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The Herald claps the Council on the back for having frustrated the
adwanoed legislation of the Lower Chamber. It admits that the
introduction of the Labour party into the House had been attended
by a usefo)] political growth, but rather inconsistently congratniates
the Council on baving thwarted the growith in question. Tie
Council, in fact, have very e¢ffectively dome so. Two cf the Bills
rejected by them were of radical importanes, namely, the Laund for
Bettlements Bill and the Conciliation and Arbitration Bill. Bo im-
portant, indeed, were these, that the country cannot posiibiy permit
of their being finally shelved, bot must make them prominent ques.
tione in the approachiog elections, On the other hand, we have to
scknowledge the debt due to the Council for their rejection of tha
ridiculonsg Bill to legalise any extrame of noise in our towns to which
the Salvation Army might be impailed by their anrestricted fanaticism.
This was & measure that most have endangered the pub'ic peace, for
the patiencs of peopla knowing that the law would affrd them
no protection could hardly be depenied on. The Army, in their
saner moments, if they bave such, may themselves feel grateful
There are cartainly momeots in which a man might feel thackfnl to
be protected from bimsell. That the Sydney Iferald, meantims,
should rejoice in its belief that our Legislative Council is sufficient
to thwart the * forces of progress " was only to be expected. [t may
be feared, nevertheless, that itg rejoici~g is not destined to be of aoy
great endurance,

Bir Robert Stout, as we leara from the Weilingten correspondent
of the Otago Daily Times, is coming oat with u brand new platform
for the futave legislation of the colony. Indeed he contemplates, as
we are told, nothing less than an entire changa of the copatitation.
It tickles uns, meantime, to flud that we ware quite correct in
another gness we made with respect to the Inangahua election. Did
wae not sak whether Mr O'Conor's support of the eminent candidate
was due 10 a belief that he weuld find in him just the man he wanted
to second him in his effort for the abolition of party governmeat? It
will not do to give Bir Robert the credit of originating thia proposal,
which it sesms he has adopted. But, then, no one who has aoy
acquaintance with 8ir Robert Btont will give bim credit for origin-

the moat sccomplished and mosl polished lady-writers of the day—
that is, Mra Lynn-Linton, a lady, we doobt not, who commands the
admiration of Mayfair itself, Aund, then, you know, there was the
tamous Lady Morgan. She nev r meant asy inault to the maidens of
her native land when she dutbed one of their sweetest and most
charwing types the '‘wild Irigh girl.” Wild, besides, is & word
expressive commonly of timidity, and that is a quality of which no
woman need be eshamed. As to onr other part of speech—
" varmints "—ob, no, we never said that, Mary-Anne, if she ander.
stood ber grammar aright, must acknowledge that the word aa we
quoted it was an adj2ctive. There was, therefare, a distinction and also
& diff rence. Our contemporary does not belisve that anyons has
raised the No-Popery cry, Doesn’t he? Well, that ie his own affair,
We hope, for the sake of his sincerity, that he does really believa
every ono to be as nice am he seems to thiok them, Bat as to the
TABLET creatisg a bogey, the No-Pupery cry had attained to
patriarchal age before the TARLET was boro or thought of, Nor did
we intend to set the Catholic women fizhlicg azainst anybody. We
warted them a3 to an sgitatiop that had been openly proclsimed,
whataver may be our contemporary's baliefa or unbelicfs, and advised
them to be on their guard, and in tbat we simply did onr duty, Oar
contemporary, moreover, talks like a whale. Ha will permit of na
more religious diffarences in the Colony, He says he wants no such
husineas in aay part of the lend. *“ And what is more,” he adda, * we
will not have it.” More power to your slbow 1 aay we, Very little
fishes, nevertheleans, have ere now talked like whales—to the smuse-
ment of their hearera,

Mr C, W. Purnell, who ia another candidate for Ashburton aiso
soctms generally sound on the edocsation queation. Wa take the fol.
fowing passage from hin address to the constituenta:--" Whails 1
think it ia the duty of the Government to see that all the children in
the colony get a primary education, I do not see that it follows that
the Government should do the eotire work of education itself ; and
I bave alwaya considered that a great mistake was made when start-
ing tha edacation system, ic the Government undertaking to do the
whole work of edueation itself. Instead of trying to stamp out all
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ality of any kind, In catching up s hob.y at second hand, and
ridiog it to death, lies his forte, No doubt it will travspire ic due
time from what quarters he has collected the other planks of his
platiorm.

