
Religion iii the' 1i'hl S/oos.

schools as irreligious and immoral,
the rniost thorougli biblical and
mioral instruction iii the sebiools
would flot satisfy thieni, unless the
dogmas of thieir Churcli are tauglit,
tnder the direction of thicir clergy.

The saine thing is seen iii the
zeal for doctrinal teaching siowii
bh the Higli Churcli party in Eg
land. Under the plea of zeal ior

reii:,they are nowv pressing the
present Governrnent to rewar<
their Church, for the hielp given in
the recent election, l)y a large graut
for Churcli schools. Thie London
Speaker, in a recent issue, says:

tIt is in the miame of religion
that they make this outrageons de-
iiiand, and they try to boister 11p
their cause by appealing to the
natural feeling of their felloiv-
countrymen in favour of the train-
iing of our children in the faith of
their fathiers. XVe are willing to
admit tliat they are perfectly' sin-
cere in thus confounding the cause
<À religion with the cause of a par-
ticular denomination. Thiat is the
comimon error of ail sectarians. But
it is obvions that this country many
years, ago decided formally that thé
funds of the State sliould not be
employed in teaching the dogmas
of any particular Churchi, and thiat
w'e should violate this great Con-
stitutional principle, establishied in
the first instance by the Liberal
partv and long simice accepted by
the tory partv, if we were now t'O
-vicid to 'the clerical demands. Fur-
thermore, it lias been made abun-
(lantly clear that if once we agree
to permit dogmatic teaching at the
public expense, wve cannot <lraw ans'
line that wvill effectually liimit thé
dogmias tauglit. W\e shial hiave to
pay for teachiing doctrines wvhiclh
are most directlV, opposed to eaclh
othier, and wvhicii are not only re-
pudiated but detested by those wlio
are forced to contribute to the cost
Of spreading them."

It is extraordinary tliat at a tinie

%vlen the cLainis of Chiurcli schools
in Englanri are calling forth the
strongest protests froni Noncon-
formiists and causing extensive
strife and irritation, any Cariadian
shiould point to the Gectavian
scliools of England as something
thiat should hiclp to reconcile us t()
Separate schiools for Manitoba.
England hias niany undesirable
things, lilze the crooked streets iii
lier quaint old tow'ns, that have
gcrown so and cannot well be
èhanged now. But it would be
folly for us, xvho are iree to build
as we deemi best, to copy whiat
mnust be regarded as blemishies and
hindrances to progress, rather than
laudable things wortlw of imita-
tion.

1 arni aware that it may be said
thiat even the moderate and liberal
degree of moral training wvliich 1
have indicated, may bc the occa-
sion of conscientious objections to
somne parents. XVelI, in att snclb
cases the school authorities mulst
decide wvhether the complaint i.5
just and reasonable or not. If ans'
parent objects that whiat is tauglit
to his clîdren is untrue or ivrong.
Iiis objection should receive due at-
tention, whethier his judgment bic
dcenied righit or not. No child
should be subjected to any reli-
gions instruction to wbiichi its par-
ents ob iect. But an objection to
a school, because the doctrines of
any Clihurclh are flot taughlt in it.
<tocs not <leserve the sanie con-
sicleration. If anv unbeliever ob-
jccts to bis chidren receiving aliv
Christian teaching, bis wvisl sbiould
be duly rcgarded. But snch a one
hias no righlt to (leman(l that the
order of the schiool. or the law that
enjoins it, slloul(l le franied ac-
cording to bis particular belief.
Thie conscience of the minoritv
shiould lic duly protected against
anv violation or infringement -. but
no nminoritv of the people have any
righit to demand thiat their vievs,


