THekrsbay, Juny 16, 1914,

Current Topics

<>

‘Then and Now

Quite a volume could be compled 01t were worth
the while—consisting entirdly ol exUavis exnibiaug
the  weonsisteney and  coutrvadicturiness ol e
past. and  nresenl ntlerances ol Bible tn-Schouls
League leaders. A number of 1 hese quutations lune
alveady appeared in our coluinns,
example, we guoted the Leree invective divecied by
Dr. Gibb e U038 against the righi of entry ol
wiiteh he Lias now 1o scand Forth as the <'}|ump1n1|.~ 1.zt
week Bishop Cleary oted in oour pages the severe and
damaging condemnation of the «l cartcatine’
of Bible teaching mvolved In o mere seleetion of Bible
extracts which was delivered 10 1905 by the Anglican
Primate (Dr. Nevilly, who 15 prestden of the Bible ine
Sehools Teague. I, Ty part,” sand the Prunate,
“eannot be aoparly 1o any such clionping up oof the
Bible inte compelled, by the
exigencies of an extraordinary adliancs. to be not only
a party to but alzo an advoeate of the very nni:'ng-c
against whicl, a few vears ago, he so heavity uveighed.
We nay new add to the cotleetion of Bible in-sehools
Jeaders' seli-contradictions an utteranee of the Bilile-in-
schools canterence of T on the subjor of a conscience
clause for the teachers, It those davs a0 conselience
clauso for the teachers was a veeular featnre of all
Bible-iu-sehools sehemes : and & manifesto pebhished by
tlie exceutive of the Rible in-sehools conterenee, and
cirted J.\i:l_y 21, TR, hias this to os=av oon the .‘illll.i(‘('li
SA great deal has hoeenmade af the weachers” difficuliy.
.\\YC Jl(‘l\'e ([(nl(‘ 1 t h(“‘\i 1o .\ilrl‘_‘_'““l'(l 11:(‘”1 ill (‘\'l‘l'l\'
wav. A conseience clanse means thal we are unam-
mously and delernnnediv opposed to anvthing in the
nature of religious testy being applied (o then That
was in 1900, 1o 1913 (he Iiblen-schoals (';lv'.'t]:;lig_:m‘rs
are " anantmousky and deterninedby anposed T oto sate-
guarding * the teachers, and ave prepared 1o he party
to the hnposition of these roligions tests which ten
years age they repudiated and eoudemped. We may
add that the manifesto was signed, anwngst others, by
Dr. Gibb, the present Bishop Sprott, and the Rev. J.
Reed Glasson, Congregational winister, all of whowm are
now supporters of the League’s systew.
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The Minister of Education aud the Referendum

Some of the politicians, also, have sot themselves
into a similar dienoneas The Behigious lostruchion
Referendum Bill has just heen introducsd by the Tlon.
James Allen, Munister of Education: amd presumably
that gentleman will vore Tor the measure. 1 he does,
he will have some difficuliv in reconctling his aciion
with Lis previous attitude and utterances on the suhb-
jeet. On the wtroduction of the first Refereudum Bill
i 1804, Mr. Allen oppesid the wensure, nol oonly
because  he considered  that pavtienta Bill o badly
drafted, bui alsn on a heoad ground of priveiple.  In
his speech on the second  reading of the Bill, after
poinbing vut that the ardinary man needed educating
on public questions, he went o to say:-— e had
either to read or be edueated in some way or other
with regard (o them, and 1 osay, thevelove, thal noder
existing circamstances i is fair fo assume that a large
proportion of the multitude will he irrespunsible, and
the tyranny and despoiism of that irresponsible evowd
will be found o be worse than the tyvranny and des-
potism which might and possibly docs exist hese some-
times." (Hopseard, Vol XXXV, o 2RL) If Hl_u
“yranny and despotisin’ of en “irresponsible multi-
tude ' were to be dreaded on purely political questions,
on which electors had =ame reasenable chance of being
fairly informed and in respect Lo which no specific
questions of conscience were involved, how mnrl} more
indefensible is it to allow a purely rehgious yuestion, 1n
which the most sacred righls of conselence ave affected,
to be submitted Lo sueh an achitrament,
Canon Uarland and the <Tablet’

