
tbe privateschools,many of which areexcellentlyconducted,Ithink
the Government should rather have fostered them, andonly e«tab«
liihed public schools where privateschools were wanting. A. great
deal of money wouldhave been saved to tbe taxpayers in that way,
and the instruction in public schools would hivebenefitted by tbe
rivalry of theprivateschools. The parents,and cot the Governments
are primarily responsible for the education of their ownchildren.
Now, if a child's parents are satisfied with thepurely secular teaching
which itgets in tbe secular schools, well and good;but if theparent!

consider that religious teachingought to b* made an essential and
integral part of its daily education, and the public schools do not
afford that instruction, upon what principle of justice are those
parents compelled to pay the entire cost of their children's education
out of their ownpockets, while other parent?, whose children attend
the public schoolp, get tbe cost defrayedout of thepublic exchequer?
In both cases the child is educated

—
tbe requirements of the State

are satisfied in that respect— and theparents alike contiibute towards
the taxation. Why should a man be penalised, as it were, for wish-
ing to give to bis cbild a religious education ? What Ishou'd sup-
port is, that reasonable capitation grants should be paid by the
Government for all children attending privateschools wbo could pass
tbs same examinations as are required in the public schools. These
examinations should beconducted by the Government inspector, who
should have just as free access to any private schools claiming the
grant aa they have to the public schools. Tbe grants-in-aid would
be given for secular results alone. Tbe inspector would simply
ignore tbe religious teaching and would look only to the secular
results. Ishould,however, restrict these grants to schools in towns,
because if tbe system were extended to tbe country districts tbe
result mightbe, in some thinly populated localities, that the most
numerousdenomination would set up a private school, and all the
children io tbe district would virtually be obliged toattendit, Ido
not quiteunderstand why such vigorous oppositionshould havebeen
manifested to the proposal for grants-ia-aid to privateschools. It
has evenbeen asserted that it woulddestroy thepresent education
system. Buthow could itpossibly destroy,or even injure it f

"

ality of any kind. In catching up a hob >y at second hand, and
riding it to death, lies his forte. No doubt it will transpireiv due
time from what quarters he has collected the other planks of his
platform.

Mr I. R,C. Cunningham-Graham, who is a candidate for the
representationof Ashburton, in addressing bis constituents the other
night is reported by the Mail as haviog expressed himself very
plainly on the educationquestion. He referred to tbe demand for
Bible reading in the schools, which he said had his heartiest sym-
pathy. "There was another point," he continued, "on which bis
audience would not perhapsacquiesce. Tbey knew that for certain
reasons our Catholic friendß were unable toparticipate in our educa-
tional system. The reasons were that there werecertain passages in
the Bible which they did not see in the samelight with us. As a
proof that they were staunch in their belief they had spent £60 000
in schools and be thought they were entitled to consideration. If
grants weremade to denominational schools it would relieve the
pressure in the public sohools. As an iustance the Borough school
bad been in a congested Btate and Hampstead school bad been built
to relieve it. The Charch of England school close by was kept
empty. Tbe latter school, he had no doubt, wouldstart at once if a
grant wereallowed toit. Besides it was to the interest of the State
to bring tbe snbjvcs up to fear God, and money devoted to that
cause wouldbe well spent. If a grant were made to these schools in
tbe largecentrei,such schools as BishopJulius proposed tocollect the
w»ift andsprays from the streets, would beinstituted, and these waifs
and strays wouldreceive a religious education and would be returned
to the Btate good citizens. He had heard that the Presbyterians
were agreeable to grants being given, providedtbs Bible was read
in schools.""' Part of speech? Mary-Anne." There is our benevolent con-
temporary,the NapierNews again holding up an admonitory finger
at ns. Our contemporary s*ys it wis "most unseemly and
unbecoming