Mr I. R, C. Cunningham-Graham, who is a candidate for the
reprasentation of Ashburton, in addressing hie conetituents the other
night is reported by the Mail as baviog expressed bimself very
plainly on the edacation question. He referred to the demand for
Bible reading in the schools, which he said had his beartiest sym-
pathy, * There was another point,” he continued, “on which his
sudience would not perhaps acquiesce. They knew that for certain
reasons our Catholic friends were nnable to participate in our educa-
tionsl system. Thoe reasons wers that there were certain passages in
the Bible which they did not sea in the same light with us. As s
proof that they were staunch in their belief they bad spent £60 000
ip schoola and bhe thought they were entitled to consideration. If
grants were made to denominational achools it would relieve the
pressurs in the public soboois. As an iostance the Borough school
bad been in A congested state and Hampstead school bad been built
to relieve it, The Charch of Eogland school close by was kept
empty. Tbe latter rchool, he had no doubt, woald start at ouce if &
grent were allowed to it. Besides it waw to the interest of the Btate
to bring the subjrc's up to fear Gud, and mouney devoted to that
causs would be well spent, If & grant were made to thesa schools in
the large centree, such schools a8 Bishop Julias proposed to collect the
waifs and suraye from the streets, would be institated, and these waifs
and etrays would receive a relizgious edueation and would be returned
to the State good citiz:ps. He bed heard that the Presbyterians
wers agresable to grants being given, provided the Bible was read
in schools.”

“ Part of epeech? Mary-Anne.,” There is onr bepevolent coo.
temporary, the Napier Vewe again holding np an admonitory Anger
at oe. Oar contemporary says it w.s '‘ most unseemly angd
npbecomiog " on our part to speak of the fighting women of the
Culony ss * wild women ” or  varmiots.” Bat * wild women " is an
expression that we quoted, with inverted commas too, from one of
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| be given for secnlar results alone.

the private achools, many of which are excellently conducted, [ think
the Government should rather have fosterad them, and only estabe-
lished pablic schools where private achools were wanting., A grest
dea! of money would have been saved to the taxpayers in that way,
and the tnstruction in public schools would have benefitted by the
rivalry of the private schools, The parents, and not the Governments
are primarily regponsible for the education of their own children,
Now, il & child's parents arg eatisfied with the puraly secular teaching
which it gets in the secnlar schools, well and good ; bat if the parents
coneider that religious teaching ought to be made an essential and
integral part of ite daily edncation, and the public schools do not
afford thkat instruction, upon what principle of jastice are thoms
parents compelled to pay the entire coat of their children’s education
out of their own pockets, while other parectrs, whose children attend
the public schoole, get the coat defrayed out of tha public exchequer?
In both cases the child iz educated —the requirements of the Hiate
are gatisfied 10 that respect-——and the parents alike coatribute towards
the taxation. Why should a man be penalised, as it were, for wish.
ing to give to bis child a religious education? What I shonld sap-
port is, that reasonable capitation grants should be paid by the
Government for all children attending private schools wbo conld pase
ths same examinations se are required in the public schools. These
exsminations ahould be condocted by the Government inspector, who
ghould bave just aes free accesa to any private schools claiming the
grant aathey have to the public schools, The granta-in-aid would
The inspector woald simply
ignore the religious teaching aod would look only to the secnlar
results. Ishould, bowever, restrict thesc grants to schools in towns,
becaunse if the system were extended to the couatry districts the
result might be, in some thinly populatad localities, that the most
nomeroue denomination would eet up & private school, snd all the
children in tbe district would wirtually be obliged to attend it. 1 do
not quite understand why such vigorous opposition should bava been
mamifested to the proposal for grants-in-aid to private schools. It
hes even been nesertod that it wounld destroy the present education
eyetem. But bow could it possibly deatroy, or even injure i$ 1"
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