Mancy 30th, 1894.]

:{:f;‘i“g to obliterate crime, we degrade the
eﬂectc Benge. Second, we cannot forget the
the u}?on the executioner who administers
o :unlshment. Can he do such a service
Price and escape serious degradation ?
. v‘;rplc‘ture presented by the application of
eXecuyt,'agEd man to be permitted to act as
tencedl:ner In the case of a convict sen-
i O;n ° capital punishment the other day
. arlo,‘ for the.a s?ke of a few dollars, is
egmﬁge-ﬂtwe as it is pitiable. A similar
s hire.;mn occurs whenever an individual
tenong ttO wield t.he -lash on & culprit sen-
capita] 0 t'he whipping-post. If either
pl‘eﬂcribpumshment or flygging are to be
tion whed by the cour.t@, it is a serious ques-
inﬂictedeu-ler the punishment should not be
oty directly F)y an officer of the court
* Dy a man hired for the occasion.

a‘dl;h?l'? is 80 much, both in the suhject
st nplnt of Mr Burb.on’s % Reply,” in our
W ut[[l:ber’ with which we are in hearty
Withl.’: X ¥ that we should gladly let it pass
it see::l further comment were it not that
m&tters Proper to set ourselves right in a

In ragard to which we are particu-

ar] : .
. ¥ anxious not to be misunderstood, be-
Alge we de

em it i .
nce, it of the very first impor

i Lat us pre:mise that we are not
ut ar:’fg a questlon- of theology, as such,
’eﬁson; fmere!y .trymg to mz.ik.e clear our
o tay hOI: thmkm-g that religion cannot
c)ntm]g tin public schools, under State
2Ep Mr, BurtoP regrets that THE
Ching of should lend itself to .the streagth
Morglis two pf)p.ular fallacies, viz, that
2t thy and re!lg.[on are separable, and
Ation (; latter is inseparable from denomi-
rom, 8 dogma.” Is religion separable
hoy hmon.;IECy? We answer “Yes.”
ﬂlity git l.'e]lglf)n cannot exist without mor-
By'e I8 qm'ne conceivable that morality
bow xx;t; without religion. We do not
6 nit“w ether we could agree upon a close
- 'on of religion, but we may surely
M6 that religion cannot exist without
"ttr?b:;osmve belief in the §xistence and
Whginy 08 of a God.. Hence uneither an
in an no.r an agnostic can be held to be,
°ue,"y ‘;;‘dlna:ry sense of the word, * religi-
g, ut 1? would be eagy to point to
ang theUOUS m‘stance.zs, among the living
Ynogts dead, in which both atheists and
peﬂcha‘cf are and.have b"_en. men of unim-
Copty o; ?‘ mon:ahty——practlcing the pre-
t'“thfu] Chf\‘lty, ho?esty, pa‘triotiam and
Ween t:ess. I"Ior is the distinction be-
aliy € two th}ngs hard to define. Mor-
tiveas to do v.nth cond.ucb, religion with
gion t(; Morahty pertains to action, reli-
Sigion .Character. Morality is external,
feve Internal, A wan who thoroughly
tuay b: th?t “ Honesty is the best policy ”
in hiy ® 8trictly upright in his dealings, yet
Rlogg Jeart be the very opposite of reli-
» 10 the ugual acceptation of the word.

