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Gould composite affair of stucco and washing day, a pave-
ment artist and a Higli Church clergyman. But Sir Gil-
bert E. Campbell, Bart., evidently knows how to write foi
the public and 1 amn sure we ail wish bira success.

Leigh Hunt thought the weather flot too trite a sub-
ject to serve as a peg for essay, for lie wrote a short paper
IlTo Any One Whorn Bad Weather Jiepresses." There
are many such, 1 amn sure, these bleak, damp, sunless days
in whicli it seems as if it neyer could be May. And how
dependent we are on weather in Canada ? How often in
London, Ildear old London," as the Bostonians cati it now,
1 believe, have I put on waterproof and rubbers and gone
out, sure of seing something beyond muddy streets and
flaring gas laujps, draggled skirts and shivering news-
boysI And 1 was always rewarded; there were always
picture-galleries and lectures and concerts and old churches
and ail the architectural and historic wealth of the place
to enjoy, and neyer so interesting did tbey appear as on
wet days. But liere when our brigbt sky deserts us, we
feel utterly lost. We have long ago exhausted tbat col-
lection of borrors, the Normal School Museum, and the
Public Library is deicient in upholstery, and we confess
to having made a mistake because we went ont at ail. It
ls a great weakness-this dependence upon weather-but
it is an American feeling and we are indoors people.
Grasp bad weather, says Hlunt, as yon do th(- nettie, and
it witl not hurt you. Go right ont into the country for a
tearing walk, splashing through foreign roads and over-
coming lassiturde and morbidity and you will be none the
worse 'but find rest, pleadure, and even beauty asserting
their lest setves on every side.

CORREz•1->NDENCE.

A REVIEW.

l'o tue Editor of Tui WzEK :

SR-It seoms te me that your correspondent, Mr.
Adams, is riglit and that our litterateurs must depend on
their subscription lista until tbey produce something that
will command the attention of the Engtish or Frencli-
speaking world ; their Canadian audience is necessarily
small, and the Americans shut thema out by denying copy-
right unless they print in the United States, which they
cannet in general afford to risk doing. It wou Id fot do
to put themn into public oflices requiring special quali-
fications which they do not possess. Dr. Bourinot and
Mr. M. J. Griffu haeve such quaifîications for the offices
they iti. Oui univeisities are bound to get the best men
they cau get for the subjects tbey are to teacb, and they
must do se, regardiess of the particular portion of the
Englishspeaking world in which sncb nmen may have been
born, for no such man is a foreigner in a literary or
scbolastic sene.in the world of letters Tros, [Pyriusve
nuUlo discri»bine habetur, provided h li as the qualifications
re(iuired for the purpose for which hie is engaged. Our
Parliament shows no signa of prorogation, anîd if, as seenis
probable, Ministers consent to the investigation demanded
by the Opposition ini Sir Adolphe Caron's case, and on
which it seems as if hie hiiself sbould inst, the session
niaY go inte the bot weatber. There is no iiew Lodling
case before Parliament ; those of last session have been
dealt with, and the otrtiiider8 are undergoing or waiting to
uindergo their trial and their punishment if found gnilty.
'We have liad liooclers of ail sorts, froin those in the first
degree, in which the ofenders have pleaded good inten-
tions and that the toodie was applied to sorte useful public
Purpose, down to those of smaller dimensions, without
Inch extenuating circuma tances and wbicb the boodie was
Put into the boodler's own pockets; or smallerstill, wbere-it
was obtained for work really doue, but in violation of
acknowledged official ruIes and by false pretences or conceai-
ruent of the trutb froin those who had a right to know it.
18 'lot much of the bribery and corruption of which each
Political party accused the other, due to the Iaxity of
Public opinion on the snbject? Would net boodling,
brciberY and corruption become rarer if sociely treated tbem
as disgraceful, and those guity of themn as unfit for
association witb bonourable men i as hard-drinking, profane
8wearing and open licentionanes did, when se treated : for
these thinga were practi8ed by men who called tbemrselves
gentlemen and were received as sncb, as are the vices of
whicb bonourable members accuse each other, in comn-
parison with which the eIder ones were venial sins, and
the denial or concealment of which is a proof that their
diagracefulne5 5 is feit. 1 have sometimes thougbt that
useful as our ballot is in some respectsthe demand for it
18 an acknowledgment of weakness upon the part of the
electors, whom it enables to accept a bribe and to add
treachery to their offence by voting against the brîber or
the party he supports. What rat your opinion ? Mr.
]Ewart says very truly, that Government cannot teach
religion; buu Goverument could and should provide that in
ail schoals supported by it, the last six of the ten cern-
niandments shahl be taugbt, learnt and explained, and
insisted on ; they contain no dogma or any doctrine dis-
puted by honest men of any race or creed, or command or
forbid anything whicb is not equaliy commranded or for-
bidden in effect by Sir John 'I'ompson's new Criminal
Law Bill, thougb tliey do it in a mucli more condensed
forin and one more easîîy rernerbered and understood by
those wbo are willing to understand and obey tbem, and
those who deny thein the sanction of revelation, cannot

