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the Bible—ags Newman has expressed it—is the depository,
not the argan, of God’s revelation to men, and that it re-
Guires an interpreter. Irom the Catholic standpeint, there-
fore, the reading cf the Seripture Jessons, without explana-
tiun or comment, would at once mean the acceptance by
the State of a Protestant principle in the schools—i.e., it
makes them, in o wide sense, denwominational, It would
appear that under the Nelson system the Seripture lessons
are explained by the State school teachers; but this does
not mend matters.  Such explanation is necessarily, iu
the vast majority of cases, given hy Protestants, of various
shades of helief, and it must wvaturally be tinged swith
their peculiar views and prepossessions. We must also
take inte serious account the instances in which the com-
ments will come from the lips of atheists and agnostics,
There is o multitude of oft-recurring Seripture terms which
have a Protestant as well as a Catholic meaning. 'Pake,
for instance, such words as ' baptism,’ ¢ Chureh,” ‘ penance’
or ‘repentance,’ ‘forgiveness,’ “grace,’ ‘salvation,’ ¢ faith,’
Fgood works,” ete. Here again, in the act of explaining
even the meaning of the commonest terms of Secripture, you
may, under the aegis of the State, as effectually denomi-
nationalise a publie school in eertain matters of doctrine
ag if it were the Sunday school of a particular sect, As
o matter of fact, there is no such thing as ‘unsectarian’
or ‘ undenominational * religious instruction. In his letter
of January 14, 1804, to Mr. Younger, Mr. Ralfour, dealing
with the ‘confusion of ideas underlying “undenominational ”’
teaching,” said: ‘It is clear that, from the point of view
of the Jew, all Christian teaching, and frem the point of
view of the Roman Cathalic, all Protestant teaching, is
denominational in the one sense relevant to the present
issue.” The doctrinal or dogmatic element may he moce
or less watered down; hut the religious instruction of the
Nelson system—and of all Bible-in-schools systoms—is a
hapelessly scetarian thing, heing, in reality, nothing less
than Protestantism in a ‘reduced’ or diluted form.
-

We shall be told, of course, that Cathelic children ara
protected, either by a couscienre clause—framed, presum-
ably, when the Education Board grants the necessary per-
mission to the committece—or Ly provision for the formal
dismissal of children who do not wish to take the lessons
prier to the assembling for religious instruction. There
is something almost hypocritical in all this smug talk ahout
a ‘conscience clanse.”  As if the conscience of a Catholie,
or a Jew, or an lufidel, was not as much viclated by being
compelled to assist in supporting by taxation what they
deem to he religious error, as by heing compelled to listen
to it! And yet it is gravely argued that because the
Protestant Clristians are a majority in the community
they have the right, in effect, to take the commen fund,
contributed alike by nll of every creed, Protestant, Catholic,
Jew, aud Infidel, and use it for instructing their own chil-
dren exclusively in their own religion, saving the cou-
sciences of their neighhors by telling them that if they
cannot consent to that kind of religious eduention for thei
children they can either go without or provide it elsewhore
at their own expense! So far as protecting Catholic chil-
dren is concerned, we have again and again shown that the
so-called  conscience clause'—as usually framed—is hope-
lessly ineffective, the inevitable result being that a pee-
centage of Cathalic children are brought within the influ-
ence of non-Catholic teaching through the mere indolenze
of their parents in not complying with formulities. Tho
provision for the formal dismissal of the school, or of those
of the children who are not to take part in the religrions
ingtruction lessons, is even more unsatisfactory. Tlow it
works out—or at least may work out—in actual practiee
may be judged from what occurred a fow yeavs ago in
some of the Melbourne schools under n similar arrange-
ment.  Mr. Traneis H. Rennick, head teachor of Fath-
down Street State School, when examined hofore the Vies
torian Commission on Religious Instruction, stated thas
‘the teachers in n scinol generally weleomo any religious
teacher coming in, and de all in their power to assist him.’
Then he added: ‘T know very fow eases in whieh the sehonl
has been dismissed; the Act is worded in - that way, but
teachers have, to a lurge extont, disregarded that.’ The
same witness told the Commission that it was only occa-
sionally that 2 Catholie child was absolutely withdrawn,
Naturally children will not withdraw when they know that
their withdrawal will expose them to the displeasure of the
teacher or the derision of their fellew-pupils. The danger
to the faith of Catholic clildren vwnder such an arrapgement
as the Nelson svstem is ohvieus and real,

