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HOW TO READ TU CHILDRAN.
Dr Nry Jaurs A-_ﬁ DicrsoN. N

1 here ara many tine ants cultivated with greatassid-
utty to.day, that are well worth - tho auention be-
stotred upon them, becauss they refine the feclings,
educate tho tast, embellish the e, and sumulato the
soul to a highet, nodler, purer existence. DBut among
these there 13 ong sadly overlocked, and one, ton, that
ought to be cultivated with diligence and consciontions
application, hecaase tt ts a gand preparative both for
the appreciation and prosecution of all the others, and
that is the fine art of reading to children. This .4 not
usually regarded as a fice art, but it unquestionably is ;
for does it not open the eyes of the mind to see? and
does it pot discover beauties in the object to ba seen?
Is it not tn the truest sense an interpreter?  Does it
not open up a new world to the sonl? Certainly |
Then it is & fie art, aud as such 1t oughtto ba studled
and employed ; and there is this consideration touch:
fag it that ought not to bo overlooked, namely . both
parents and friends, both young and old, all who desire
to be useful in this hinc of things, may without much
effort becomo proficient in 1t; and exercising themselves
10 it there 13 cndiess eacouragament, for cone so weil
repay work on thetr behalf, nor are o trucly grateful
as the children, All who know asything of the littlo
ones know ttat they love to be read to. They have
an innate hunger for it. Their cry on overy occasion
when there ts the jeast ikelihood of 1t being complied
withis: Tellusastoey! Readussomething! Aad
they will sit stil eagerly and paueatly histeaing toeven
a very long reading.

Many may object, and mapy do object to reading
to children becauss they say they are not able to (-
terest them, they are oot good readers ; they cannot
hold their attentton, But what conception bave all
such of reading to children? In nearly every case,
only #he dramatic. They think only of making the
rezding as natural and hfe-like and vivid as possible,
which s right ;butisthisenough? Not quite. Some-
thing 1s wanted 1n addition to this, Whatisit? It
is that furnished n the educational courso of Bronson
Alcott, as described so graphically by Miss. E. P,
Peabody in ber, * Record ot Mtr. Alcott’s School.”

In a reccot visit to Boston, we we searching the
shelves of the booksellers on Cornhill, and we came
across the book just named in its “ Thizd Edition,
Revised 1874,° and knowing from the judiclous praise
of Mr. Alcott’s school by Joseph Cook, as “a school
full of subtle thought,” that it would well repay per-
usal, we cagerly seized 1t, bought it, and read it ; and
we have not been disappainted. It is worthy of a
place alongside Jean Paul Richter's “ Sevana,” Locke
% On Education”; * Home Education,” by Iseac Taylor;
* kducation as a Science,” by Alexander Bain L L.D.
“ The S-1ence and Artof Teaching,” by George Victor
Le Vaux.; Roger Ascham’s * The Schoolmaster,” and
Baroness Maxenboliz-Bulow's © Contnbunon to the
Unders:anding of Frobel's Educaucnal Theones.” It
reveals in Mr. Alcott a prolound kaowledge of cbild-
nature, and ao ability to deal with it on philosophical
principles, and a very encouraging success in the
work, we would say a notable succass, The book
cannot belp being to every reader of it a fount of in-
spiration. Among its many important teachings is
found pre-eminent, this one, namely: How to read
to children, Wae would give a few illustrative selec.
tious as the best thut we can do, with this hope that
many of the friends of the chiidren, may learn from
them the szcret of 2 grand educative power, and the
source of an undying pleasure, “Mr, Alcott thinks,?
observes Miss Peabady, “ that every book read should
bean event toa child; and all his plans of teaching
kept steadily io view, the object of making books live,
breathe and speak ; and he considers the glib-reading
which we hear :n some schools as a preventauva rather
than an aid to his purposes. He has himselfno doubt
as to the ultimate reanlt, not only upon the intellectual
powers, but upon the very eaunciation of the wozds,
which cannct fail to borrew energy and Life from the
thoughts and feclings they awaken witkia the soul of
the reader.” Here is 2 handful of illustrattons,  He
read from Thomson'’s * Winter’ * The Freezing Shep-
berd, ard asked, what was that abouti Oae said,
about a man freezing to death in & snow-storm.
Another said, about winter. What pictures came up
1 your minds most vinidly ? A very little boy sard,a

cottage of little children crying. And so the rest.
Mr. Alcott then began to read the same story agale,
in a paraphrase, as most of the children seerved not
to have taken clear ideas or pictures from the post's
own words. They all expressed afterwards how much
better it was [n the paraphrase.”

