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oitk in the shadow of which they play is a throne, and the moes
ab their feet a carpet; in short, they live in o glorified realmn of
their own creation, diametrically opposed to every thing watter-
of-fact, amd yet strongly invesled with common sense, as their
readiness of invention and their fertility in expudients testify.
I iy the coloting of reality that hnagination gives which renders
impromptu plays of children so engrossing to the actors in their
litle commadic a sogctlo , and it is the sume coloring that reunders
allmarvelous stories so fuseinating o a freshand healthy mind,
Now, since the imagination is designed to be a source of profita-
blo pleasure, it should be carefully trained; by which wo do not
mean that it shonld be subdued any more than that it should be
unduly stimulated. Fuiry-tales are good reading for children,
becanse, by the hold they have on the imagination, they rivet
the attention and strengthen that realizing power by which the
mind retains whatever is read.  LCherefore it wag with inexpres-
sible dismay that we oncosaw an advoeate of the matter-of-fact
class of hooks consign to the lames the exquisite creations of
Laboulaye, while he left in his daughters' hands one of those
cumbryo novels so debilitating to the young miud; forgetting,
while he condemned as nonscpse stories so delicate, tender, and
trucas The Fowrleaved Clover, that all fact is not truth, and all
teuth is not fact.  The plen that children can not draw the moral
of half these talesis simply absurd; we do not want moralizing
children, we want children that can epjoy childish things, for
that is the strongest surety we can have that they will be happy
and good. Wo need not fear that the moral is lost upon suck chil-
dren; though it be slow to germinate, like good seed in good
ground, it will eventually yield fruit, thirty-fold, sixty-fold, per-
haps a hundred-fold. ¢ None of us can foresee,” says Bulwer,
speaking of the moral effect of writers, ¢ what great discoveries
even in practical science ay have their first germ in the stimu-
lusgiven to a child's imaginative ideas by the persual of a work
in which genius has made fiction truth-like, and the marvelous
natuml.”’

No doubt it is this apotheosis of fact that so often robs history
ol itscharms for children. \What do they care for “philosophy
teaching by examples 2 What they wast is a story that will set
their litte hearts beating in sympathy.  Children that read with
the heart in the eyes will learn and retain far ore than those
whoare forced to read for iustruction and taughtto judge ac-
cording toau orthodox standard. “I have no heroes,’ said an
unhappy little pedant of twelve to the writer; “I have obscrved™
—she meant, poor child, that it had been pointed out to her—“that
all great men have their weaknoesses.”  Iowmuch healthicr and
stronger was the mind of another child I knew, who left to ponder
alone upon what sho read of her owna free choice, made to hevself
ahero of Napoleon Bonaparte. She read over and over again
cvery thing she conld find concerning hin® but she read only once
the account of tho batlle of Waterloo, complaining bitterly that
she could never forget one incident of that tremendous straggle.
Chilldren judiciously left to themselves, will genperally readin this
absosbing fashion. They may not indeed judge correctly, but
they will zt least thiok their own thoughts; and blind indeed must
ouc be not 1o perecive that is better for the growth Loih of intel-
lect and character than that passive submission of the understand-
ing that accepts without weighing whatever it is told to accept.

Tt is wise to permit children a considerable degree of liberty;
by which wedo notmean license in the choice of reading. Al
character of any promise has strong traits of individuality which if
thwarted in their natural development by ueduc or uusuitable
restramts may be cntirely destroyed, or may degencrate into
deformitics.  You can 1ot compel the sturdy shrub to climk like
the graceful vine; and though you may by infinite pains and
Iabor force sonte unhappy vine into the semblance of & shrub, you
will i only an artificial curiosity iu the place of clegant dra-
pery.

A hild can gain no harm by choosing for himself ont of a
well-sclected library that his elders delight in.  Ye can bein
nodanger from reading books above his comprchension, for no
onccan persistin reading that to which hie attachies nomncaning,
and the ideas above 2 child's comprehicnsion aro the very ideas
by which hizmind grows and expands; they ave the footholds in

the steps ofhnowledge by which he climbs to greater heights;
and every body kuows how much more conducive to growth,
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liealthy, or vigor is voluntary exercise thua tho preseethel seon-
stitutional.”