*

Catholics cannot accept as satisfactors for their chil-
dren any system which provides some or any form of re-
ligion at some set hour only, while God and religion and
the play of religious principles and religious influences are
excluded from the remainder of the working hours of the
school.  They cannot, therefore, accept for their children

any system that subordinates—ae the Nelson system does—
religious training to secular instruetion, nor can they for
a moment pretend to countenance an arrangement under
which Catholic money is applied to the work of Protestant-
isiug our State schools. If, in spite of our protests, the
Nelson system coutinues to be permitted and adopted, Par-
liament will be bound in all justice and consistency to giviy
consideration to Catholic claims. As the Rev. Dr. Bevan,
the Victorian Congregstionalist leader, expressed it in an
interview published in the Preshyterian Outlook a fow years
ago: *If we have Bible-reading and Bible lessons in the
schools given hy the State, I do not ses how we ean resist
the claims of onr Roman Catholie fellow-citizens. If we
satisfy the Protestant conscience in this way, we shall have
to satisfy the Roman Catholic.conscience alsn.’ The objec-
tion of the averape citizen, the average politician, the ave-
rage journalist to every form of Bible-in-school proposal
is that their adoption would be an absolute violation of
the noutrality of the system, and would necessarily open the
door to denominationalism. The objection is well taken.
If the authorities allow the Nelson system to obtain a
feoting as a recognised part of our education system, the
Catholic claim to State aid will, on every principle of
honesty and fair dealing, be irresistible.

Notes

———
£t. Patrick’s College

As intimated in our columns a fortnight ago, the silver
jubilee of the well-known and ever-popular ‘St. Pat’s’
occurs on 1lst June of this year, and the authorities have
decided to commemorate the oceasion by raising a fund
to be applied (1) to the building and eguipment of sciencs
laboratories in connection with the institution, and (2) to
the reduction and, if possible, the complete extinction of
the existing delht on the college, With regard to the first
ohject, it is pertinent to point cut that the gifted Rector
of the College (the Very Rev. Dr. Kennedy) is a man of Euro-
Pean reputatien as a scientist, and, given reasonably ade-
quate facilities, there is every reason to anticipate that
Et. Patrick’s would achieve very special distinetion in
scientific work. Regarding the general work of the insti-
tutien, we reeall the pregnant saying—uttered recently at
o prize distribution by the Bishop of Goulburn—to the effect
snat the Churcl’s greatest meed at the present day was
leaders for the laity, ‘Give me officers,’ said the great
Napuleon—* T can get soldiers any day.’ ‘It is the lead-
ers,” added Bishop Gallagher, after quoting this story, ‘ not
the many, who make a party, an army, a people, a nation.’
It is the speeial funetion of our colleges to supply the
need referred to by the Australian prelate, In this work
—so capably carried on hy all our Catholiz secondary in-
stitutions in the Dominion—=St. Patrick’s College has horne
a mnre than honerahle part, and throughout New Zealand
tha ranks of the priesthood, the law, the medical profes-
gion, and other important and influential callings are to-
day graced by men whe received the most important por-
tion of thelr moral and intellectual training within its
walls. Uunder such circumstances a Lenefactor to the Col-
lege is a henefactor to the Church at large, and we hope
that the efforts of the very representative committee who
have charge of the movement will meet with the full mea-
sure of sueeess which they deserve.  All commuunications are
to he addressed to either of the seeretaries, Hev, J.
Tymons, 8.3, 53, Patrick’s College, Wellington, or Norman

J. Crombie, 5 Tasman strect, Wellington:

Catholic School Successes

One of the noticeable features of the recent Inspectors’
Conference was the friendly and appreciative tone in which
various speskers referred to the work being done by
the Cutholie schools; and it was evident that the Tespect
manifested was begetten of o close and first-hand knowledge
of the facts. Our Catholic teachers do their wark quintly
and unostentationsly, but ever and anon little incidents
are rocorded which indicate in a striking way what excel-
lont greunds Catholics have for heing proud of their schools.
Only Iast wesk our Oamaru eorrespandent chronicled the
fact that Miss Annie J. Lynch, pupil of the Dominican
Couvent, Lad been suceossful in securing an exhibition of
six puineas awarded hy Trinity College, London, to the
candidate zaining the highest marks in pianoforte in inter-
mediate division. The merit of the achievement is indi-
cated by the fact that the exhibition was competed for by
candidates in New Zealand, Tasmania, and Canada. In
1808 the same veung lady carried off the junior prize of
six guineas.  OQur correspondent added that Miss Maggie
’1‘\\:nmey. of the same schoel, liad also secured a national
rrize of £5 awarded by Trinity Collego to the candidate
ohtaining, in the same year, honors in hoth practical and
theovetical work in the senior division,