The " Fasry Queens * was opened, and Mr. Alcott |
began ., ¥ Goodness may be sald to be at war with |
Wickedness, and Spencer has plciured sut Guodness I
as a knight who goes forth Into the world to combat
with enemiss. When 1 read about St. George, you
may understand that he represents Goondness, his
enemies are the enemlies of goodness. 1 shall fiest |
read about St. George’s combatting with I ror, one of
tho first enemies that Goodness meets in the world.
He then read or rather paraphrased the desavgption of
Una, and told them that she represented Truth,  She
‘inly mourned ® becauss wickedness and error exist
ed , she was 'in white’ because truth is pure, bright
and innocent, He read the account of the Wood of
Errer and the adventure init, in a very free paraphrase
interweaving the explanation of the allegory, They
listened with the most intense interest, and could not
help exclaiming, as they sympathized in the various
turns of the battle. At the end of the battle he stopped
and asked them if he should go on; and they all ex.
claimed, goon! goon. He went on and read of the
meeting with Hypocrisy, up to the scene inthe House
of Sleep. When he had fnished, lic asks what has
this taught you? One boy said, to resist evil. Mr.
Alcott then went on to speak of the conflict ot good
and evil wmithin themselves, and made individual
applicatiors which brought the subject home to each
one's own experience.

“Mzr. Alcott read in‘ Frank®, and he asked the
children what pictures certain words brought up to
their minds, and had several interesting answers.
One boy said TRy shaped itself as a strang man,
Aand anather of five gave quite an elaborate picture of
Dav. Hesaid he thought of an avngel sitting on the
flocr of heaven which wus our sky, and letting down
through an opening a cross in which was the sun.
When he lets down the cross 1t 1s day, and when he
drawsit up it isnight. He madeappropriate gestures
ashe descnbed this, Where did you get that picture ?
It came into my mind ali of itself. When? Why,
pow, Did you ever think of that picture before to-
day? No. laregard to some other particulars which
were asked in crder to ascertain if it was distinct and
steady before his mind, he answered withont hesita.
tion.”

Thess will show how Mr. Bronson Alcott sead to
the children in his school in Boston, about focty
years ago. And we are sure 3 better system never
obtained anywhere. It calls into play self control,
and the active powers of the mind, the memory, the
imagination and the jedgment. It furmishes the
mind with good, it sharpens the judgment, it stores
the memory, it awakens and exercises the imagination.
What far-reaching culture Jies in it ! and it has this
recommendation, that being psinted out, explained, it
lics wthin the reach of any ordinary iotelligence. 1t
thoughtful preparation is demanded to read such
authors as Mr. Alcott read, no true lover of the
children will grudge it.

SCRIPTURAL LAND LAWS.
LAND TZNURE IN BIBLE TIMES.

Mr. William Brown, Montreal, author of the * Lard
Catechism * bas forwarded the following for publi-
cation :

MR. EDITOR,—1 am glad to see that attention is
called to the great impertance of the study of the land
laws of the Bible as needfil to a right understanding
of a true system of land tenure, and as preparatory to
a salisfactory solation of the great cconomic question
which is now agitating =il nations,