refuse thîer that of the law. Our jndges 1 hope are to be
better paid, for no one can deny the importance of their
services ; but tbe argument founded on the very large
incomes enjoyed by successful advocates is not that by
which the increase is best supported, for, as Sergeant Bal-
lantyne telts us, and as 1 believe many of the most suc-
cessful advocates have said, the men who are best paid
on account of their being bcst able in contcsted cases to
make the worst appu.ar tlie better reason-or to pro-
vent the other sgide from doing so-do not make tlie best
judges or the only good ones. W.

O1ttwa, Hlay 1, 1892.

TrHE MANITOIIA SCHOOL LAW.

Tà thte Editor of' THE WEEK:
ýSR,-Till I saw Mr. John S. Ewart's letter and your

comments tbereon in your number of April 15, 1 was net
aware that he bad published in pamphlet form bis two
lettors on the Manitoba school queEtion, which appeared
originally in tlie Free Press of this city. It right have
been tbought tbat the stolid indifference with which these
productions wero îeceived in Manitoba would have cbilled
somewbat Mr. Ewart's controversial ardour, or at least
have indnccd bim to revise bis work and eliminate the
more salient of the numierous absurd contentions and sole-
cisrns which it contained.

It May intcrest your readers te know that Mr. Ewart,
wlio is a lawyer, i8 retained as counsel by the Roman
Catholic Cburch in its litigation with the Province of
Manitoba on the question of the latter's right to tax
Catbolics for the support of the public schools. While
holding this brief, he wrote bis first letter, professedly in
bis capacity of citizen, dnring an election campaign in
wbicb the main issue was this very scbool question. Mr.
Ewart apparently feels that bis utterances bave an intrîn-
sic value outside of any importance that rnay have attacliod
to them as an eiectioneering manifeste. That thîs value
bas not been discerned in Manitoba, Mr. Ewart doubtlcss
attributes to the fact that crude Western opinion la tlie
product of perceptive faculties toe rude and indiscriminat-
iîîg to be capable of appreciating the subtieties of bis
argument. In this Mr. Ewart is right. Tbcy bave an
instinctive feeling that a inan who is in earnest in the dis-
cussion of a great public question will stick closoly to the
issues and will net use the snbject rnerely as a peu from
wbich todisplay tbe small sleigbt-of-hand smartnesses of the
dialectician. Yon stmuck the key to Mr. Ewart's methods
and hie conception of the importance of public questions
wben you remarked that he senîed te be fond of syllogisrn.
Hero is a specimen of bis metbod: "The true Protestant
argument runs thus :' the State ought to protect itseîf
from vice by education. Religion is an indispensable fac-
tor in education every day, in the week. Therefore it is
the duty of the State te bave notbing to do with religion.' "
It is truc that in your number of April 22 ho bas aubncnded
the conclusion by making it: "lThorefore, it is the duty of
the State te educate, but to have notbing to do witb reli-
gion." It will beos-en, however, that the amcnded is net
the les-s a reductio ad absurdui,î than the original conclu.
sien.

