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should ho conined te rice powder, fans, umbrelias, scratch-
ing and the free use of the unruly member.

Colbert, though baving the wealth of Franco at his
feet, did flot die rich. His three daughters were married
to dukes, and his five sons had fortunes ever within their
grasp, yet noue were wealthy. Clbert's brother, however,
died a millionaire, from bis contract for coining the nation's
liards, or farthings.

M. Leen Say intends te dedicate his encyclopoedia on
the Financial Administration of France to Mr. Gladstone.

The contractor who is charged for 47,000 frs. for the
demolition and cearing away of the ruina of the Château
of St. Cloud has been surveying his work. 1, accompanied
one of the foremen through the ruins a fcw days ago te
visit several of the historical rouams, where so many nota-
hie avents occurred. t would pay to photo several of
these apartments, whoge walls are now covered with ivy
instead of frescoes and Gobelein tapestry, and whose fur-
niture now consista of dilapidated statuary, incapable of
being ceînented, wild briar, young chestnut trecs and
hazels. Hung alongside the photos, made of these pieces,
before the bombardment of the castie, the looking upon
this picture and on that might ho added to ",Volney's

The correspondent of the TIemnps at Hiyères writes that
a Ilmass " was celebrated in tho Il Protojtant chut-ch " of
that town in memory of .hec1)uke of Albany.

Officers are addressed net Il monieur," lii "I my lieu-
tenant," "Ilny colonel," etc. A lieutenant in hospital
coînplained that the man-nurse did net addreses hiin as
IMy lieutenant." 'The nurse repiied that hie did net kuow

the pationt's rank, ho net heing ici uniforw, 1bat in a night
dress in bcd.

(JOliIESP1 ONDENAChKl

,ri'ib.MANIT1OBiA O<'IOOL ,QUESTIO)N.

710 M/e Editor ci THE WEEK:

S,-In the course of your courteous criticismn of my
recent pamphlets you object te my ascribing te Protestants
leas zeal for the combination of religlous and secular edu-
cation than 1 accord teu(Jatholica. You say " lThe true
Protestant certainiy attaches ne less value te religion as
un indispensable factor in al cducatioîi, every day in the
week, than the most devout Reman Catlîolic. 'lho difftir-
once is that ho, as a citizen ef the SLate, recognizes the
rights of ail other citizens, and declines tu fore the teach-
ing of bis own religions views upon themi or their chil-
dren ; and as both Christian and citizen ho denies that it
is within either the power or the duty of the stato te pro-
vide for genuine religieus teacbing.......ho secuinriza-
tion of theï.cbools they (theughtful JPrtestants) eada
a compromise growing eut of the necesities of the situa-
tion and the only means of socuring te the individurl f roc-
dom of conscience in matters of faith."

My pamuphlet dealt with the Manjitoba aspect of the
question. The distinction wlîich 1 drew would, I. admit,
net hold in England. Perbaps it nîay tiet hold in Ontario,
although niy own opinion is tlîat it weuld. That it exists in
M~anitoba there can ho littie question. Allow me teunmen-
tion twe out of many proofs.

i. Frein 1870 te 1890 OUF schools were divided inte
Protestant and Roman Catholic, each d(unoiiiinafion having
full control of its schools and carte h1awle te inake thoin
exactly as tbcy wanted them. The Protestant Board of Edu-
cation consisted of five clergymin and two laynien. One
of its firit acts was "lte exclude ail distinctive relîgieus

* teachings frein its sehool," and te enjoin "lthe reading of
the IIely Sriptures and the prayers as published in the
by-laws and regulations at the openilg and clesing of the
scheol. " The secularization (" with a vestige "), you will
observe, was net decreed eut of tonder regard for Roman
Catholics (fer the schools were avowedly and by naine
Protestant, and Roman Catholica had ne part or lot in
themi), but merely becau8o the Protestants wantod te givo
tbeir subools a secular character. New, centrast the action
of the Roman (Jatbolic Board, but 1 need net tell you, ir,
what thbat Board clid.

