Lomer Gouin, broke the protocol
according to which the English Protestant members did not criti-
cize the Protestant Committee in the Assembly. On May 11, 1906,
the motion to authorize teacher permits was again put to the
Committee. This time it was approved, and with the support of
Fisher, who was then accused, with Rexford, Whyte, and J.C.
McCorkill of “swallow[ing] themselves…by voting for what they
had steadily opposed…on previous occasions.”36

With the location of the Normal School as yet undecided,
Fisher and the Committee chose nevertheless to plan a series of
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“political picnics” to sell the idea of school consolidation as the
most efficient way to maintain the schools of Quebec’s English
Protestant minority. As a demonstration of solidarity, Fisher called
a meeting at his Liberal Party office at the Windsor Hotel in
Montreal of George Parmelee, English Secretary of the Department
of Public Instruction, Dougall, William Weir, Liberal Member of
the Assembly for Argenteuil County, Mackenzie, and G.S.
Stephens, deputy for Montreal, Ward Five, and Protestant
Committee members, Rexford, Principal of the Montreal Diocesan
College since 1903, William Shurtleff, owner of the Coaticook
Observer, and J.C. Sutherland, editor of the Educational Record.37

“Educational picnics” were then planned for August for
Richmond, Huntingdon, Knowlton, Inverness, Lachute, and
Coaticook. 
The first five above-mentioned locations each had strong supe-

rior schools and one room school networks, while Coaticook had
supported a single (Protestant) academy with a formally trained
male principal and a graded curriculum since the early 1880s. The
probable strategy of drawing an unfavourable contrast between
Coaticook Academy and the schools of the other municipalities
backfired when the Coaticook meeting was postponed due to bad
weather and held in the middle of the competing distractions of
the Ayer’s Cliff annual agricultural fair. However, the other picnics
were also held in a festive atmosphere, with red, white, and blue
banners on the platforms put in place by school garden expert
Fuller, companies of local notables, and picnic hampers for sale. 
In the scheduled addresses, Fisher had the distasteful task —

except at the picnic in Knowlton in his own constituency — of
suggesting increased school taxes to pay for consolidated schools.
James Robertson suggested to his country audiences that the Board
of Protestant commissioners for Montreal should contribute to the
support of the rural schools. Either Rexford or Parmelee was pre-
sent at each meeting to criticize “the cheap, inexperienced young
minds in charge of the pupils,” a criticism which was not only
provocative but inaccurate in the municipalities in which it was
levelled.38

Six years passed before the Committee went again to the com-
missioners with such determination. In January of 1907, the
School for Teachers opened on the Macdonald College campus.
The Released Normal School Fund passed into the hands of the
Committee, which meant that the one room schools lost their last
chance at unconditional subsidization. With the teacher training
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issue settled, the Protestant Committee did little to promote con-
solidation except to fortify the enabling legislation, and provide
the Kingsey and Ulverton boards of commissioners with fifty dol-
lars each for two years for pupil conveyance to the Kingsey
Consolidated Model School. In January of 1908, in the midst of
his problems with the Liberal party nomination for Brome
County, the bovine tuberculosis scare and falling dairy prices,
Fisher managed a whirlwind educational campaign with Parmelee
to Barnston Corner, Sutton, and Newport.39 The choice of sites
suggests that the Committee remained determined to set the
wheels of consolidation in motion not where rural schools were
dying out but where they were surviving. It was not until after
Fisher was defeated by Brome County favourite son, Harry Baker,
in the election of 1911 that the educational campaign was revived
and Fisher resumed active duty on the Committee. 
In August of 1912, Fisher and Rexford organized a sweep of four

counties, visited the school municipalities of Inverness,
Richmond, Ayer’s Cliff, Cookshire, Lachute, and Cowansville, and
planned a visit to Huntingdon. These towns were chosen because
there was no crack in the armour of Inverness, Richmond,
Lachute, or Huntingdon but also because resistance to consolida-
tion had weakened at Ayer’s Cliff. Although these meetings were
well publicized as in 1906, the public did not turn out and atten-
dance was confined to school board members. When Parmelee’s
1899 meetings paid off in a consolidation at Bulwer in Eaton
Township, the 1912 speakers — Parmelee, Sinclair Laird, Principal
of the School for Teachers, Fisher, Rexford, and Inspectors John
Parker and J.C. Sutherland — adopted the strategy of seeking out
commissioners who might be persuaded to consolidate and main-
tain graded consolidated model schools in competition with the
older model schools and academies. Ayer’s Cliff then separated
from Stanstead Township and invested in a costly superior school
project.40

In 1913, Fisher contested the federal by-election in
Chateauguay County against a local marble cutter named Morris
who had strong support from both English- and French-speaking
voters. Morris’ victory was contested by Fisher, but there was no
final ruling because of a war-time truce between the Liberal and
Conservative parties.41 In his own backyard of Brome County, he
meanwhile subsidized the school board of West Bolton (adjacent
to Brome Township) for a consolidation at Brill’s of the Gidding’s,
Hall’s, Duboyce, and Brill’s one room schools. Although there is
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some question as to whether Fisher paid the salary of the second
teacher for the Brill’s consolidation, gave a grant for the improve-
ment of the school grounds, or both, the consolidation material-
ized with two teachers and some transportation for the pupils. The
Brill’s School did not attain the rank of model school and was
therefore, strictly speaking, an amalgamation rather than a consol-
idation.42