n

I . .
t, Yreligion inseparable from denomina-
ogma? If we take “ dogma ¥ in its
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proper sense, as denoting a settled opinion
or beliof, and admit that religion relates to
God, the answer is clear, Religion must
imply some particular belief with regard to
the charact r and attributes of God. That
belief is a dogma. And, inasmuch as it is
well known that no expression can be given
to such a belief, by any one class of the re-
ligious, which will not b> disgented from
by others who cla'm to be equally religious,
the dogma is no sooner put into words than
it becomes a denominational dogma. This
may be made clear by reference to Mr.
Burton’s last article. Striving to find a
basis in religion for the morality he would
have taught in the schools—and, by the
way, it is noteworthy that in so doing he
himself unwittingly concedes that the two
things are separable—he uitimately finds
that basis in a power, not ourse}ves, which
makes for righteousness along the line of
love, and adds, ¢ That power we name God,
and the Christian God is Love.” But let
the teacher lay down that dogma in the
school and teach it to the children as the
essenca of religion and he would quickly
find himself in & cauldron of denominational
controversy. * That is but one side of the
truth,” many would exclaim, ‘ and hence a
mischievous half-truth, God’s justice, his
abhorrence of sin, and so forth, are just as
much attributes of his character as his
love.” This is bat one of several reasons
why religion cannot, as religious people
are at present constituted, be taught in the
State schools. Those who think it indis-
pensable will have to fall back upon pri-
vate—not separate—schools. Others, and
probably the great majority, will content
themselves with the next best thing, and
try to procure t:achers who know how to
train the tender consciences of the child by
constant referenca to his sense of right and
wrong, trusting to the religious t saching he
receives in the home, the church, the Sun-
day-school, ete., t5> supply the foundation
which he himself, assuming him in every
respect competent—a large assumption—
may not atiempt to lay in exeget'cal or
dogmatic teaching. But for the Govern-
ment to authorize and require a public
school teacher to teach ¢ with authority”
an alleged religious fact or principle is to
violate the rights of every parent who does
not positively accept that fact or princi-

ple.
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THE NORTH-WEST QUESTION.

Mr. Dalton McCarthy has lost no time
in re-introducing his North-West Bill
in the Dominion House of Commons, The
relations now existing between him and the
Government leave little room to doubt that
he will this time do his utmost to push the
matter to a successful issue. The prompt-
ness and vehemence with which Mr.,
Devlin picked up the gauntlet which he
fancied had been flung upon the floor of
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Parliament, bodes ill for the tone of future
discussions. And yet the Bill, on its face,
simply proposes to recognize the people of
the North-West as having reached the posi-
tion, in point of population and intelligence,
at which they should be accorded the same
rights in regard to local legislation which
are secured to other Provinces by the con-
stitution, Why should they not? If any-
one were disposed to take the view that the
people of the North-West are not yet numer-
ous enough to be entitled to comtrol the
local legislation of so vast a territory, there
might be room for argument on that point.
But the contention of those who so strongly
oppose the measure does not rest on this
ground. The objections urged would evi-
dently be urged no iess strongly did the
prairies contain ten times or twenty times
the present number of settlers. The view
is, evidently, that for some reason the
North-West Territories and Provinces are
not entitled now, and will not be entitled
at any future time, to the enjoyment of the
same rights in respect to the control of
their educational policy which are enjoyed
by all the other Provinces, except Ontario
and Quebec, whose liberties are restricted
by mutual agreement. One can but wond-
er what Mr, Devlin, Mr, Tarte, and those
who think with them, would propose to do
when the Territories shall have become, as
we may not unreasonably hope they may
become before many years, equal in popula-
tion to Quebec itself, with a disparity per-
haps greater than that which now exists
between the mass of the settlers and those
who have any special desire for the perpet-
uation of the French language in public
documents, or the denominational system in
public schools. It is evident that the time
is not far distant when the idea of ruling

© the country from Ottawa, in respect to

those local matters which are placed by the
Constitution under Provincial control,
would be absurd, if it is not already so.

When, two or three years since, we
discussed a similar guestion with reference
to Manitoba, we felt it necessary to do so on
quite diff rent grounds from.those upon
which the present discussion must be car-
ried on. The crucial question was then ono
of constitutional int-rpretation. We
were at that time utterly unable to admit
that there had existed in the Red River
country, prior to its absorption in the Con-
federation, anything in the nature of Separ-
ate Schools under legislative sanction, such
as could give colour to the contention that
the abolition of such schools was in viola-
tion of the rights secured to the Roman
Catholic minority by the well-known pro-
visions of the British North America
Act. That contention has been finally dis-
posed of by the highest judicial authority in
the realm. No one will, we venture to say,
claim that the principle underlying that
decision does not apply with even grea'er
clearness to the Territories.