2. Our School Act of 1890 aboli8hed botb Protestant
and Catholic school@ and establishod Public acheola. It
prevides that religions exorcises rnay (Il at the option of the

scheol trustoos of the district ") bc conducted "ljust before
the clesing heur in the afternoon," and enacta that "lne
religieus eoercises shaîl be allowed therein excopt as above
provided." The Act took away from both Protostants and
Catholics the ample powers which they had as te reigieusi
ediucatien undor the previeus statuto. We may test opin-
ion by asking, how was this legilative divorce betwean
secular and religious education received by the two bodies 1
The Roi'. Prof. Bryce in an affidavit tells us that IlThe
Preshyterian Synod of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, which representa the largest rligieus body in
Manitoba, passed, in May, 1890, a resolution leartily
approving of the Public Scheol Act of this year ; and I
beliove it is approved of by the great msjerity of the Pres-
byterians in Manitoba" Contrast the action of the -Roman
Catholica once more, ir ; you need ne information. The
Protestants gave thanks for the final biow te ail chance of
religion in the schools and for the effacement of their power
te provide it. The Roman Catholics are on their way te
the Privy Ceuncil te try and get relief.

3. AIlow me te ferestaîl your reply te these peints by
the remark that yeur statement that Protestants regard a
secular school systein as an acceptable compromise (se I

understand yen), of itgeîf establishes my point. [ri Roman
Catholic view there cani bcne compromise in the mattor.
Secular schools violate the degîuatic and historic position

1 ef their Churcb. That Protestants will for the sake of
r cenvenionce or ecenomy agroe te the secularization of the
y chools; that they will dispense with "lan indispensable
8 factor in ail education ;" and that Roman Catholica will

net, establishes the difference te whîch 1 referred.
1 Your criticism, moreoer, is directed te a stateient

.which, from your point of attack, is immaterial te the argu-
3 ment. I argued that Roman Catholica, as a matter of
iconscience (differing in this respect frein Protestants),
1insisted Ilupon aIl education beîng permeated with relig-

ion ;" therefore (other promisses now understood) thoy
sbould ho allowed te supply their cbildren with that kind

Eof education. You take issue upen the parenthesis, Il dif-
Sfcring in this respect from Protestants." My argument
.would have been as valid were the parentýesi4 bf t eut,
Eand if Cathelica were ropresented by X. Lot me show
1this clearly, and for that purpose assume that the truc
tProtestant doos, as yen say, attach "lne bass value te
1religion as an indispensable factor, etc." Lot me aise
iassume your statement te ho correct, that " the truc Pro-

testant..denies that it is within the power, or the
duty of the State, te provide for genuine religious teach-
ing." Protestant and Catholic are now agrced upen pro-
misses and may bothbch included under X. The truc
Protestant argument new runo this way :T/te State eughtt
te /)rctect iteelf /rernvic~e lu, education. Religion is Ilan
intdislpensable factor in ail education, every dlay in t/te
;oeek." There/cre it is the dutg o/t/te State to have noth-
ing Ie do wi'/t religion. The truc Protestant sheuld
observe that bis major premias, Il It is the duty of the
State te educate," is contradicted, the moment ho assorta
that it is not the duty of the State te teach Ilan indispen-
sable factor in aIl education." It is as tbough ho said:
It is the duty of the State te build warsbips, but it is net
the business of the State te furuisb them with rudders.
A rudderloss warsbip and an irreligieus education are, te
Roman Catholics, siînilar abominations -great capacities
for ovil.

The true Protestant, cloarly, argues badly. 1 submit
the alternative conclusion for his consideration :T/te State
cugitt Io proteet ilseli reoin vice by education. lReligion is

4an indispen8able lactor in ail edaucation every day in t/te
',eek." f/therelcre il is t/lte duty o i the State in proreeding
Io proteci itari!, net to drop t/te idsesb but to dleilise
means by w/iic/t itînay be retained. If means cannot be
deviscd, thon of course the indispensable must go, and cdu-
cation ho truncated. But lot us first ho very sure that se
fatal a stop is absolutely nccessary. Let us sec.

