
will suffice entirely tocounteract the pernicious influence
of Q-odless schools. The "Guardian'meets thisargument
by agrosspersonal attack on the clergy of all denomina-
tions. The argument of the 'Guardian 'amounts to this,
asecular,or,inother words,a Godless system of education
is good, nay, thebest,because the clergy ofall denomina-
tionsneglect their duty,andthatthereisneglecthetakes for
granted. Perhaps there is neglect, it is not impossiblethat even theclergy themselves wouldreadily admit they
might do more in the way of instructing the young than
theyhave done. Buteven admitting this, the neglect of
the clergy does notprovethe excellenceofGodless schools,
and it appears a rather strange way tocure the evil effects
of theneglect of the clergy in impartingreligious instruc-
tion, to exclude from schools allidea of Christianity, and
evenof God. Ifthe writerof thisarticleinthe 'Guardian,'
from which we have taken the above extract, denies the
existence of God, or thedivinity of Christianity, we can
understand him ;but ifhebelieves in Christianity, he is
unintelligible.

The position of ourcontemporary inreference to edu-
cation appears to us somewhat strange, andnot very con-
sistent. He willhardly deny that heis an advocate of a
secular system;and yethe strenuously defends the Otago
system, which is practically a religious and a denomina-
tional system. It is well nigh impossible for any but
Presbyterians to secure appointments as teachers in the
important schools of the Province. The Board of Educa-
tion, the Committee generally, and the teachers almost
everywhereare,itmay be said, exclusively Presbyterians,
unless,indeed,here and therewhere some avowed infidels
are to be met with. Then the law recognises and em-
bodies the essentiallyProtestant principle, that people are
to read the Bible without noteorcomment, and thus learn
religion. The * Guardian,' therefore, blows cold and hot
at the same time. If he is a secularist he cannot con-
sistently defend the Otago system,andif he tis a genuine
supporter of the Otago Bystem he cannotbe a secularist.

Some time ago the 'Guardian' stated that ivOtago all
sects areequal inthe eye of thelaw. This we denied,and
said that according to thelawnow in force in Otago onthe
subject of education,"national schoolmastersareobliged to
read the Bibledaily in the schools, to such children as are
not withdrawn by their parents from such readings. This
isapenal law necessarily excluding all Catholics from the
office of schoolmaster. Here, then, is an inequality im-
posedon Catholics by law. All sects, therefore, are not
equal in the eyeofthelaw." The 'G-uardian'replies," this
reasoning is fallacious unless it be held by the Tablet,
thatthe reading of the Bible constitutes a deadly sin. But
theRoman Catholic Church admits that the Bible is the
revelation of the divine will,a knowledge of which is
essential to salvation; wherefore, the leading of the Biblo
daily in schools to children should be encouraged by the
Komish Church,which claims the right of giving religious
instruction to children in our national schools." The
argument ofour contemporaryis, that weadmit the Bible
to contain the revelation of the divine will; therefore, we
should not only not object to, but eucourage the read-
ingof the Protestant Bible daily to Catholic children in
schools by Protestants, or itmay be infidel teachers, and
that,consequently, there is nopenal law. But our ideas
of our duties are very different from those of the'Guardian.' In the first place Catholics do not recognise
tho authorised version to be the true Bible; in the
second place Catholics require a guarantee of the sound-
ness of the faith of those to whom they entrust the teach-
ing of their children in religion; in the third place they
believe that the commission to teach religion has been
given by God, not to theState, not to the schoolmasters,
but to the Church; and that, consequently, they cannot
permit any to instruct their children in religion except
suchas areauthorised by the Church to do so So far,
therefore, from eivomuging the reading of the Bible in
the Otago Schooiu to their children, Catholics arebound
to discourageandpreventaueL reading, asbeingdangerous,
Unauthorisedand ii v< Iviug an unchristianprinciple.

