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futher, and not to forsuke the Jaw of his |
mother. My answer i#, to some extent,
always. Wien the child is incapable of
judging for himself, ns we have already ;
seen, what i3 for his good, the parent has |
to judge for him, and is bound to do so. |
In order that the parent may enforce what |

Lis judgment, gurded by affection, deter- }

mines to be for the goud of his child, God |
has invested him with the power of °
antherity to enforce it. The child’s subjec-
tion to thut authority ix complete, and it is
for his good that it is so.  When the child
reaches, however, that peried of life in
which his own judgment cuables him to
judge for himscif, to weigh duty with duty,
and to perceive the reasons for the line of |

conduct he ought to pursue, as will as its |
consequences, blind, implicit  obedience
ceases 0 be a duty. The purent’s authority,
then, cannwt legitimately enforez it.  His
child then is, to some extent, capable of
reasoning with regard to his conduct, and
has a right to be treated us capable of doing
so. A father's instruction and a mother's
law then ought not to consist of mere im-
perative demsnds.  The ignorance of ¢hild- |
ho d has then passed away, and reason has |
begun to optrate, which alo has its wante; !
and which cannot be satiefied without a
supply suited to its want~. When preserib-
ing a line of conduct then which the
parent’s more mature judgmentand experi-
ence indicate as onc to easwie the welfare
of his child, let him submit to him the
reasons which lead him to recommend and
preseribe it The child then will have
something within himsell to support bim
in carrying out the instruction of his father
and obeying the law of his mother, should
he meet with opposition or trial in doing so
frora the evil which opposes itself to the
good jn this world.  Although the cl.ild, by
reason of the development of his own
power, rises above a complete subjection to
a parent's authority, so far as blingdly yicld-
_ing to it is concerncd, still so long as he is
under a parent’s roof he isbound fo respect
parental authority, and that respeet ought
to be the free, spontaneous result of his
love tohis parents.  Thelove of the parent
nevereeases 1o exist for the chiid even when
he is uo longer a member of the family—
when his home i< no longer under the
parcutal roof.  The child ought always,
therefore, to Jove his parents and respeet
them——onght always ta hear with respect,
at least, the inxtraction of his father and
the teaching of his mether,
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The reader will perceive that love-is the
guiding principle, or rather the wmotive
power, in the discharge both of parental
and flial duty. The whole law of God'
rests on that one divine principle. Parental
affection, when allowed o act freely will
seck the good of the child, not merely
during the helpless and dependent period
of infuncy, when his barcexistence depends
upon its operatiuns, not merely during
childhood, when complete submission to
parental authority is due from him ; but
alse in manhood. The instruction of a
futher and the Jaw of a mother to theis
chilid, when he is playing Lispart as a man

» tn the world, will have for their object his

good. Sceing that their expericnce is

, beeescarily  more enlarged aed matured

than his, und that Jove to him promupts it,
he cught always to heur their instruction
with respeet, although not called upon to
follow it blindly, as he did when in the
ignorarce of his childhood.

Parents should be carcful not to allow
their judgment to be biinded so far ss to
insist upon that which would interfere with
or destroy the happiness of theirchild. This
way be dene even where parental affection
1s strong. It is unnecessary to say that by
doing so they thwart the very object, as far
as their power goes, which their affection for
their child desires, and that is, his happiness.
It not unfrequently happens that misunder-
standings and differences arise between
parents and their children in matters per-
taining to their ultimate ssttlement in life.
The only safe rule that can be laid down
for such cases is—let pareats make sure
that in their opposition they are really con-
sulting the future happiness and well-being
of thetr children 1, after mature reflec-
tion and deliberation, they find that the
settlement they are opposing is unwise, and
consequently incompatible with their child’s
future happiness, let them arfectionately
submit their views regarding it, and the
reasons which lead them to look upen it «e
unwise. A blind obedience s no longer
duc from their child. He is now eapable
of reflecting and weighing the reasons
whick may be submitted to him in support
of any line of corduct that may be recom-
mended to him.  Let him be treated a<
capable of so doing. More will be done in
this way, for it is the legitimate way to
gain him ‘over from what a parent’s will is
opposed to, than a sullen, unreasoning, and
unreasenable opposition.  But i) after
careful reflection. parents find that theis



