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children weiglis on the shoulders of fathers and mo-
thers; and when through poverty, or incapacity, «*or
sickness, or the multiplicity of other duties, they. are
unable to impart, in its fulness, religious instruction to-
their littie ones, they xnay shif t that respc -isibility on to.
the shoulders of others only on condition, that tho'se who-
are to assume the burden are trùst'worthy and fully coi-
petent. So true is this th:ý.t the parent is 'not at liberty
to rid hiniseif of this personal olatnor surrender
his riglits. When circuinstances oblige him to give
over to others the training ofk lis children, this teîuporarv
transfer niay be made only when there is a certainty
that the children's hearts'Nvi11 receive no taint.

But as the Church b.ýýs condexnned'the divorce of
the teacliing of religious trutls fïom that of secular
science, (i) the Christian parent ist, under the direc-
tion of lis pastor, mnake a choice of a systei of teacliiîîg
that is in harinony with Catholic tenets.

Now, how can any sudl choice beco ie possible unle.s
the liberty of teaching is fnlly recog-nized; and unless.
Catholics are free to, open and control s'chools aif
colleges of their own? Whenever suchi action is nierc>
tolerated, so as to throw on Catholic ratepayers the buti-
den of supporting the sclîoo]s of their choice, while tin>-
are also taxed for the support of StateLý- schools, to, -wliLh
they mnay not conscientiously se:,d their chjidreii, a
grave injustice is perpetrated, anil liberty of instructi0on
is not recogrnized.

The right in justice of -he Catholic citizen to dlaiml
liberty of teacli;ng is grounnied, on his parentalobia

(i) The folIowinR proposition is condrnned: Catholics mar â,provc of .1atI
of educating youth, iiuconziectcd ilh Catholic faith and the powver of the C!.,rcb.
and whieh regards the kiiowledge of inertly natural things, aud only, or a Icasi
primarily, the enxds of carthly lile. SIaupr.4.
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