The truc Protestant makes bis fundamontal mistake
when ho skips frein separatien of Churcb aud State te
secularization of acheels ; sud abuta eut aIl other alter-
natives,.lRe attributes te mue the following: I'bTe State
bas netbing te do witb religion .. .. therefore it should
enter into a partnership with a professedly religions body."
iherefore it sbould do somothing cIse I say.

A2 pointod out by John Stuart Mill there arc two dis-
tinct methoda by wbich the State can deal with education.
It can establish schoola ef its own, or it can assiat denoin
inational or other achools. Iu the one case it undortakes
the contrel of the schoola and adopta a achoîne of its own
for their managemettjust as it astablishes, owns sud
manages a navy. Jn the.other case it observes mereby the
practical ressults of the management of achoola by ether
bodies, and rendors assistance accerding te such result8.
Thore are (1) State achools and (2) State-aided schools.
Botb of these systea arc now in force in England. The
Province of Ontario acta, to-day, upon both prînciplea with
raference te charitable institutions.

Now it is very clear that there is ne breach of the prin-
ciple of the separation of Churcb and State wben the city
of Toronto subacribes te the maintenance of somo Roman
Catbolic cbarity. Good secular work is being donc and
the city is glad te help, oven if the institution bas a
religions aide te it. In the saine way the principle is net
violated in England where denominational 8chools are
hclped by public funda. Good work ia being donc, and as
the State bas ne objection te religious education, there is
ne reasen for refusing belp wbicb would otherwiso ho
granted, mcrely because religion is taught there. While
the Stato will net assist in the propagation of religion, it
will net refuse to recegnize au institution becausen of its
religion. In cher words, the Statc will ucithei patrenize
uer autagenize religion.

The way is now clear for the statemont that thora la.
ne infringement of the principle if the State sbould incor-
porato ail those who think alike on educational matters,
and, instead cf giving tbom public money (whicb the (_-ýov»
arument would draw frein the people), sbould provide
macbinery by which tbey can pay their own money directly
te their own trustees. AIL the State doos, in this case, is
te ercct a corporation te wbich certain peronus may pay
their proportion of money necesaary fer education if tbey
tbink fit se te do.

Yeu admit that parents are primarily responsiblo for
the education of their cbildren, Iland that the State's rigbt
te intervene is merely derived and inferential, arising e0ut
cf its obligation te protect the State from the injurious
offects cf ignorauc' etc. State-aided education is, there-
fore, more nearly right than State educatien. In both
cases public money is used, but in the fermer tho primary
rigbt and responsibility cf the parents is preserved, while
in the latter all individual choice cf metbod is annulled,

Land an indispensable part of education necessarilyyj w iL1,e 1.
1To put the matter syleogistically :T/te State cug/tt te
1prctect itselil fcin vice by education. Education can better
Ebe ccnducted by agencies ot/ter t/tan t/te State, because c/t/te

latter's incapacity citent a certain indispensability, etc.
T11ere/cre t/te State oug/tt te assist ct/ter age ncies, rat/te,
t/tan itsel/ ta/ce t/te management.

Now, air, let me peint eut tbat separate achools are
more ncarly allied te State-aided, than to State achools.
They are, lu their essentiai characteristica, still bs
obnoxious te principlo (if that woro possible) than State-
aided achools. For ail that the State dees la te erganize
Roman Catholicase t hat they may support themacîves
apart frein tho State. If their revenue be supplemented

1by a rateable contribution frein the general fund, that la
.by ne means a necessary part cf the systom. It might bc
Jan easily-auswered argument for the stoppage of the sup-

plement, but net for the abolition of the achools. It is
cbear thon that we are net sbut up te a choice between the
twe alternatives (1) Abandoumeut of separation between

IChurch and State ; and (2) Ahandoumeut cf an indis-
pensable part cf ociucatiou. There is a mnodus vivendi te
ho found in (a) State-aided education, or (b) Separate
schools with ne Stato aid at all-only a charter.

