
Thatanational system of purely secular education is con-trary to the conscientious convictions of Catholics, con-
demned by their religious principles, and repugnant totheir Christianfeelings."

Proposedby Mr. Crofts, delegateInvercargill, seconded by Mr.Connor, delegate Lyttelton:
Resolved—'- That a system of purely secular education is notomy unchristian andanti-Christian,but also impolitic, ascalculated to impair the moral toneof the community,andrender life andproperty insecure."ProposedbyMr. John Carroll,delegate Napier,secondedbyMr,Connellan, delegate Cromwell:
Rasolved— "

That as Catholics conscientiously hold theseprinciplesand views,it is a grievoas injustice to compelthem topay taxes for the maintenanceof a purely secularsystem of education, and to submit to what is, in effect,double taxation, in consequence of having to maintain
schools for the Christian education of their own chil-
dren."

ProposedbyMr. A. White, delegate Christchurch, seconded 'byKey.John Mackay,delegate Qucenstown:"Resolved—" That as citizens contributing their fair share tothepublic funds, Catholics areentitled to a fair share ofthe expenditureof these in support of education, and are
consequently entitled in justice to aid to their own schools
so long as publicmoneys are spent in themaintenance ofeducation.

ProposedbyMr.FMeenan,delegate Kumara,secondedbyMr.N.Malony, delegate Palmerston:
Resolved—" Thata Petition, embodying these resolutions andpraying for suchchangein theEducation Act as willplaceCatholic schools on a footing of equality with Publicschools, besent to bothHouses of Parliament, from andonbehalf of this Aggregate Meeting.

Proposed by Mr. Cormack, delegate Roxburgh, seconded by
Mr. Maher, delegate, Invercargill:

Resolved—" That the form of petition read be adopted,andsigned onbehalf of thisAggregate Meetingby the Chair-manand delegateshere present."
ProposedbyMr. Keppel, delegate Lawrence, seconded by Mr.Koacn,delegate Invercargill:

Resolved—" That thisPetitionbe entrusted for presentationintheLegislativeCouncil to theHon. Dr. Grace, and in theHouseofRepresentativesto Mr. J.C. Brown, member forTuapeka,andthattheChairmanbe requestedtohavecopies
duly signed and forwardedto these gentlemen."Proposedby Mr. John Scanlan. seconded by Mr. M.Meenan,delegate Tinker'sGully:

Resolved—" That the Most Key. Dr. Morando now vacate thechair,and thatMr. A. Whitebe called thereto."ProposedbyDr. Murphy, seconded by Mr. Crofts :Eesolvad— "That themarked thanks of this Aggregate Meet-ing be tendered to themostRev.Dr.Moran, for taking thechairat this meeting."
The most rev.chairmanthen addressedthemeetingas follows :—Ladies andGentlemen

—
This aggregate meetinghas been calledfor thepurpose of agitat-

ingthe EducationQuestion and of adopting a petition to Parliamenton the subject. Itis very gratifying and encouraging to find thatthis call has been so well responded to. This is eminently a re-presentative assembly, the Catholics of New Zealand may be saidto be here present by their delegates, and it can with truth besaid that to-night sixty-five thousand Catholics ask justice, anddemand the repealof the law, which compels them to pay fortha establishment and maintenance of anti-Catholic and godlessschools, and practically imposes on them a double taxation foreducation purposes.
On this important occasion it may be permitted me, as your

Chairman, toreview the stateof the question. We have a grievance
and a verygreat andserious grievance;and itis only right andpro-per that thepublic should be in nodoubt as towhatitis wecomplainof,and whatit is we want. A plain statement as to facts andprinciples willmake all this clear.

A. system of educationprevails at present inNew Zealand,underwhich secular education in Primary, Normal, and High Schools, andman University is provided at the public expense for all who canconscientiously avail themselves of it. In the case of primary.Normal Schools education is entirely free, in the High Schools andand theUniversity partially so. Butnoprovisionwhateveris made forthe education of those who cannot conscientiously avail themselvesofgodless education,although the law compels these to payequally withtheir fellow citizens for its establishment and maintenance.This is a species of legislation that is contrary to justice andpolicy, and affords evidence of the tyranny with which a majority
in thiscountry treats aminority. Butunjustandimpolitic as this is,it isnot all. At an expenseof tens of thousands of pounds Catholicshave established and maintained schools of their own entirely attheir own expense, because they are conscientiously convinced thatany system of education not founded on, guided, and informed byreligion must inevitably lead to the detriment of individuals,and therumof society. And what,in the presence of this conviction, a con-victionresting on the teaching of Christianity, andconfirmed by ex-
perience,is the intentandpolicy of the present system of education?This intentand policy is the annihilation of all denominationalandprivate schools, and the establishment of an odious and ruinousmonopoly, which judgedby the teaching of experience,can only re-sult ina lowmediocrity in scholastic attainment, not to speakof itsirreligious and immoral consequences.

vßut'v
But'how> jtmay be asked> is Jt provedthat the intent andpolicyof the present system of education is the destruction of all denomina-tional and private schools,and the establishment of a monopolyinthehands of Government. To every man capableof forminga judg-menton the subject this is evident. Is it not clear that denomina-
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tional andprivateschools,unaidedby public funds,cannot, humanly
speaking, live incompetition with Governmentschoolsplantedevery-where,and entirelymaintained by public funds ? And, in point offact, with the exceptionof the schools of Catholics,with whom the
question is oneof religion,itmay be said that all other denomina-
tionalandprivateschoolshavedissappearedbeforethe godlessschools.
Legislation could have done nothing more efficacious towards the
annihilation of denominational andprivateschools,andthe establish*
ment of a Government monopoly of education than it has done by
enacting that the educational system of the country shall be free,
secular,and compulsory.