And it ia fortlii " iv^on, too,that Catholics cannot,con-
sistently with their religious principle--, hold the office of
teachers in these s'-Lcj"? ifbound to read the Bible to the
pupila. To do so v.'oaU bo to acknowledge the authority
of the State to teach religion,to decide which is thecorrect
version of the Bible, to recognise the Protestant principle,
that the Bible, the v/hole Bible,andnothing but the Bible
jls the rule of faith and judge of controversies, and that
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menare to learnreligion from the Eible independentlyof
the authority of the Church; to repudiate tradition asentering'into the ruleof faith j and, consequently, to re-
ject the faithand authorityof the.Catholic Church, which,
amounts to apostacy. The education law, therefore, in
Otago is a penal law so far as Catholics are concerned.
Theyare obliged,consequently,topay for their owninjury
and degradation.

Our contemporary sayshe isnot opposed to denomin*
ationalism,because he is willing to allow the several de-
nominations tobuild andmaintain schools for themselves*and teach in them their ownreligion. This is veryliberal
and considerate,indeed! How grateful we all ought to
be to theliberal 'Guardian,' so just and so considerate !
But he will taxall the denominations to maintain Godless
schools,forhimself and p,uch as agree with him, or as a
particular favor to Otago,Presbyterian schools here, and
refuse to allow ashilling tobe given out of the common
taxation to aid the denominations. He will permit us to
have schools for ourselves,provided we bear ourselves the
entireexpenseof their maintenance. What does our con-
temporarymean? Isit that we should be very thankful
to be allowed to spend our own money on our own
schools ? He seems to think itis a greatcondescensionon
hispart,as wellas an act ofgreat liberality to permit us to
reside in the Colonyat all. It is an act of grace. "We
have no right to be here. We should, therefore, pay our
money to educate his children, and be thankful that we
are not called upon to feed and cloth© them as well.
What our contemporary says, amountsto this,and a good
dealmorebesides. Well, all we can sayis this, ifmatters
come to the worst wemust bepreparedfor the worst. Our
fathers were, in their day, considered very impertinent
and verydisloyal for complaining at being compelled to
pay tithes to men whose chief business it seemed to be to
call themidolatrous papists, andoppose their admission to
the rights andprivileges of citizens and free men in the
land of their birth,and the land that had been the home
of their ancestors for more than a thousand years before
the new-fangledreligion had been heard of. And nowit
appears that we,their sons, aretobe hunted and branded
as traitorsbecause we complain of being compelled topay
our money to maintain ananti-Catholic system of educa-
tion, to keep in power a set of men whose business it
seems to be to designate us as men opposed to progress,
and our clergy as drones and designingknaves. For what
is the meaning of the following words of the 'Guardian,'"

And the Tabletis not warranted in -wrongfully creating
aprejudice against theinstitutions ofthecommunity where
itispublished with perfect freedom, notwithstanding its
virulent opposition to constituted authority." How very
loyal the (Griiardian

'
is when the institutions of the

country arein accordance with its tyrannical ideas! But
what wouldbeitsideas of itsrightsand duties,and whatits
estimateofconstituted authority, were thepicturereversed?
Suppose the v';ist majority of the people were Catholics,
thatinall the schools supported by the general taxation -
all the teachers were Catholics,that the religious teaching
insisted oninall the schools was distinctly and emphati-
cally Catholic, that Protestant children were obliged to
assist at this instruction,unless withdrawn fromitby their
parents, that hardly any other schools' existed in. the
country, that all attempts to obtain a share of the monies
contributed by all, in aid of Proteitant or undenomina-
tional schools, wore ridiculed as attempts touphold shams
and the schemes of idlers,andsuccessfully resisted. Would
our contemporai'vconfine himself to thespeciesofagitation,
andthe mild, language with which we meet the injustice
of which we are the victims? Lot our -jontemporary lay
hte hand to his heart,and consulting his conscience answer
that question. Let him examine himself on this subject,
andperhaps he will feel ashamed of haviiigsuggested to
the G-overument the propriety of prosecuting us for our"virulent opposition to constituted authority." Our con-
temporary is another illustration of what we have observed
for very many years, that our liberals are the veriest
tyrants towards all who oppose them.

WEEKLY EPITOME.
"Kissing-Goes by Favottb."

—
The 'Ofago Daily Timea

'
com-

plains that His Honor James Macandrew withholdsimportant official
information fromit, of public interest, which ho furnishes to those
journals which,presenthis snyings and doings to the publics in the way
that pleaseshim best.

'
kThsre are evidently moro ways of punishing

in, obnoxiouspaper thanbleeding itby a libel action.
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