" on our part to speak of tbe fighting women of the
Colony m

"
wild women"or

'"
varmints." Bat

" wild women"is an
expression that we quoted, with inverted commas too, from one of
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tbe most Accomplished andmost polished lady-writersof the day—
that is, Mrs Lynn-Linton. a lady, we doubt not, who commands the
admiration of Mayfair itself. And, then, you know, there was the
tamousLady Morgan. She nev rmeant any insult to themaidens of
her native land when she dulybed one of their sweetest and most
charming types tbe "" wild Irish girl." Wild, besides, is a word
expressive commonly of timidity, and that is a quality of which no
woman need be ashamed. As to our other part of speech

—
"varmints"— oh, no, wo neversaid that. Mary-Aone, if she under,
stood her grammar aright, must acknowledge that the word aa we
quotedit wasan adjective. There was, therefore,adistinction andalto
a difference. Our contemporary does not believe that anyone has
raised theNo-Popery cry. Doesn'the ? Well, that is his own affair.
We hope, for the sake of his sincerity, that he does really believe
every one to be as nice as be seems to thiak them. Batas to the
Tablkt creating a bogey, the No-Popery cry had attained to
patriarchal agebefore theTablet waa born or thought of. Nor did
we intend toset the Catholic women fighting azainat anybody. We
warned them as to an agitation that had been openly proclaimed,
whatevermay be ourcontemporary's beliefs or unbeliefs,and advised
them tobe on their guard, andin that wesimply didonr dnty. Oar
contemporary, moreover, talks like a whale. He willpermit of no
more religious differences in the Colony. H« sayshe wants nosuch
business inany part of the land. "And whatis more,"he adds," we
willnot haveit." More power to your elbow1 say we. Very little
fishes, nevertheless,have ere now talked like whales— to the amnie*
ment of their hearers.

Mr C. W. Purnell, whois another candidate for Asbbutton also
seems generally sound on tbe education question. We take the fol»
fowing passage from his address to tbe constituents:

—
"While I

think itis tbe duty of the Government to see thatall the childrenin
the colony get a primary education,Idonot see that it follows that
tbe Government should do the entire work of education itself;and
Ihave alwaysconsidered that a great mistake was madewhen start-
ing the education system, in the Governmentundertaking to do the
whole work of education itself. Instead of trying to stamp out all

The Herald claps tbe Council on the back for haying frustrated the
advanced legislation of tbe Lower Chamber. It admits that tbe
Introduction of the Labour party into the House bad beea attended
by ansefal political growth, but rather inconsistently congratulates
tbe Council on having thwarted tbe growth in question. Tie
Council, in fact, have very effectively done bo. Two cf theBills
rejectedby tbem were of radical importance,namely, the Land for
Settlements Bill and the Conciliation and Arbitration Bill. So im-
portant, indeed, were these, that tbe country cannot posubly permit
of their being finally shelved,butmust make tbem prominentques-
tions in the approaching elections. On tbe other band, wehave to
acknowledge tbe debt due to the Council for their rejection of the
ridiculous Bill to legalise any extremeof noiae inour towns to which
tbe SalvationArmymightbeimpelled by theirunrestricted fanaticism.
This wasa measure that most have endangered thepubic peace, for
the patience of people knowing that the law would afford tbem
no protection could hardly be depended on. The Army, in their
saner moments, if they have such, may themselves feel grateful
There are csrtainly moments in whicha man might feel thankful to
be protected from himself. That the Sydney Herald, meantime,
"bould rejoice in its belief that our Legislative Council is sufficient
to thwartthe" forces of progress

"
wasonly to be expected. Itmay

be feared,nevertheless, that its rejoicing is not destined tobe of aoy
greatendurance.

Sir Robert Stout,as welearn from theWellington correspondent
of the Otago Daily Times, is coming out with a brand new platform
for tbe future legislation of tbe colony. Indeed be contemplate?, as
weare told,nothing leas than an entire change of tbe constitution.
It tickles us, meantime, to find that we were quite correct in
another gness wemade with respect to the Inangabuaelection. Did
we not ask whether Mr O'Conor's support of the eminent candidate
wasdoe to abelief that he would find in him just tLe man be wanted
to secondhim in his effort for the abolition of party government? It
willnot do togive Sir Robert the credit of originating this proposa',
which it seems he has adopted. But, then, no one who has any
acquaintancewith Sir Robert Stout will give him credit for origin-
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