Nor is thisall. Not satisfied withemploying themostefficaciousmeansof destroying denominational schools, which is supplied by
absolutely free schools— schools free in their erection, free in thefrmaintenance, freefrom all control of religion, free from dependence
on God, the Sovereign Lordand Master; free from parentalcontrol,
so free thatnominister of religion, no individual father, mother,or
guardian, maydare toenter there;thislegislation furtherendeavsurs
tocrush all attempts,atestablishingdenominationalschools, bysevere
taxation. Catholic schools, for example,are taxed as if they were
privateproperty,as if their managers weremaking a fortune outof
them, whereas the fact is these are obliged to submit themselves to
largepecuniary sacrifices on their account. Itis not enough for cha
legislation of this country tocompel Catholics topay for thesupport
of a system of education which they abhor, andof which they donot,
andneverwill avail themselves,butin addition it insists that they
must payheavy taxes for being so audaciousas to havea conscience,
andgenerous andmanly enough tomaintain Christianschools to save
their children from the dangers to faithand morals inseparablefrom
godless education.

Butnot only is this legislation unjust, tyrannical, and highly
penal,butitis also odiously hypocritical. Itpretendstobe impartial
and liberal,by handing overschool administration to localBoards and
Committees. What, however,is theresult 1 Catholics have nopart
inthe administration either asmembers of Boards and Committees,
or as teachers. Nor is thisaltogetherthe faultof Catholics themselves.True, Catholics areunwilling to take anypart whatever in working
the Government system;but thisis entirely besidethequestion;our
complaintis that the law, with full fore-knowledge of the state of
things, leaves itin thepower of the majoritytoexclude all Catholics,
solely ®n the ground of their being Catholics, from school Boards and
committees,and from the teachingstaff— apower whichasexperience
proves, the majority has not been unwilling or slow to use. Two
cases in point will explain my meaning and illustrate it. (a) A
Catholic ladyapplies for the situation of Head Mistress whichhap-
pens to be vacant in a public school. She doesso inanswer toan
advertisement inviting applications, and making no reference to
religion. She and others who had applied are examined as to
qualifications. She is found to be the most highly qualified.
The person whose business it is to do so, announces this fact
to his committee, adding, however, that she is a Catholic.
Why ? According to law Catholics are eligible, and the advertise-
ment did not say. Catholics should not apply. Why ? With reason,
indeed, the questionmay be asked. The committee although a good
deal disconcerted by the candourof their HeadMaster, are,however,
quite equal to the occasion; the matter is referred back to him,
witha mild censure for introducing the questionof religion, that is
with a make-believe of impartiality. The result is theHeadMaster
recommends a less qualifiedperson whoisa Protestant;and the less
qualified Protestant is appointed. The action of the committee
deceives noone. The highly qualified Catholic is rejectedbecause
she is a Catholic,and the less qualified Protestant is electedbecause
she is a Protestant. This case occurred here some yearsago, butitis
an apt illustration of the tone and temper of the present time.
Under similar circumstances the same wouldbe done to-morrow.

Here is another case. (J) A grammar school has lost itsHead
Master. The committee advertises fora successor. Severalapplica-
tionswith testimonials are sent in. The committee meet. Two of
the applicants seem eligible, their testimonials aresatisfactory, their
qualificationsseem sufficient. But oneof the committee imells popery
in thenames of these gentlemen, and the consequence is they are
both rejected without any further consideration because they have
the misfortune of having what the committee regarded asCatholic
names. And the legislation, thatnot only permits but authorises all
this, claims to be wise, just and impartial. What a farce, what a
hypocrisy 1

But thoughImention these matters to condemn themand to
show the real tendency of public education in this country inregard
to the nature of its administration, Ido not lest our objection
to free, secular, and compulsory education on such grounds.
Our chief objection to this system arises from its inherent
dangers to faith and morals. This is a view at which
you have often looked, and on which you long ago made
up your minds. On this occasion, then, it is unnecessary
to occupy your time in discussing it. You came here, not to hear
arguments to convince you of this truth, which you long since
learned from the teaching ofthe Holy See and your ownexperience,
but toadopt measures for obtaining justice from the Legislature,
whicb ought torepresent youon this question,but whichunhappily
grossly misrepresentsyou. Itmay not, however, be amiss to men-
tion two cases illustrative of our contention, which have bean re-
ported to us from Victoria, (a) A girl comes to a Catholic School
from a Government school. She reads and writes well, can cast upaccounts, but to the question, " Who made the world," she answers
inblank surprise— "

Idonot know." Send yourchildren to thefreesecular and compulsory schools, and whenyou ask them
"

Whomadetheworld," or "Who redeemed them," so far as their educationhasanything to say to thematter, they will answer you—" We do not
know." (J) A Protestant mothercomes to a priest,asks him to takeintohisschoolher children, who are pupils in a free secular and
compulsory school, adding,"if Ileave them there they mill treatmelike a dog." AndIsay to you, send your children to Governmentschoolß and they will treat youlike dogi.
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