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require that one should stand hy idle while the grossest and
cruellest wrong was being perpetrated upon one or many fel-
low-creatures, simply hecause he is told to vecognize in the
perpetrator of the outrage a neighbour whom he is bound to
love ! Ave those suffering the injury, he they strangers or
his dearest relatives, not his neighbours, also, in the Chris-
tian sense 7 That were doing unto them as he would have
them do to him with a vengeance ! Then, again, a second
assumption involved, which is scarcely less absurd, is that
the true way to exhibit love to the aggressor is to stand idly
by and permit him to perpetrate any crime to which he may
be impelled by the passion of the moment, instead of saving
him, if possibley from the consequences of his own depravity
or madness, even by striking him, if necessary, senseless to
the ground.  One wonder is that such transparent nonsense
should be admitted to a journal of standing, another that
any thoughtful person can fail to see that the ethical law
which is thus shallowly misinterpreted is manifestly adapted
to constrain everyone who accepts it to do his very hest,
according to the clearest light and highest wisdom he can
attain, to promote the true welfare of the individual as a
member of the family and the nation, and in every relation
of life.

Before Tne Week can plead to the charge
Religion versus  f ypeking the solution of the question of
Heblen religious instruction in the schools in the
direction of secularism (e/de Mr. Burton’s letter in last num-
ber), it is evident that we shall have to ask foran independent
commission to lay down the boundary line hetween ethices
and religion.  Tf the system which Mr. Burton describes,
with approval, in his last letter, is really a system of religious
instruction, we can gladly lay down our pencil and admit
that there is no longer any difference between us on the point.
worth mentioning. It our veaders have done us the honour
to note our views and argnments whenever the question has
come up, they will remember that we have always strongly
insisted on the necessity of distinet and positive ethical
teaching in the schools.  We have deplored the utter lack of
anything like definite moral teaching under the present
system.  Nay, we have, unless our memory is strangely at
fault, distinctly referved to the great moral law which th
founder of Chiristianity quoted ax the sum of his system on
its man-ward side, together with the simple “ Golden Rule”
which he gave to guide in the application of that law, as
constituting an ethical system, so complete, so far-reaching,
so simple, that even an Agnostic could "scarcely object to
making it the basis of moral training for children in the
schools,  On this point, therofore, we are in hearty agree-
ment with our contributor.  The difference so far is  that
what we call ethies he regards as religion.  The only ques-
tion remaining is that of the daily repetition of the Lord's
Prayer. To this few would take exception, so long as no
notes or comments were permitted. The chief objection from
cither the educational or the religions point of view would
be that which lies against unintelligent rote-work. Genu-
ine education demands the development of the intelligence
Tt begins only when the child begins no ask questions, and d,
child of active mind could ask many questions based upon the
foundations and implications of that sublime prayer, which
nothing less than a certificate of theological qualification
granted by the Educational Department after searching
examination could guarantee the teacher’s fitness to answer.
Perhaps some might hesitate to accept even that. -But by
all means let us agree upon the teaching in every school of
the great law of conduct, whether we call it religion or
ethics, which requires right feeling as the basis and self-
application as the test, of conduct inall our veations to others,




