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pl.lh(':lplé of ﬁa&a.bwn WlﬂlOT.lt benefit -or 1epresenta.tuon
{3) He pmposes that %the New Zcaland Government em-
+power the- Umveu,lty, by ilsell or in con]unctmn with
others, to draw up a pandenominational course of the-
ology—to pick and sift and parc ‘and stéew till they re-
duce a hundred conlradiclory creeds to a jellified  resi-
duum that shall be * acceplable ib all Christian depomi-
nations ' ! Sir Maurive and his friends forget (1) that
Jews and other non-Christians have ‘S0me rights in this -
ma,ttsel (2) that dissident Christians have some nghts

(3) thab ‘.all Christian dcnonuna.tlons 7 would not umte
in a scheme for clapping into “one common- melti11g-pnt
the truths of divine Revelation and ihe more or - less
fantastic {lings iivat man-made" creeds haveq_spun a'roun-d
the faith that.was once dCIIVLreﬂ tu the sa.mts;

Moreovej‘, (43 half—a-ade;en \“-Chfistpian dénomina.tiong‘

have sjgmally-failed to agree even upon the most elemen- -

tary scheme of biblical instruction in_the public schools,

Dges the bare mujotity of ihe Senate imagine that *all .

Christian denominations ’ in the country will agree when
it eomes to tlhe vastly more difficult and complicated
task of drawing up a scheme of t{heology ihat shall be
-acceptable all around ?
it is here a queslion of. theology -or divinity, “which is a
science. That'is to say, it deals”with divine -things on
a co-ordinated, systematised, . and scientific Irie'i,-hod‘.
Some of the spealiers, .. with  hazy notions
upen  the subject, seem to fancy -that * Bible lilera-
ture ’ is ‘ divinity >, " * Bible literature ’ is an ambi-
guous term. And no matter which of its po—:-;svble
meanings you put upon ib, it toes not necessarily include

divinity. The Bible is, of course, a noble *fount' or
‘source ' of divinity. But it is by no means the only
cne. And it does not follow, nor does it profess +to

follow, lhe systematised form and scientific method that
is requisite in a treatise on theology. Sir Maurice
O'Rorke professes to * place the [aculty of divinity on
the same standing for oblaining degrees as law  ang
medicing ', Yel_ the University demands that law" and
medicine  shall be taught and studied on scientific me-
thods and not ia {he form of rodimentaty compromises,
ATd in its final resort, Sir \fiaumce s proposal is (as we
showed in 1903) nothing more or less than a scheme
for conferting divinity degrees.withoul "the divinity
T ’
In 1905, in the columns of a daily paper,
edly pressed ihe following awkward gquestions” on 1ihose
of the supporlers ‘of the scheme of wooden-nutmeg
-divinity who stand for secularismn in public imstruction :

1. On what principle of statecraff could the
Zealand Government claim
itsell or by others appointed by it for {he -purpose, a
State brand of {heology ? .

2. Who is to determine what brand of theology, and
how.much and how litlle ihercof, are to be required for
the proposed State divinity de-rrees 7 -

3. I the New Zealand® Government has the.right to
teach divinily indirectly by drawing up schemata ~of
. divinity for degrees examinations), on what principle
may it not also direcily teach that ' science of divine
things ’* 7-

4. If the Governmeni may '‘exercise this alleged right
in our highest schools, on what groumd do Sir Maurice

New

and his supporters oppost, the extension of tha same -

rprinc1ple to the Siate primary schools ?
At what numgerical percentage—al_ 5 per cent.” or

7 per cent. or 10 per "cent.-or 20 per ceat,—of the popu— '

lation are minorities in New Zealand to begin to enjoy
this elementary right of, conseience—immunity from ‘com-
pulsory contnbutlons towards the*propaganda_ of. . the

theology of faiths in which® Lhey do not behwc T T

* Tpese pertment qucsi.:ona aré stlll s,wmtmg an answeis,

The whole burden of dctailing, expla.mmg, gmd |ust1fy1ng
" the scheme of State divinity degrees -ialls upon” its
framers and supporters. They. have not taken wup ihe
task. ‘Tf they ever do, they will find it, We ween, like.
‘tim&klllmg, ¢ labor dire -and heavy woe ' They must
first catch | their hare—that is,” secure theu ‘dlvumty

Ab, there s ihe rub ! I‘or the rest, our co—lehgmmsts

Let it be bhorne in mind that -

we repeat- -

ihe right of drawing up, by -’

