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AT HOME AND ABROAD.

OB my prophetic sonl, my uncie!” Wa cannot,
IR HIS BIGET it is true, claim personal relationship with Bir
PLACE. Robert Stout, but, as the wounld-be father of his
country, e must acknowledge that we are, in some
way or another, related to him. Did we not foresee and foretell the
alliance that bas secured Bir Robert's tetarn? Here are our words,
taken from tha TABLET of November 10, and we do not find that we
need improve npon them :(—*“ We knew -all along that the ¢ New
Liberalism " of Bir Robert Stout was a very fonciful and novel sort
of article, Of its nature we now fiad ample proof in the fact that
8ir Bobert has secnred in hia candidature for Wellington the fervent
support of the Tory party, Qur monopoliet fricnda are * cute’ anough
to recogniee froth when they ses it, and to know that the deptha it
conceala may ba of a very different kind. 8ir Robert, who can amuse
the mob by empty visions while he works oat quite different ends, i
the very man they reed. [t ig the sincerity of the present Govera-
ment jthat forma the object of their dread, Meaningless spouters
are sltogether to their taate,” And it actually torns out that the
whole Tory party united to put Bir Robert in. It is palpable. The
Tory ticket won the day, Bir Robert went in atits bead. Thers
was not a ha'p'orth of shoddy in all the town. in fact, that was not
twisted into the rope that gave him the haul up, Magnoates that were
descended from Adam, and that conld, therefore, quarter the snake
(in the grass) in toeir edcatcheons, condescended for the nonce to
ptand ghoulder to sboulder with honest fellows who did not know
that they had ever had a prandfather, Of course, even while Bir
Robert was whispering bis odi profanum vrlgus into the gate of his
aristocratic frisnds the crowd that had not—and has not yet—
found him out was active algo in his support—and that acconnts for
his big majsrity. We have not much with which t) secredit our
Duonedin democrats, but, at least, they can occamonally smell a rat,
epd there is pawkiness enough amony them to make them give it a
wide berth, They knew beiter, for example, than to present Bir
Robert with the requisition be came before them, some we ks ago, in
eearch of, When moreover the fignres announciaz his victary were
posted up in front of the Daily Times cffice on Tuesday might, the
cheer by which they were greeted was not very enthusiastie, 1t
seemed aa much an expression of relief that he had got in for 8 me-
where elgs, as & genming note of triumph or rejoicing, Bat here,
finally 18 8ir Bobert Stout—our great popular leader, our perpetual
spouter of Liberty Fraterpity Equality—~sn Egalit¢ in the right

place—the bopa of a saoboeracy, and the reliance of ¢ awells.”

Wz alluded last week, in our reply to Mr Coben, to

THE IGNOB- A certaia memorandum on the free school system,
ANCE OF NEwW presented, by Hoyal command, 1o 1891, to the
ZRALAND Imperial Parliament, We now return to this
SECULARISTS, memorandum, which proves in a very stnking way
the complate ignorance of thoss good people of all

classea whno, in thia colony, have ideotified themselves with the
defence of the secular system, The author of the mem-randam is
Mr J. G. Fich, one of Her Majesty's Chief Inspeciors of Traiping
Schools, and his inquiries were carried on with reapect tothe free
school system in Awmerica, France, and Belginm., He is, we need
bardly say, an unquestionable auwthority, Mr Futch in several
instances givea & flat contradiction to argumen‘s that bave been spe-
ciously put forward, snd taken as authoritatively conclusive among
oureelves. One of the principal, and most fr: guently uiged of these
arguments is, for example, that, to be national, the educational system
mast be sccular. Mr Fitch, on the contrary, gives it, as the resnlt of
hie investigations, that it is impossible for a purely secolar system
+ & hecome national, We quote him ae follows :—¢ Whoere the State
JPxem abaclutely excluded religious imstruction from its purview,
there grows up side by eide with it, s in France, the Uuited States,
and till recently, in Belgium, a rival aystem outslde of the
public school organisation, and ia part hostile to it, admivistered by
yeligious bodies, maintaiaed at their own coat and that of the parents,
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and receiving neither aid nor #upervision {rom public anthorities.
Experience seems to prove that, in such circumstances, the oumber of
voluntary and denominational schicls tends to incresse, sad the
a:paration in feeling and interests betweoon such echrols and the
common Bchools to become more marked, while the area of the State's
infloence over public education becomes pro tanto reatricted, A socus
lar system pure and simpls, it would appenr, it inoapabls of decoming
a truly aational system.”

