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establish tho right to material food ; nay will do more—
will provo that children should bo altogether cared for
by the Government, Ior if tho bencfit, importanco or
necessity of education bo assigned as o suffivient reason
why Governmeut should educate, then may the benelit,
importance or necessity of food, clothing, shelter and
warmth be assigned as a suflicient reason why govern.
mont should administer them also.  So that the alleged
right cannot Lo established without annulling all
parental authority whatever.”

The right of the parent in velation to his child is
then prior to that of the state. Ilow, we ask, can the
state impart education in its trinne form, the moral,
the intellectual, and tho physical, when, properly
speaking, the state has no religion?  Can morality Lo
taught without roligion? It certainly cannot. But
irst, let us ask, what is this state or civil gorernment
about which we hear so much in the administration ¢f
education ? Did tho state creato the people or-did the
people create the state ? Undoabtedly the state ov civiy
government was created by the people and for the people.
Do you then think that the state ereated by the people
for the individual and collective welfzre of the people,
has a right to dictate to parents what manner of
education their children must veceive ? Nothing to our
mind secms more absurd than this as:umption on the
part of the state, to wrest from parents the sucred and
inalienable right of educating their children according
to their religivus convictions and principles. And the
Cuatholics of this Province ure tormed bigoted, becauso
they struggle to maintain Scparate Schools, in which
their children may receive un cdiication without fear
of losing the eternal gift of faith. Catholics ave at all
events consistent, and only ask for the sume rights and
privilegestin Ontario that they, a< a majority, concede
to the Profestant winority of Quebee.

We hear too a great deal about Protestant liberality
in school matters.  Weil, let the following extract from
a lecture delivered last winter by Dr. Sullivan of St
George's Church, Montreal, speak for Protestaut libe-
rality.  Dr. Sullivan, we lbelieve, is quite a noted
Ingiish Church divine of the Metrepolitan city, and
though he is not so inflated a ministerial champion as
his dear neighbor Dr. MacViear, of the Presbyterian
College, yet considering that e is a dixviple of the
Levised Edition, and prays by Act of Padizment, his
words may be talen as an echo from one of the chords
that vibrate through the heart of Protestant liberality.
The lecture of this Qberal English Chuich divine was
entitled “ Parents and Children.” e suid: “I would
rather that my own children should go down to the
gravo ignorant of tho rudiments of their mother tongue
than put them in the hands of'a Church, so plausible,
and yet 50 corrupt as the Church of Rome.” We have
had our glasses on for move than an lour, and yet we
have failed to find the fibre of liberality in this; it may
be the fault of the glasses, but we rather think not.  1f
Dr. Sullivan wishes to foast his oyes on festering

corruption, let him rvead an articlo in © Tho Boston
IIerald ” of Oct. 20 1871, giving the substanco of Prof.
Agassiz’ address boforo tho Massachusotts State Toach-
ors’ Associntion. There he will find what public school
cducation has dono for tho ““ soiled doves ” of that great
intellectual city—tho modorn Athens of America.

No, the Catholic Church alonerecognizes the necessity
of educating the heart as well ns the head. Sho alone
in education places the spiritual above the femporal,
virtue abovo viee, heaven above hell, Let Protostants
then cease calling tho Catholies of this Province bigoted,
becawro they maintain a system of Schools which
guard as rentinels the racred inheritance of our holy
religion ; keeping a wateh over the bearts of our tender
youth, that the garden of their souls may blvom with
the bright blossoms of an early Faith, matured and
strengthened by the deep and chastening rays of noon.
tide llopo, ripening at ove into the rich fruitage of that
sreatest of all virtues, benign Charity,
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HALEF HOURS WiITIHI MODERN PHILOSOPHERS.
I

Side by sido with the Idealistic movement, another
and far mor c4ff:gerous one was set on foot in England,
presenting a most violent antithesis to its rival, whose
doctrine was the gt of the cunningly devised and
plausible argun ents of this more tangible yet more
fiatal system. ls prime mover was John Locke, the
Aportle of Materialismy; who transformed the traditions
of the Empiricists, which had Leen renewed by Bacon
and systematized by Ilobles, and whore fundamental
principle was tho testimony of the sences.  Contrary to
the Cartesian method, he held that all our ideas come
from extereal ol jects, and the mind i not the active
Judge but the passive recipient of semation. Starting
with the postulate, that the mind is but a ¢ tabula rasa,”
he traedd the origin of our ideas to experimental facts,
which may be cither external, or internal, sensation or
reflection.  With him, therefore, the senses ave all in aull ;
—they are not merely the windows of the soul, but the
actual xources of all cognition. IIis mothod is pwrely
physieal, and everything beyond itsscope—the imma-
terial, the supernaturad, the wmystical, he ignores. Our
will, he says, is not free, nor can it be the instrument of'
knowledge. Ilis idens of good and evil are entirely of
the utilitarian order, and are made the result, rather
than the foundation of our ideas of yveward and punish-
ment. In England, his skeptical principles werve used
as arms in defense of their intidel opinjons, by the
Deists, or Free Thinkers. Hartley wnd Priestly, followed
Ly Erasmus Darwin, developed his doctrine into
2 Materialistic Psychology, wherein science, poli-
tics, religion, and philesopby came to man through
tho sensations; in which in fact all our facnlties are
represented asonly modifications of the sensations. But