Mr. Ewart, with bis ovcrweening fondness for syllo-
g'is-r, which sonîewbat resombles that of a child for a new-
found toy, not only assumes the promnises for the "ltruc
Protestant," but aIse draws bis conclusions for biîîî as weil.
'Phus, by the con venient procesa of manufacturing bie
opponents' arguments and making tbem of sncb a consis-
tency that tbey can be easily demolisbed, bo is- enabled to
achieve mucb of that satisfaetion and succesa which is
derived frorn the pastime of setting up men of straw for
the glory of knocking tbern down. By the consistent
adhcrence to this method, Mr. Ewart experiences ne diffi-
culty in showing that the view of the achool question held
by probably nîne-tentha of the people of Manitoba is nar-
row, sordid, and irrational, wbiie that of the Roman
Catholie Church is broad, generous and wise.

Now, the " truc Protestant " migbt net be quite satie-
ied with the lozyie which Mr. Ewart furnishes for him,
and if he were aflulcted with the syllegistic mania he would
prebably argue in thia way : fiThe State ought te protect
itself from vice by education. Religion is an indispensable
facter in education every day in the week. Thec nature
and functions of the State untit it for the teaching of reli-
gion, particularly doo in Iein. [t bas, hewever,
unequalied facilities for the îîeccss-ary degree of secular
education, which involves incidentaliy a certain dcgrea of
developmiýrit of the nierai facuitios. Lt is absolutcly 0noces-
sary that a pepularly.governed State shouid undertake
this work. Religion, in its cornmonly-accepted sens-e, can
be cfiectively irnparted eîscwherc than in the schooîroom.
Study of history would secm te show that it i, more effec-
tively taugbt where the teachinc, iS oiven eiscwherc than in
the scbooi. Pthere/ore, it is the duty of tbe State to discharge
those educational functions for which, it is capable, and to
have nothing te do with religion." Lt wiIl be senu that
the conclusion, which Mr. Ewart infers can only be
reached by a reductio ad ab8urdum, is arrived at by a
chain of perfectly valid reasening. AIl the argument
based on his inference, therefore, faliI tt the ground. Net-
withstanding the palpable foiiy of such trifling witb a
serions and important public question, it is apparent that
Mr. Ewart actuaily believes that in writing the effusions
ernbraced in hie pamphlet ho bas donc sernething realiy
worthy of censideration. Hic evidently fancies that the
parade of the tccbnic and the jargon of the logic clams is of

,q 7

greater moment than the conscientions and carneat exer-
cisc of the jndgrnent with a view to arriving at trutht