Religious books form no small portion of the litevature lor
children, and while many of them aro admiruble mn theiv design
and influence, there are yet sotme amonyg them that ste not devoid
of peculinrly objectionable features  Just as some bouks toud
to cultivate pedantry, so others tend to inculeate hypocrisy ; in
neither case is it the intention of the author to teach Gulse
doctrine : but the tendeney i, notwithstanding, none the less
suve and none the lessdeplorable.  We do not mean to depnecate
religious reading for children ; what better bovks e¢au we put
into infant hands, what better story ean we tell to infant cars,
than “ Rilgrim’s Progress from this world to that which is to
come?”  But we do condemn that kind of religiouns reading that
works upon the terrors of the young; that talls incessantly of
punishutent and wrath, aud pains cven the love of the Father
toward his creatures in colors so somber that children learn to
esteem heaven but as the alternative of hell. Do not some of
us recitll even now with a sinking ofheart a dread picturc of the
hands of wicked boys stretching helplessly above the roaring
waves; of disobedient children lost in sowme forlorn waste aund
devourcd by wild beasts?  One child may learn vindictiveness
and another wmay learn hypocrisy from such stories, according
as their temperament inclines to boldness or timidity; but trust
in God's abounding love and tenderness bouoks of this kind can
never teach.

Anotherclass of these books holds up impossible examples of
saintly childhood—impossible, that is, for hardy, healthy chil-
dren, as prono to mischicl and pangbiiness as the sparks areto
fly upward. Children that become saints dio early, and picty
such as theirs is scarcely attainable by children endowed with
vitality sufficiently strong to carry them safely through all the ills
that flesh is heir to. Nor did God over design that this should
be so. No doubt, in his merey and justice, he gives & Jarger
measure of grace to the fecble suflereras compensation for those
buoyant animal spirits ke  bestows upon the little creatures
destined for active service in the world. While therefore the
life ofsuch children may be beautiful and wholesome, as a story
to win the sympathies of hardier children, it i3 peraicious to
assist upon making them an example. Children are acate rea-
soncrs upon practical topics within their comprehension, but they
reason only onthose points which touch themseclves, and there-
fore they reason narrowly. The moment a child blessed with
vigorous health attempts to lead the religious life of some little
invalid saint he finds that suck a life is not possible for him,
and he consequently argues that itisnot possible for any one, and
thus helearns to doubt the attainment of holiness.

Yet other books there are of this class #o tamne, o vapid, so
full of common-place “preach,” that happily few children can
tolerate them ; but the few that do derive no benefit from them.
CLildren are instinctively reverent and humble unless o false
cducation destroy these qualitics; and they do not need to be
fashioned into rcligion through the medium of alternate fasts
and bonbons, prayers and picnics, heid upas the practices and
rewards of the pious. The sanctimoniousress engendercd by
this kind of reading is not only antagonistic to the innocent
spirit of childhoad, butis subversive of ull purc religion.

A paramount objection to much reading of religious books
is that-they supersede the Bible, the storics of which are so
attractive to children, not only from their intrinsic mvrits, but
from that vague yet endearing mystery with which the infant
imagination invests the Book of God.

In directing the reading of children wmany persias wake the
serious mistake of pointing out beauties by way of leading the
young mind to appreciate the beauntiful. Lo appreciatethe Lean-
tiful is certainly Rinost desirable attainment, butit must be an
honest and spontancous appreciation to produce the desirad of-
feet wpon the character. Children ean admire from a mere
sense of obedicace, and thusrun the risk of becoming automatic
characters; butif wisely left to themselves they ave apt enongh
to discern heauty in nature, in literature, orin art; for traly hasit
been snid that “beanty needs no showmman  The only ditference
between & child’s discernment in these maiters and an adult’sis
the perfeetly natuml differenco between waturity and immaturity

that thme and a judicious cullwre will reclify. The ouly safo




