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A REVIEW,

P S —

% HERE has been during the past week, an election

- contest in this city ; and it iz curious to note the
attitude of the city daily Press towards the
principles of the candidates. We refer chiefly to
two of the candidates. Tt is not important to
delay in considering the case of the third, Mr.
Brewart, the successful candidate, declared
himself an advocate of compulsory Bible reading
during school hours in the ¢public’ schools. Mr, Reeves,
the defeated candidate declared himself the opponent of such
reeding, Mr, Brewirt is the advoocate of sectarianism of
the most odious type, & sectarianism that would compel all
teachers even Jews, Catholies, and other non-Protestants, to
teach Protestantism to all who are willing to accept such
teaching, and to all who can be frightened or cejoled to accept
such teaching, Mr, RExves was opposed to this, but he
would not on any account touch the present godless system
of education except in the event of some future improbable
conjingency, To all intents und purposes Mr, BrewarT is
8 Protestant denominationalist, snd Mr. Reeves a pure
secularist.

This is in reality the state of the case, It will be eaid we
know that we do Mr. BrewarT an injustice, and attributa to
him what he has not eaid, But we shall easily show that we do
him no injustice whatever, He is the nomines of the Bible
in Bchools Association, whosedemand is that not only ghall the
Bible be read by all teachers in the public echools, but
also explained ; and he is the avowed sdvocate of the re-intro-
duction of the old Otago system under which teachers in sll
tchools were compelled to teach prayers, resd the Bible, and
explain it, and under which Catholice were frequently com-
pelled or cajoled to read the Bible, What does this prove?
Precisely what we stated above. No doubt Mr, Srewany
towards the end of the contest and when hard pressed by s
troublesome question said that he would not compel teachers
whe objected to Bible reading to read that sacred volume,
But the value of this admission may be estimated ffom another
statement made by him, that he would leave it in the power
of the various committees to decide whether the Bible should
be read in the echools or not, What, then, is the meaning of
saying that teachers who object should not be compelled to
read the Bible, and at the same time advocating the right
and. the power of committees Lo compel them 1o read it 7
Why of course the meaning is that teachers objecting to read
the Bible must resign, or be dismissed, And this is the
political wisdom and spirit of justice displayed by our new
mempber. The Legislature is not likely to be much the beiter
for the common sense or genius of Mr, Stewazr,

What is to be said in reference to Mr, Rmpves’ policy
and principles on the education question, He is simply a
seculsrist opposed to Bible reading in schools, and would not
touch the present education system, except in the event of
t¥eBible being introduced into them. In guch an event
he would, whilst retaining the present system plus
the Bible, superadd to it a provision for such as are unwilling
to send their children to Government schools, Mr, Rexves,
then, is & secularist, and an upholder of the present godless
system of education, Mr. Stewarr is simply a sectarian of
the narrowest kind, a sectarian who wishes practically to hand
over oll public schools and public endowments, in Otago at
least, to the Presbyterian body, to the exclusion of all otherg,
This is really the state of the case,

And under such circumstances what has been the course

ursued during this contest by the daily press of the city,
%or s considerable time this press has gone in, bead and
shoulders, for secularism, would not even listen to any pro-
posal in the direction of denominationalism, Latterly, and
for & ghort time, the Morning Herald had somewhat departed
from its first fone and advocated sectarianism in the direction
of Presbyterianism, But until this contest the other two
dailiep had kepy pteadily hemmering away af the peculariply’

anvil. No sooner, however, does s candidate appear who
sayx that if secularism be sbamdoned he will be ia favour of
doing justice to the denominations, that is ia reality, to
Catholics, than these two papers turn right abowt }m,
abandon all their previous professions, desert their prineiples,
and call on the electors of Dunedin to vote against the seca-
larist, and in favour of the odious sectarian,

This is another illustration of what we have always
believed and eaid, that for the most part the loudest and
most truculent advoestes of mecularism have principally in
view, not the promotion of education, but the injury of
Catholicism. They do not care anything for secalarism, ex-
cept in so far as it supplies them with e ready instrument to
gratify their blind hate of anything Catholic. Here we find
them abandoning their principles and strenzously supporting
an avowed sectarian in opposition to a seenlarist who said that
in the event of scctarians pursning with effect & certain
policy he would be in favour of doing justice o denomina-
tionalists, and to Catholics amongst others. 8o much for
consistency, honour, and honesty, - .

The Evening Star is particularly sore because the petition
adopted by the late Catholic aggregate meeting complainea
that the present education aystem inflicts an injustice on them
by compeiling them to pay taxes for what is not only of no
use to them, but also a positive injury, The new theory of
the Star, a theory, however, which it only applies in the case
of Catholics, is that between the Government and its sub-
jeots there can be no place for injustice, According to
the Evening Star, Catholics suffer no injustice on the score
of taxation for a system of education which oppresses their
consciences and rifles their pocket because such taxation hag
been ordered by the majority, or the Government which is
supposed to represent the masjority, This is cerfainly a new
principle which if carried to its legitimate consequences would
forbid the repeal of any law on the score of njustice and
legitimise every species of iniquity, Truly bigotry is blind
end incongiptent.

TWO ILLUSTRATIONS, :

[ —

Ouz rendors need not be reminded of our principles on the
Education Question, These have been repeated too often and
too recently to be unknown or forgotten, We bave also said
that the time is not far distant when the mansgers of our
publie schools will not only supply free, secular, and compul-
sory edueation, but that they will, as a logiceal consequence,
feel themselves called upon to provide their pupils with food
and clothing a8 well, Our contention on this point as been
that the Government is as much obliged to supply fbod and
clothing for children a8 it is to provide free and secular edu-
cation for the children of well-to-do peopls, The last mail
from England affords some illustrations of the foregoing,

First, in reference to the natural outcome of gecular sehoola,
We have never hesitated to designate these as godless, Now
for an illustration, The Birmingham School Board is the
most secular of school Boards. No mention whatever of
religion wag or is permitted in its schools. In its view of tho
question religion was and is, quite superflucus, Children
could be brought up to be good citizens withous it; and its
managers and school teachers have been compelled to act on
thie assumption, An expericnee of eight yesrs, however, has
partially dispelled this idea, This Board has now got so far
a8 to be convinced that for the rising generation thers must be
a more systematio teaching of morality than hitherto, Ifis
now convinced that reading, writing, and arithmetic, even
gcience and the ordinary school discipline are net sufficient.
At & recent meeting of the Board, its chairmsn, Mr, Dixon,
the most rabid secularist in Great Britain moved the following
rosolution ;—

“ THE BIBMINGHAM SOHOOL BOARD,—An Important resolution,
aflecting the character of the instruction givem in the sckoels, was
adopted on Thursday by the Birmingham School Board, Mr, George
Dixon, who presided, moved, pureuant to notice, ¢ That, in the opinicp
of this Beard it is desirable that systemstic moral {nstruction ba
given in &ll th. Birmingham Board schools,” Hesaid moral instruc-
tion was alread  contained in the reading booke which wera used in
the varlous Board schools, therefore he was only sdvocating an exten-
slon of what was given at the pressnt time in the various schools,
Besides an extension of it, be wished it fo be systematical, He
thought it desirable that special times should be set apart for the
giving of moral instruction, The children, he thought, should be
taught thet there were moral lawe, and that those laws shonld be
enforced, and if, in the course of the instruetion, the pame of God
were mentioned, he saw no barm in it,"

In reference to this one of the members remarked as follows,

“Dr, Langford said that he regretted that the chairman had