In our issue of May 7. in a current tepie entitled

‘Frightening the Women Voters,' we drew attention to

NEW ZEALAND TABLET 21

i remarkable sermon delivered by Cawvon Garland  at,
Gisborne on April 1Y, and reported in the Grsborpe
Times of April 20, in which he stated, 1 effect, that
those ol s Liearers matter how  gowd
tthery anotives may have hien,” oppesed the present
Bible tn =tate Schools wovenwent, would, on the Dav of
Judeent, Lear from the Hps of the Saviour of the
werid the awinl words, © Depart from Mes | never knew
vou'  would, in other words, receive a sentence of cver-
lasting banizhment from God s presence. As the resull,
of oL comments, the =sermon wis brought nnder the
notice of the daily papers, one of which published some
seathing ulterance ; and these com-
ments, togelher willh quotations from the sermon, were
presa-azsoctationed throuehout the Donanion.  Canon
Garland 1s not as grateful Lo ns as he onght to be for
the exeeptional prominence which has been given to
his discowrse ;and in a further sermon he very unkindly

and quite untrnly  includes us amongst those who
have " misrepresented” the sermen After referring {o
sirictures on - s utterance which were published in
the Y 20 rmes and Wellington o6, Canen Garland,
who, addly envozgh, takes the pose of a meek and suffer-
e “Thi: was noet. the first
time there was misrenresentation of the sermon.  The
Telifet gave the lead to the action of the correspondent
of the New Zewdawd Timies by Anding itself compelled
to place before its squatatinn o7 my waords, words
which 1 never need. The Foxf the mr;tlthpim‘v of the
Seenlarist Pariy, 1 therelore admit is net alane, bt
kevps the eompany of the official oregan of the Roman
'atheolic Chuerch in misrepresculing and straining what
I actuatly dud sayv -
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We need harvdly assure our readers that in giving
the extract from Canen Garland’s sermon as reporteid
i the Gishoroe Powes we were guilty of no " misguota-
tion.”  We berewith repeat our quotation as v ap-
peared 1n our issuce of May 7: - Tlis appeal can only
e felt by Christians: by those who aceept the Lord
Jesus as their only Saviour, as God mamifest in the
fleslt, to Whom they liave committed their whole Lives.
Recause we (hus accept Him, we believe e will come
to be our Judee, when every one of us shall give an
aceonnt of the things we bave done in this life, for
every thought, and werd, and deed. What shall |
say then when 1see Him face (o face? Shall T plead :
Shord. 1 would not trust ihe teachers of New Zealand ™’
“Tord, T thoneht 1he State should have nothing to do
with the religion of the cliildren in the schools, though
it mght with the eriminals in the prison.’ T thought
this or that, and therefore T rebuked those that weuld
have bhroughi 1hie children to Thee in their schioel. What
will e Hisx answer then ! We know, for 1le has shown
Fis wind, and 11 s the same vesterday, lo-day, and for
ever. [ will e the same at the Day of Judyment when
we stand before 1T to give an account. The same as
it was in Palestine nineteen hundred vears ago. 1Te will
he much disvleased with us, no matter how good our
motives mav have been, if the result is that we in any
fashion place o stumbling block in the way of the ligtle
ones eomine to [him. ¢ Tnasmuch as ve did it not unte
one of fThe least of these, ve did it not unto Me. De-
part from Me: [ never knew vou. ™’
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That is the portion of the sermon which we selected
For quotation, and Ehat is word for word and syliable for
syllable as the passage appeared iv the (fishorne Times.
Canon Carland, indecd, expressly acdmits that he used
these words,  That virtually scitles the question: and
{he ulicrance mav safely be Teft to speak for itself. The
‘nlisrnprcscut;n-tio.n’ of “which Canon Carland chiefly
complains s that the words were queted bv a ¢nrre-
spondent of the V.7Z. Times az applyving generally tn
the opponents of the Leagve, whereas they were "n]-
tended  to  apply—Canon Garland savs onlvy te his
Christian hearers.  Even allowing Canon Garland the
henchit of this fnelv-spun distinction—and it 1s a dis-
tinction which will wot, as a matter of fact. hear
examination—the words referred to are such as should
never have been uttered in a Christian pulpit.  Thev
are a plain intimation that when they stond before the