Our New Zealand seculariste, again, have made up

MORE OF  their miods and prononnced their ipse dizit that
THEIR Btate aid to denominational schools means the des-
IGNORANCE, truetivn of the national syst-m. Here, also Mr

Fitch gives them a flat cootradiotion, Here in
what be tells us on this poict :—* Oa the other haod, where, as in the
province of Quebee the pablic school system ia essentially denominae
tional, or where, as in Ontario, and since 1884 iz Belgiom, it ia unde-
nominational, but permitsa sechools counected with the churches to
become incorporated with it, and to receive public subsidy and inspecs
tion, or where, ag in Lhe other provincea of the Canadian Dominion,
although the schoola are unaectarian in character, the Scriptares sre
read and tavght, and ministers of religion are permitted to give reli~
giona instruction to the children of their own congregations out of
school honrs, or where as in our own country, schools of different
types are recognised as integral parts of the national system, snd
public aid is distributed on conditions which are practically socep-
table to all the religious communities, private or separato schools
bardly exist, or, if they exist, have a tendency to disappear ; and the
influence and wsefulness of the State extend over the whole field of
elementary education.”

OUR conclusion is that, if our New Zealand

IGNORANCE secalarists who have iosisted on the argunments
SIMPLE OR g0 flatly contradicted by Mr Pitch, are ignorant bnt
CcOMPOUND! well meaning, they will think good, now that the

true ftate of the cass has been awthoritatively
placed before them, to re oousider their position, It is oot neces.
sary ; it i9 not even poesible, according to Chief Inspector Fiteh, that
an education system, to be nationa!, must ba secalar, 1t is not true,
accotding to the same high authority, that the granting of Btate mid
to denominational schools muat break up the national system, On
the contrary, it must consolidate and strengthen it. But if oup
secularist friends are malevolent as well as ignorant, we hava nothing
to hope from them. They will not re-consider their position, They
will continue as before—but now without the excuse of ignorance—
to urge their false plea—with the object, not of aupporting or defend-
ing the education system, but of oppressing and harassing their
Cattalic fellow colonists. Ia their ignoraace, them, simple or coms
ponnd?  The answer in of some importance to us,

TuE Right Rev Dr Nevill, in a letter to the Otage
HI8 IGNORANRT Daily Times takes our contemporary to task for the
GRATIFICATION, consolation—ex pressed by bum with joy—which he
bad received from the fact that, owing to the resnlts
of the elections, “ the secularity of the children of the Colony was
littte hikaly 10 be interfered with.” Dr Nevill argues mildly ia favour
of religious teaching and puts it to our contemporary as to whether
hie gratification at the continued exclusion of Christian teaching
from the schools of the country ie oot * illogical and astoaishiog,”
But, as may be seen by rcference to the quotations we give from the
memorandum of Chief Inepector Fitoh, it is more illogical than the
Daily Times can be be brought by the argument of the Bishop to
acknowledge, for it is excited by a caunse that tends, as Mr Fiteh showe,
to deuvationaiise and weaken the eecular system. We desire to give
our contemporary ali the credit he deserves We would ascribe to him
sitple ignoraaca ooly, not that compouud matter that would lnjare
the secular system, or bite its nosa to vex its lace, for the discomfls
tare and injury of Catholics. It 14 to be regretted, meantime, that
the compromise proposed by the Bisbop should tend ooly io & very
teeble aad imperlect manaer to the promotion of the righteonsness
in advocacy of whose purduit his Lordship writes,
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