There were also amalgamations of Potton and Prince Hill at
Prince Hill in Potton Township, and of twelve one room schools at
Glen Sutton with transportation for pupils provided. The consoli-
dation of Millington and East Bolton was disconsolidated as too
small, so the school at East Bolton was re-opened. The Protestant
tax base of Brome Township was diminished with the creation of
St. Henri-de-Brome, and that of Knowlton with the creation of St.
Eduouard-de-Knowlton Catholic municipality, sugggesting the
strength, not the weakness, of the tax base of both. There were
educational meetings at Mansonville and Knowlton in which
Fisher was not included: at Mansonville, to force the commission-
ers to re-name their academy ‘Mansonville Intermediate School,’
and at Knowlton to discuss the principalship of Miss Flora Bryant,
M.A.43

By 1916, Fisher was disillusioned with the consolidation process
and, perhaps as a result of his meetings with commissioners, came
out in favour of an association of five large Protestant school
boards. Whether it was the imposition of consolidation on one
room school teachers or the intimidation of superior school prin-
cipals which he found to be the more disheartening, he did not
particpate in the fall educational meetings at Shawville, Lachute,
Cowansville, and Lennoxville.44 On the Protestant Committee, he
served on the sub-committee for compulsory school attendance,
and gave his support to the call for legislation from the Executive
Committee of the Provincial Association of Protestant Teachers of
Quebec. When educational meetings were scheduled for 1919, he
avoided Brome County, and met at Cowansville, and at Shawville
and Wakefield in the Ottawa Valley. Parmelee and teachers
Bedford-Jones, Brittain, Kneeland, and Lockhart took charge at
Foster, Knowlton, Mansonville, and Sutton.45

On April 2, 1919, Fisher wrote a Will by which a trust fund
would, in part: 

supplement the expenditure of the Province under the
School Law and the Regulations of the Protestant Committee
by strengthening the system of school inspection… [and] help
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in consolidating the small elementary rural schools rather
than the schools for higher education.46

To administer this fund Fisher named seven trustees, but after a
heart attack suffered in the fall of 1920, he added two codicils
which reduced the board of trustees to four members: A.R.
McMaster, Elson Rexford, nephew Eric Roswell Fisher, and farmer
and Liberal Party faithful, Edward Caldwell. The fund held a port-
folio of stock, bonds, and mortgages worth $100,000, for an annu-
al revenue of approximately $4,000. Fisher died at his Ottawa resi-
dence on April 9, after a second heart attack, and his funeral ser-
vice was held at Christ Church in Montreal on April 13.47

Before his appointed Trustees could hold their first meeting, the
Duboyce school re-opened, breaking up the consolidation at
Brill’s. Shortly thereafter, a meeting was held at Foster with the
idea of making two consolidations from the municipalities of
Foster, Brome, West Bolton, and Knowlton and uniting them with
Knowlton Academy. When the trustees did meet, on January 30,
1922, they ignored the consolidation proposals and instead set
themselves up to create a strong network of one room schools for
Brome County.48

The trustees organized two annual inspections of the one room
schools, annual Teachers’ Institutes, and incentives for teachers in
the form of teaching prizes, salary bonuses, and an annual essay
contest also with prizes. The inspections focused on the condition
of the schoolhouses inside and outside, on the schoolgrounds, and
the age and grade classification of pupils. Superior school scholar-
ships were for pupils qualified by virtue of six grades of elementary
education to enter the eleven grade academies. The prizes and
bonuses were incentives to commissioners to hire teachers for a
full, ten month school year. And the essay contests served to inter-
nalize the value of teacher service and dedication. Each school was
equipped with a portrait of King George V and Queen Mary and a
portrait of Sydney Arthur Fisher.49

The issue of consolidation was raised again on August, 1923,
when Eric Roswell Fisher invited the commissioners of East Bolton
and West Bolton to a trustees’ meeting at his home in East Bolton.
A proposed consolidation between West Bolton, Brome,
Knowlton, and Foster, did not materialize.50 The Trustees left
intact the status of the one room schools, Mansonville
Intermediate School, Knowlton Academy, and Sutton Academy.
The busing of Highwater pupils to Mansonville Intermediate
School did not change the configuration of Brome County
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schools. In 1924, the Trustees approved a six point policy for the
“Standard [Elementary} Teacher,” a seven point policy for the
“Approved School House,” and a five point policy for the
“Approved School.”51

Extra supervision was the price Brome County commissioners
paid in order to avoid the added costs of consolidation and pupil
transportation. If the Brome County schools were fixed in time
and space, elsewhere in the Province these policies gained
momentum. After Fisher’s death, the Protestant Committee’s “sub-
committee for educational propaganda” was reconstituted with
Shurtleff as convenor. Although the half dozen existing consolida-
tions struggled for survival, this sub-committee targetted twenty
eight municipalities for consolidation (including the resisting
Brome County schools). 
Although Sydney Fisher the politician seemed more comfort-

able in the Canadian or international rather than in the local
scene, his bequest to “the little red schoolhouses of Brome” was
made in the spirit of local autonomy and after personal experience
with the problems of school consolidation. If the executors of the
Fisher Trust Fund followed almost to the letter the contemporane-
ous North American design for rural elementary school supervi-
sion, this may have been because career educator Rexford was ever
present in Protestant school outcomes. It is a commentary on rural
school reform ideology that the Montreal-born Fisher sought to
preserve what the South Bolton-born Rexford sought to destroy. 
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