The statemext is made that Mr, R. Reid, of Kirk-
intilloch, in an article just published in the “ Catholic
Presbyterian * has been the first to diaw public atten-
tion to this phase of the discussion. ‘This is hardly
correct. In my work, “ The Land Catechism,” ard
which bears the sub-ntle, “ Is Rent Just? Wkhat Pol-
itical Economy Teaches Regarding 1t,* published by
suhscuption in the winter of 1880-81, I have gone
thozoughly into the question of the Bible Land Laws,
and in the earlier portion of the bock have duveted
quits a number of pages to this impeortant study.
These laws, as exhibiting 2nd demonstrating to the
humap race, themind of the Most High with reference

to the land—its division, proprietorshlp, and tenure—

as well as its use, culture and economy, form indeed
a noble and interesting subject of {avestigation. They
have engaged my close attention for many years, and
I am bound to say thas, ln all my enqulries, I have
found nothisg comparabls to these admirable laws,
Speaklog as an economlst 1 am also bouad ta s«y that
I have Invariably found these Sceipture iojunctions
and the great principles of Political Econumy In active
and perfeci harmony, a feature which I have done my
utmost to trace and enforce in every page of the work
referred to. ‘The wonder Is that our Church tes:hers
remalu so persistently and dogzedly silent on a sub
ject which lies so near their hand, and which !s threat

ening soclety with no ordinsry upheaval,

I have not yet scenthe article in the ¢ Catholic Pres
byterian,” but hope shortly to have that pleasure, So
far as I can at present judge, my conclusions as to the
ultimate system of land tenure enforced In Scripture
ar2 not in accordance with thoss of Mr. Reld. I have
found nothing to determine that tenure as In any way,
ot at all events as in any important particular, identi
cal with the Mir of Russia, the Mark of Germany, the
Allmend of Swiiserland, the rig and rundale system of
our own ancient Caledonia, or with anything generally
anderstood by an agrarian communal system. On
thoe contrary, 1 find that the six hundred thousand
heads of families, or full grown men, among whom the
land of Ismel was divided by lot, became each the
owner.of his farm or alloited portion, and that there
was nothing that an Israelite defended with morejeal.
ous and watchful care than this “inheritance of his
fathers.” The lands of Canaan were partially divided
by Moses, and the nllocation was finally completed by
Josbua in conjunction with the priests and the heads
of the fathers of the tribes. They were divided by lot
to cach family, and each portion became the inherit.
ance of each particular family. God set the people’s
“ bounds ®—the limits of their farms—* according to
the number of the chiidren of Israel¥ Whers the
boundartes were toe large as in the case of Judab,
they were afterwards circumscribed ; where they were
found to ba too himited as in the case of Dan, they
were subsequently enlarged.

Waebhave then, in this Scripture history, the principle
on which the lands were divided—the casting of the
1ot asa solemn appeal to God —God actually allocating
the land—eqaitable portions praovided for every family,
enough for each, enough for 2ll—the principle of limi:
tatior. of ownership and of settled and determined
boundaries—the different bounds alt clearly set and
determined according to the number of families for
whom provision was to be made—the tiller of the soil
the real and acknowledged owner of the seil. Could
a clearer declaration of the will of God be made asto
the division of the lands awmong the tillers? There
was every conceivable guard threwn cut against the
unbealthy acquisition of more than enough-—there was
every conceivable security threwn around the perman
ent occupation and inberitance of what was set apant
as sufficient.

He:e, also, was 2 principle wholly just to unbom
generations, secunng them in the free and unfettered
possession of their several portions when they should
come upon tke stage of iife, For the use of the lazd
is for each gencration, ond for all of each generation
who, as life goes on, chooss to cultivate the soil.

It is alsc 2 thorough protest, from the hand of God
Himself, against all monopoly of the soil,

The lands were not divided between landlords and

tenants, . ]
They were not divided between tenants and tillers.

They were divided amongst the tiliers of the sol,
and amongst the tillers by families, and the principle
fully recognized that the tiller is the owner, and ke
owner the tiller,

Landloids, if they value their own safety fhad better
make no sppeal to the Scriptural land lawe, Thereis
a far older “ no rent” proclamation than Ireland, in
her desperate misery, has ventured to enunciate. No
landlordism, and consequently no land-renmt,is the
decres of the Almighty Himself. He has given 2
determinate expression of his will on a subject which
embraces the very existence, the happiness, peace,and
well being of our race,  If God's own divicion of His
own land amongst His own children be a significant
fact, there can be notbing more interestit g to the io-
vestigator than to fiod that on tke front of gvery oze
of these Scriptural laws is written, as with a peacil of
light, no landlordism—no rent.  Thus God would savg
the race from s¢ridom, poverty and ruip,



