
THE EDUCATIONAL, RE\'IEW.

Religion in Publie Schooli.

file discussion 'On secular education ini its rela-

lion to iora ls-and religion before tlie recent -

cational Associatioý' at Truro xwas oîîe of great îtQ_

est. Instead of tlie one-sided treatnmenut that tIii/1

subject tustia!'ly gets at synods anI siuuîl.argahr

ings, there wvas thc fullest meiasure of freedomni the

discussion, wliich ýyas participate(l iii b> leadlers o)f

dîfferent denoinaitions and by at least one laynîan.

There wvas nio heated controversy ; and the courtes%*

and breadthi of view whiclh marked tlie iintercliaing,

of opinion miglit well serve as a modeliii the dis-

cussion of a subject which too often calîs fortli

acrimony and ill-feeling. Thie brief extracts on

another page recaîl! but a few points iiithe a(ldresses

that were listenled ýto withi marked attention.

The statement inade by Rev. Dr. Kierstead. tliat

we iiee(l mot be too nînicli .alartned about religion

in our schools, is. one that wvill appeal stronglv to

those who believe' tlîat the state is (loitlg the best

posSible for the ëduication of tlîe niasses. ( )c-

casionally strong statenients are madle, sliowiiig tlî.t,

tlîe stuidents in our schools are ui3famiiliar with tlîe

literâture of the Biible,,with its quotations atid allus-

lotis. But it does miot follow tlîat the terni -God-

less -shouild be applied to these sclîools. I f re-

ligioni were-whiat it is not-a niatter of \vor(ls and

phrases, tliere might be some grounid'for the accu-

sation. The vast majority of our teachers are Clîris-

tian men and wonîpen, wlhose character and influenI

are a dailv objeet-lesson, and wvhose teacliings are:

for love, obedience, truth, honor. sobrietv of if e,
witlî aIl tlîat enters into the spirit of the teachings
of. the Great Teacler. Their work tells, as does

that in thie C..hristian hionie. in tlîe pulpit. and in tliw

Sabbathi school.
The strongest religions ýteaching. ànd tlîe niost

lasting. is that wvhici is (lotie at the niother's kîîee,
witliouit fornialitv. and with a love ani( ten(lerness
tliat passes unlderstanding. And it xill alwavs
be so.

The nîlasterpieoes of English literature are read
in school witlî nminute comnnent ani textual criti-

cism. Does this lead to ant overniastering (lesire
on the part of tlîe student to reati the best litemratire
after leaving schobl ? l11 nine cases ont of ten. 110.

The studv of phrases and textual criticisnîi are not the

chief things. There iiiist be tlîe willing contact on

the part of the sttmideùt wvith. the thotnglt and spirit
of the author, a désire for g-ood literatuire as xve1I az

the abilÏty to read it thoughitfully and wvith pleasure.

And this oughit to be truc of the Bible if it were

ulsed as a text-book iii schools.
A writer in the Junie REvîEii.-, iii giviflg the ini-

pressionîs of a leading authority on religions teach-

inig iii (ermian schools, savs: -Religious teaching to

be of ait> value imust be tauight bv a mian wvho be-

lieves wl'hat lie is teaching, and it mutst carry con-

viction into the lIearts ami minds of bis pupils. TI'le

,ý-reat miajority 'of teachiers here (Io miot believe as

literally truc the Old Testament stories. and as thev

inevitably show the pupils their own skepticisin,

ant injustice is forced on the teachers. and a mnuch

(leel)er skepticisni probably instilled into the child's

inditç.* O ur teachers are undoubtedlv more ortho-

dox than those- iii Germanv; but the kind of teachi-

îing that the Bible re(Juires in schools is that the one

Nvho teachies it shahl have his mind made up on the

vital points of religion. -Without this there woulil

be very poor teaclhuàig indeed. an(l if the teaclier .s

mmnd is miade iip. it wvîll certainly not be'in agree-

nment witlh the minds of aIl the parents of the child-

ren wvhomn lie teaches. Sectarian differences would

be the result, an(l these should have no place iii our

schools.
The Bible niav be taught at the niother 1s knc,

in the family circle. front the pulpit bv simple. clearly

cxpresse(l truths fitted to iniipress children as, vel

as a(lults. b\ the great arniv of Sabbath school

teachy rs. and bv the stili gr eater arnmv of public

scho6l teachiers «wvho practise its precepts.

O)ur present school svstemi provides a Christian
nion-sectarian e(lucation. which is aIl xve cati reason-

ably hlope for front a systemi framied and partially

supporte(l bv the state. Is miot this better thian t.)

have the Bible introduced shorn of its vitalitv by

eliminating from it what \\iIl sui th (lnmntoa

conscience ?
-Even the reading of the B ible without commient is sec-

tariani teaching." said-Archisýhop Magee (Anglican). "For
1 ask in the first place, what Bible is to be read in the
schools? Is the Bible to be read fromt the authorized or
Roman Catholic version? If front the former it is de-
cidedly sectarian as regards the Roman Catholic, who will
niot accept that N*ersioli and if fromt the latter it is sectar-
ian as regards the Protestant. Is it to be front the Old
Testam1ent and New Testament? Then it is sectar ian as
regards the Jew; andý if front the Old Testament only,

1 let' it is sectarian as regards the Christian, wbo demands
the New Testament .11s. You cannot read the Bible in
Ille chool withotit teaching certain opinions about the
Bible as held hy different sectý, according to the nature of
Ille B.ible l!ls.


