
Sib,
—

Your article upon the education question and Dr. Moran's
address will beread withgreater interest than most leading articles
by many Anglicansas wellasRomanCatholics. You state the case
fairly, butit is impossible to agree with the conclusion at whichyou
arrive. If the Church of Englandcould be true to herself for a
little while,there would be no education question left. Themore
large-hearted dissenters would be glad of an opportunity to joina
generalprotestagainst godlessness, though they cannot at present
protest withoutappearing to follow the leadof theRoman Catholics.

The Church of England may rallyyet. She has no discipline
certainly, and themajority ofher members mightas wellbe oysters
for this purpose, in fact far better, for they have up to the present
given asort of lazy party vote against Christianity. But this will
not alwaysbe thecase;itsimply couldnot last. Does any thinking
Churchman suppose that wearealwaysgoing toliveina sorbof fool's
paradise,decorating churches, importing big organs, and ignoring
our obligations tothe young,whose most prominentaccomplishments
atpresentaresmoking tobacco andswearingat their parents?

Upon this question the Church has to face the why and the
wherefore of her existence. Itwill be quite impossible forher to
dally with itmuchlonger. Nor is she inclined todoso. Herbishops
andclergy atall events are, on the whole, as anxious to do their
duty asBishopMoran is. But,if the truth must be told, they have
been tied andboundby themost degradingthraldom. They cannot
movewithout the laity, andthe creed of a large proportion of the
laity is merelynegative— "arti-Roman," nothingmore. The Roman
Catholics were the first to do battle for Christian education, con-
sequently, wemust dobattle againstit. This is theverycontemptible
sum totalof thewhole"question"!

Nowthis cannot last. lam not minimising the differences be-
tween Romanand Anglican teaching. Ifeel them acutely ;but if I
amorderedby thebeery breath of a mob to takethe side of the devil
because Roman Catholics happen to have taken theside of God,I
must decline. My logic willnot be popular,butIcannothelp that."Dog-in-the-manger" tactics have not paid. Bishop Moran
points north, east,south and west to his schools. They are main-
tained by submitting to

"doubletaxation";theyrepresentself -denial,
but there is only a verygrim sort of satisfaction inthis. Protestants
also claim torepresentthe religion of self-sacrifice. How have they
illustrated it ? They havesacrificed everything they are supposedto
regard as indispensable,to prevent the establishmentof these very
schools111
Imustrefuse toregard this in its essence as a Roman Catholic

question. Itis only politicaldodgery trying to make capitalout of
traditionalhatreds,whichhas giventhat turn toit. Idonot under-
value the secular instruction itself imparted at£he State schools.
The teachers arenot only better thanthe system they administer,but■

(thanks to the Church) very many of them take ahigher interestin
the children than the system either desires or deserves. Ithink it
wouldbe abard thing if the clergy should be dragged into politics;
but they will be— they cannothelp it much longer. Bishop Moran
is fighting for his schools directly, but indirectly for all those who
believe inGod. The denominationalsystem neverbrokedown here,
for it was nevertried except ona ridiculous scale. Mr. Mundella
does not think that ithas broken down inEngland,nor indeedis it
likely to. For myself,Ihave so time or skill for generalpolitics,
butat thenextgeneralelection,if any candidatecomes forward who
believesinGod,and has the courage to say so, and take the conse-
quences,Iwill do all thatIcan for his return. Iwillpromise to
stand by him at thehustings, andif necessary putup with as many
deadkittensandsodawaterbottles ashewill.— Yours,&c,

R.A.Mortimer,
Curate, St, Albans,

(From the OtagoDaily Times.')
TO THE EDITOR.

Slß,— The contest for the representationof the Peninsula having
openedupa wider questionthan oneof merelocal politics— namely,
the all-important subject of national education, it would seem a
favourableopportunity toreview this subject, andIwould therefore
crave yourpermission todo so fromoneor twoof its tnany aspects—
Tiz. :First,as regardsitsbearing on the Roman Catholic portion of
the community, that being the aspect immediately at issue ;and
secondly, asregards theprobableeffect of the present system upon
the community generally. As regards the Roman Catholics, then,
theirplatform,asIunderstandit,isas follows:— Theysay:"Having
undertakenasystemof national edncationunder careful and pains-
takingadministrationby the State, you find that, exclusive of all
cost of school buildings and of the valueof the landsupon which
they stand, thecost of educatingeach child attending your schoolsis somanypounds,letus say £4, perannum, and towards that cost
wearecontributing our quota, while at the same time bearing the
cost of educatingallour ownchildren, inclusive of thecost of Bchool
sites and buildings. Now, then, is that just? Is it right, if we
relievetheStateof a large portionof the task it has undertaken,
that weshouldget nothing fordoing so? Supposing that the bare
costof education,exclusiveof buildings, is £4 perchild per annum,
andsupposing that theStateeducatedsay100,000 children, wouldit
not practically cost the Stateanadditional £4 per child per annum
to educate sayan additional 20,000 children, over and above the
cost of necessaryadditionsto school buildings, which are already in
many instances toosmall for the present attendance? If then, weundertaketoeducateour own children, not merely according to ourown fancy as tohow itshoildbe done,butup to the State standard
of excellence,and subject toState examinationandinspectionon all
secular subjects, is it toomuch toask that we shouldbe recoupedtothe amount whichit wouldhave cost the State todo thework whichwe aredoing on its behalf? In asking this,however,wedonot ask
anything for lands or buildings. We admit that two buildings to
accommodate each 100 scholars maypossibly be more costly than
one building to accommodate 200 scholars;so we only ask for acapitationallowancefor each child for whom we provide educationnp to thenationalstandard, at therate per headat whichithas beenfound, afterconsiderableexperience,thatitcosts the State todo thesameclass of work."