Iu fact, the truc Protestant is easily driven te admit
that the question la merely oeeof mouey. He wauts oe

1set cf achools because it la cheaper than a double st; and
for the sake of economy hoe will forego religion lu th)e
achoola, Roman Catholies maintain that the economy
weuld ho falso, and the divorce disastrous te the eternal
welfare ef the cblidren. I gave onc answer te the econ-
omy argument wheu I poiuted eut lu my pamphlet that at
present iu Manitoba the saving wouid ho a bagatelle.
But the best answor is net that, but thia : that te Roman
Catholica the matter is net oeeof money at ail, but cf
conscience, Iu mattors cf conscience, Protestant denomi-
nations are wildly prodigal of their money;, as witness
the thousands cf dollars wbich they anuuably speud in
ungenerous cempetitien witb eue anether lu every little
village lu Manitoba and the North -West Territories.
They have a perfect right, ne doubt, se to compote, and
te urge subscriptions for the ruinous centeat upon grounds
of conscience ; but lot thei nont say te Catholica that in
a very mucb more important matter tMeir consciences
tnu st 1)0 aacrificed toeocouomy.

For summary I ask you te reperuse the foregoing
italicized sentences, and thon censider the following : The
State ougbt te protect itacîf frem vice hy education. The
Stato ougbt net te luterfero witb religion. Yet religion
la deemed by seme "lau indispensable factor in ahl educa-
tien, every day lu the woek." State achools bave advau-
tages over State-aided or State-chartere-d scheola, except
(principally) iu the mattcir cf this iudispeuaability. Pro-
testants are either (a) net imprcased with the importance of
thia Ilindispensahility," or (b) are willing te waive it. Catbo-
ics make its retention a matter of conscience. For Pro-

testants, th)erefore, State acheels, and for Roman Catholics
State-aided or State-chartered scoels sbould becrprescribed.
If Protestants are impressed, etc., and are net willing te
waivp, thon tbey aise are entitled te separate acheels.

Jinnipeg, Mlan. JotNn S. EWVAitr.

SOME FORMS OF GAMBLING.

Te t/te Editor of TaE WizEK:

Sia,-There may ho mauy anomalous things toberatod
lu this Dominion of ours, but the one te whicb 1 wish te
caîl attention at preseut seema only equalled lu rascaiity
hy the indifrerence with which the public endures the
scheming villainy cf the cerrupt party politician. I refer
te the varlous methoda cf gambling, which are disguised
under miany plausible titles. lu Quebcc it la a "lcoleniza-
tien " f und, or fer soe charitable purpose ; lu Ontario it
is some "lprize competition," perbaps on seme religions
tepic, wbicb beguibes the uuwary inte parting with bis
dollar in the vain hope that ho may ho lucky enough te
draw a fortune. I should like te know why the vice of
gamhling at herse races, etc., is a grave sin, and huying a
ticket at a church lottery la a virtueus actl' As a matter
cf fact, it la well kuown that those who invest iu sncb
lettoee are least able te hear the drain on their caruinga.
That the cover of religion should ho aeught and obtaincd
te permit the open gambling cf the 91Quebec Colenization
Company " is a disgrace. It deesu't make any diffdreuce
whcther the uioney obtained la devoted te charitable
worka or not, the principle la vicions and shoubd ha con-
demned. lu Ontario several journals have adepted the
"lcempotitien " gaine as a meaus cof bringing mney jute
their ceffera. If these jeuruala fill a public want, the
public willbhuy witbout holding eut the aliuring hait cf
a possible fortune te each suhaciher ; if tbey do net flli
a public waut, or are net devoted te furtbering public
wlfare, the sooner they cease te exiat the botter. It 18
truc, these journals may net scnd out agents te sdIl tickets
for a lettery, but they ludulge lu gamhling noue the less.
I am nont sure but their modus operandi ia even werse
than if they aold chances epeuly, hecause mauy people
wbo would ho deterred frein huying a lettery ticket are
williug te compte-as they think-for a prize, forgetting
that these people are ne more urged by philanthropic
motives than la the circus fakir who gives eue man a
dollar prize that twenty others may ho iuduced te give
hum fif ty cents esch for the chance cf gettiug I"the lucky
number."

Now, la it the duty cf the Goverument te luterfere 'b
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