Mr. Ewart bimacîf admits the desirability of national
scbools, if sncb a system were practicable. Why is it
impracticable 't Because the Roman Catholic Churcli does
net like it, wiii bave none of it, and objects te bave its
communicants taxed for its- support. -Wby dees tbe Catho-
lic (Jhurcli ablior public achools 1 Because, it says, edu-
cation without religions instruction is disastrons te the
eternal welfare of the chiidren. Il Religions instruction
as imparted in the schoels of the Churcl isl largely devoted
te incnlcating the doctrine that all religions beliefs, inclnd-
ing every forrn of Christianity outaide of the Roman Catholic
Churcb, are abominable beresies. Lt aise teaches that as
the Church is the soie repesitory of revcaled trutb, and as
its head is the infallible arbiter in faith and morals-, iînpli.
cit obedience te the Cbnrch is a duty of the truc Catholic.
If there were any possibility of donbt as te what miglit be
the effcct on the goverument of a frîee cornrunity pro-
duced by the inculcation of sncb doctrines, we bave only
te look te history for convincing information. We do net
need, morcover, te go back of the history of our own times,
nor de we require te go eut of Canada, althougli every
country in Cbristendom can s-npply ns witb an illustration
more or les-s ernpbatic of the pi-actical oeration of the
doctrines in question. We ind Roman Cathoîics preparcd
te drop ahI these differences and stand in Il solid " pbalanx
wlien the political plans or exigoncies of the Oburcli
dernand it, te the endangerîîîent of the very fundamental
principles of constitutions-i gevermîent. AIl this in the
intercst of the etemnai weifare of the followers of the
Church ! But, on loekingr at the moral, intellectual and
material conditions of those communities in whicb the
educational systern of the Cburcb is universally adopted,
and cornparing tbem with those in whicb other systema
prevail, do we see anything te convince us that the Ileter-
nal weifare " of tbe children of the Church is- more secure
than that of tlieIl heretica "'fI 1tbink net, uniess-, indeed,
wc are te as-sunie that the Churcb, holding the kcys of
heaven and bell, can look af ter the salvation of its devotees
witbout any special regard te their individual deserta. We
are then breught face te face witb tlie conclusion that, as
much at least as the eternal welfarc of its cbildrcn, the
Chnrch bas in view the preservation of the hierarchie
and sacôrdotal power. la this te be doubted ? Look at
the condition of Quebec. Mr. Goldwin Smith lias well
termed Qucbec a theocracy. Indced, a Ostbolic truc derno-
cracy is a paradox and an impossibility. Now, Manitoba
is a democracy and proposes te îemain se. Lt cxtcnds- te
Catholica jumit the same priviieges as it dees te Protestants,
but ne more, and I s-hould say frein my knowledge of the
people here that ne eccesiastio-potiticat combination or ne
manipulation of a 11sehid " vote will change this determîn-
ation. The Cburch wenld give the impression that Roman
Catbolics are bcing nnfairly de)alt with, and that this Pro-
vince proposes te tax thern for the beneit of the inajority.
This- presentation of the case is altegether mislcading.
Thse situation is, that Catholica are claiming an exemption
from a public burden for ne other reason than that tlîey
are Catholics. Bearing in mind the character of the doc-
trines wbicb impel tbem te make this dlaim, and the meth-
ods by which thcy endeavour te enforce its- concession,
what mus-t we tbink of the mental condition of a Protes-
tant advocatc of sncb concessioni

This scbool dispute is- net a religions question at ail.
Our Roman Catholic frienda cheose te make it s-o. They
évolve a grievance ont of notbing, and then as-k te have it
redrcsscd by a concession which entails the practical repu-
diation of the doctrine of separation of Cbnrcb and State.
This is a condition of things net peculiar te Manitoba by
any means. We sec it evcrywhere in freely-governed cern-
inunities, and shaîl continue te s-ce it till the Catholic
Church abj ures-s-orneef its nes-t imiportant pretonsiona, and
gives up its rôle of civil politician. For the moat powerful
reasons, sncb a course on the part of the Church is net
very imminent.

Q ucbec is a fair example of the beat resuits of the
Cburcb's domination. But, aitbough the institutions and
conditions of Qucbec way be admirable from certain points
of view, they inspire ne desire for imitation in the people
who are in the overwhelming majority in this country.
These people bave been impelied to fotlow quite other
modela.

I have endeavoured te suggest rather than describe the
real issues of the dispute and the relative positions of the
disputants. But Mr. Ewart takea quite another view of
wbat these issues are. HIe says: I lu fact, the truc Pro-
testant is easily driven te admit that the question is mercly
eue ef rnoncy. Rman Catholica maintain that the cee-
nomy weuld be faise, and the divorce disastrous te the
eternal welfare of the cbiîdren." Notwithatanding the
case of compelling the truc Protestant to admit the sordid-
ness of bis motives, Mr. Ewart dees net taire the trouble
of showing bow it is donc.

Tbe publie achool systcrn of this Province is intelligent
in itw conception, fair in its operation, and satisfactory in
its reanits. Those wbo oppose it are, in my belief, con-
sciously or nncons-ciously eppeaing the best imtereats of tbýq
comrnnnity. The Catbolic enemy of public acheols bai;
the justification, sncb as it is, of bis implicit obedience te
the anthority of bis (ihurcb. Mr. Ewart, bowcver, is a
Protestant, and on wbs-t grourid of patrietism or comien
sense be bas-es bis opposition te the school system I amn
uttcriy at a les-s te conceive, and in al bis labeured argu-
mentation be lias faiicd to show it. BORN~AS,

Winnipeg, April 27, 1892.