lam not a Catholic, sir,— lhave been brought up as a strictProtestant, and my people before me wereevenrabid Protestants,
endeavouring toconvert all with whomtheycamein contact—but Iconfess Ican see no flaw in the above argument;nor canIrealisehow any just man can seea flaw in it. As againstit, lam awarethatit is contended,amongstother things-first, that itis calculatedto letinthe thin end of the wedge, and so open thedoor to furtherdemands ;andsecond,that theRoman Catholics havingat one timebeenin the ascendency, to the detrimentof the world ingeneral,itwould be m]udicious togive them thesmallest opening towards be-
comingso again. To me, however, such argumentsas these seem tosavour of timidity— not to say cowardice. Have weso little self-reliance that wecaanotafford t» be just, lest wemight be forced tobe generous ? andhavewesuch a dreadof the dyinglionthat, havingbeaten theCatholics whenthey occupiedallthehighestplacesin theearth, we fear a hand-to-hand contest with themnow, when theyare comparatively powerless? To no Briton, surely, wouldsuch a
position as that be palatable. It washinted once that Wellington"^flf0in ccaseofNey>and Britonshaveblushedeversince,and
will blush to theendof time, wheneverthatallegation is made. But
Iwould rather refer, for a precedent to follow, to Cetewayo. Webeat him, at agreat cost of bloodandtreasure;buthavingbeatenhim, wearenot afraid to allow him hisfreedom whenit is just that
beatM " c **' f°r We feel Batisfie(l that> if necessary,wecan

Thus farIhaveregardedthe subject inits relation to the Catho-lics, and to justice,only. Iwouldwishnow to saya few words astoitsnational aspects. LookiDgat it from that pointofview, then, isitdesirable that we should have a stereotyped systemof educationrather than a diverse one? With all due respect to the Hon.Mr.Jiolleston (and Ihave a very great admiration and respect fortormm;,Ithink not. As regards theexistingsystem, he is reportedtohavesaid :" This system we look to as breaking down class dis-tinctions, and tending toproduce apeoplewith common aspirationsand common hopes." To this Iwould reply :"Exactly so. Apeople so uniformin their ideas that there wouldbe no friction,andconsequently noenthusiasm, thus undoing, by a most laborious andpainstaking routine, all the grand factors of progress which Provi-dence has given us. Is there, Iwould ask,- no great principle ofprogressinvolvedin the admixtureof races,with their diverse formsand processes of thought? Has not colonisation in. America andAustralasia illustratedabundantly thai such diversity, within reason-able limits, does create progress ? Andshall we,in the facs of thesetacts, relegate the whole of theinherently vital principles of im-provement which wenow possess into abarren,stolid uniformity byteaching everyoneout of the samebook,and culturing in everyone aplagiarism of ideas ? Iwould hope not;and, as one of the first
steps towards preventing such anundesirableresult,Iwouldsay byall meanslet the Catholics have their own schools,and thussecureat least a little enthusiasm arising out of the esprit de corps of twoestablishments. As against this it willof coursebe contendedthatit the Catholicsget theirown schools, all the othersectswilldemand.hesame thing. To this,however,Iwould fearlesslyreply,Let themnave tbem also,provided they undertakethe work on thesame terms—namely, erecting their own buildings (or paying the State the«">»t or rental of buildings already erected) and educating theirudrenat thepriceperhead whichit is found tocost the State tothe like work.
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Toadopt thisprinciple would, in fact, be merely to contract

witheach sect whichchose to undertakeit for theeducationof their
children,orof aportion oftheir children,in thechief towns,at what
hadbeen foundby experiencetobe areasonable rate;and being a
firmbelieverin the advantagesof a contract system as compared
withaday-labour system,it would be difficult to convince me that
there wouldbe any detriment inadopting it anywhere,under proper
inspectionandsupervision. Amongst other advantages, it possesses
thoseof finality, continuity,and freedom from fanciful changes of
design;and therefore,insteadof being likely to interfere with the«

presentscope andintention of national education,it would ratherbe
likely toperpetuateit

In order toshow,moreover,that such a courseof procedure is
notmerely theoretical,but is alsopractical,Imay mention the case
of the late Nelsonprovince,under the educationregulationsof which
Ibelieve the Catholics receivedfor many years,asIhave herein ad-
vocated that they shouldreceive,a capitation allowancepro rataon
thenumberoftcholars they hadintheir schools, and Ihave been
frequently told that the system worked mostharmoniously.

Finally,as regardsnow theparticularelection which has given
risetoallthis discourse, Ihave little to say. Ihave, in fact, no
personalinterestinit;but if the electors should feel,asIfeel, that
anentthe education question weoweit to ourselves to do justice to
everyone,andthatgreat results are hinging upon the manner in
whichitmaybe dealt with,Iwould suggest, without for a moment
presuming thatmy suggestion willinanywayinfluence theirdecision,
thatif their viewshappento coincide with those Ihave above ex-
pressed,Dr.Moran would apparently, from his utterance on ths
publicplatform, be perhaps themost capable of the candidates to
give expressionto them, whilebeing

—
also judging fromhis platform

utterances
—

as sound andcapable as any who have offered them-
selves,todeal wihthe othersubjects of interest to the constituency
and to Otagogenerally.— lam, etc.,

BritishFreedom.Dnnedin,January 15th.

(Fromthe Christchurch Press.")
TO THE EDITOR.
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