- osophy and theology !

received, during the course of last week’s discussion in
Christehurch, a sufficient md/xcatmn of the trend of ieel-
ing among some -of the supporters of 'Sir Maurice's -
scheme. - A Calvinist (said the Rev. Mr. Cameron') would
‘-certainly * and as a matter of course be’ welcomed on
the exammmg board ; : hut a Catholie—ah !-* that woul-d~
depend . ‘Oru Church history ', said he, “I suppose
such an’ a.ppomtment would not commend 1tselt ' Church
history ,* need not necessarily be taught.' ™ -But if .it ig -
to be; Cathwolics mustk hé - boycotted off < the - exa,mlmngk
board that deals-with-the subject. And if they are “un—_
welcome in Church history, how much .more so in phil--
It is well that the words were
spoken. - Now, better tifan ever, we can realise, with the
Chancellor of. the Universily ‘Senate, that the pmposed
State -theology would lead to ™" perpetual wrangling” and,

plunge the couniry into a fresh °Sea of froubles”, -

| Notes
Two Remmd_ers - '_- : : -

'A wise man', says tihe Mllwaul\ee ¢ Catholie 'Citi-
zen '~ ‘paid ten cents a week to insure his house
against fire, and- ten cents a week. to insure his~ chil--
dren against the loss, of iheir religion. The ~latter
insurance he- took out %in the form of a Catholic fam-
ily _paper pubhshed weekly. Depend upon it—a Cath-
olic family brought up lo xead, year after year, a good
Caifolic weekly, will get a thousandfold the value of
the subscrlptmn paid.’ ‘e was a Cathollc (in name)’,
says® the Los Angeles "[xdmgs’ ‘He didn't sub-

scrihe for a’ Caibolic newkpaper (said he didn’t’ nedd
Ty,  After a “h!le he married—and still he .didn't
subscribe .for~a "Catholic journal. His children grew
up—without }‘ea.amg or ever seeing a Catholic news-
paper—and now he wondets why, he has to ' spend

twenty-four homs a day t1ying to keep his sons out of
the clutches of ihe law’

e

Anqther ¢ B{uggy’ Leaﬂet -
Before their depa.it'ule for  the Green Shores of
-Erin, the Irish Delegates dl-d not, we hope, omlt “to
preseint a  testimonial to’ Lhe . Protest—a.ntr ‘Dafence‘
(? Offence} Association in Auckla.nd and the *Defen-
ders’ ™ vellow brethren in Waihi, We learn thal a good-
ly measure of the success of the Delegates’ meetings in
thesg. two centres was duc to the wholesome - disgust -
aroused i, -the n#inds of ‘decent and faj r-minded - non-
Catholics by two anti-Home Rule leaflets’ dlstmbuted by
the P.D.A. (which, as stated elsewhere) is mel:ely one
of the °*aliases’ of the Orange fraternity. In this; as
in other cases, the brethrren o'ervaulted their purpose. .
We have tpuched elsewhere upon one of these Rawhead-
and-Bloody-Bones leafliels. We now have the other - one
before us. And it is a gem of purest ray serene. It
begms with the good old wheeze (dealt w1tuh in-- our:
last issue). that Mistler Michael McCa.rthy, the- special -
ant1—-Cathollc pet of the Orange press and platform, is
‘a Roman Catholic’! We then have -some ¢ history’
-m *extracts.” There Is, lor instance, a grotesque
and scandalous iravesty of ihe facts of an assault on
! soupers ’ who some time ago made a coa.rse publ'ic
attack . upon ‘the most_ cherished dogma.s and practices
of the Catholic faith in ibe streets of the Catholic |
village " of Glitden, Connema.ra, Thén  (among ot‘her~
thmgs) we have a statement—firsy published, and, in
all probapility; first coined,” hy the Orange " writer
Muagra.ve--to the em:ct that during ‘the insutrection oE’
1798 ¢ thg prmst administered -to ¢ the reb;els'_
~path to ' murder all heretics.,’ This ia.bucatmn is ’ohe
old attempt to ofiset the: oath which (a.ccordmg to
the testimony .of - Lords Gosrord and I-Iollamd, .Henry
‘Grattah, William Sampson,” ‘and of;her contemporary .
Protestant writers, as well as of some eye-witnesses)
early Oran:-emen took to exterminate + the Cabhohcs
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~ Matble, and othér stones, - - - .



