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?oubt'that the conscience clause permitting
¢ Withdrawal from any service of a reli-
g:;:ﬂ Ch'ara.ct.er, of all children whose par-
wouldObJect, is ample for its purpose. It
Probably be unfair to construe the
:x:of[?sed change, if made, as an admission
¢k ® part of the Government that the
cols, as at present conducted, are
h’°'368ta.nt schools. It is more likely
miant t‘it will be the outcome of a deter-
cab]& lon to remove, so far as is practi-
“9, every possible ground of objection on
repu“o!‘e. We must confess that, however
; easgn:m the .method may be to all sound
Uildio education a8 & process of charac?er-
Mnc.“g, pure secularism is the only legical
seq] Iple for State schools, That, as purely
abl, :l‘, the school.s will be any more accept-
o § 0 the Catholic clergy, we see no reason
% a:_P"- .It. presents them with a mere
Whgichmn in lieu of the positive institution
rgue tthey demmixd. Probably they will
i hat secularism is Protestantism, in
m::c:'t is th.e antithesis of the positive in-
Reng 11011 Whlch.t?ey deem one t?f.the funda-
foltua prerequisites of Catholicism. Un-
Nately there seems to be nothing bet-

Tto propose.
g H(b)wever shilly-shallying and evasive
801:3 e the pa.rty platforms put forth in
WhichOf the U131ted States, there are others
sODnd’ by. tl.len' courageous enunciation of
ony .prl.nmples, and no less courageous
bion hclation of abuses, command admira-
tat, and encourage the hope that United
purigspo.htlcs.m?y beentering uponastage of
o ‘;ﬂtlon mm_ll'ar to that which has trans-
dgof the British politics of sixty years
4] iuto the far more respectable, though
o perfect shape in which we find them
chuaey;- The declarations of the Massa-
g, ts Democrats afford an illustration,
the tgr'and one,. of our meaning, First, on
“Wndanﬁ‘ question they give no uncertain
ot They regret that the Wilson Bill was
Omtf:ﬂﬂed and sev?re]y censure those Demo-
csig Senators who, !oy their inaction or
ecla“‘lce, p.re\.rented' its passage. They
part re tliat it is the immediate duty of the
ml\tey;-'to place upon the fx:ee list'all raw
R Cremls' to ab?llsh' all duties '.Whlch tend
Fedug ate or ma.m.xtaln monopolies, and to
ot e all prohlbltcfry duties. This does
th&nli(:‘ung much like the refat-and-lf)e-
ua ul” for small favours policy which
A ruy have predicted as the sequel to the
"“gasgles of last session of Congress. In
o to other reforms these New England
ec]aOCrats are no less outspoken. They
p"Overe for a -sound financial policy, * ap-
Soung Of. th.e income tax as a return to
) Principles of taxation,” demand that
eg:"OI‘)‘e of the civil service reform already
ervin be extended as fast as the Civil
. ¢¢ Commission deems practicable, to
the end .tha,b all federal positions to which
@ ;nenb system of appointment is appli-
Ron, m.&y.' be placed by law upon a strictly
Political basis,” and they would have
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some plan formulated for bringing post
offices under the working of that system.
On the whole, it is a brave and straight-
forward document, worthy of all imitation.

The letter of Chang Yen Hoon, formerly
Chinese Minister at Washington, addressed
to a friend in that city, and given to the
press by request of the writer, adds little to
our previous knowledge of the causes of the
war now in progress between his country
and Japan. That the immediate occasion,
or pretext, for Japan’s interference, was the
sending of a small body of Chinese troops,
at the request of Corea, to quell an insur-
rection in the southern part of Corea, which
China had a right to do, secing that Corea
was admittedly her tributary ; that China
was willing to withdraw her troops as soon
as the insurrection was quelled ; that Japan
took advantage of the incident to send a
much stronger force into Corea ; that she
refused to withdraw them simultaneously
with the withdrawal of the Chinese troops,
save on the condition that certain reforms
should be wrought in the constitution and
administration of the Coreans ; and that she
precipitated the war by attacking Chinese
transports and their convoys before any
declaration of war had been made~—all this
was already matter of current history. It
guffices to prove that, on the face of the
affair, Japan was the aggressor. The only
question touching this point, so far as we
can see, is whether China failed to recog-
nize a treaty obligation in omitting to give
the Japanese Government formal notice of
her intention to send a force to suppress
the disorders in Ya-Shan. But whether
such omission gave Japan a technical right
to interfere in the affair, or not, the whole
proceedings from the beginning make it very
clear that the incident simply furnished the
occasion and was by no means the real
origin of the war. The evident prepared-
ness of the Japanese at every point puts
this beyond reasonable question. Perhaps
it is only fair to add that it removes the
question as to the real provocation and
justification or the opposite, farther back,
into a region of previous history and rela-
tions whither we cannot now follow it. It
also raises the secondary question of the
right of Japan, in the interests of commerce
and good neighborhood, to insist upon
much-needed reforms in Corea. The in-
gtructive thing about the transaction is that
the fact that the war was immediately de
clared upon a pretext, rather thananinsultor
injury, is nothing new in the history of such
affairs. In fact, it is the rule rather than
the exception, as could easily be shown by
historical reference. The moral is that the
real causes of war have their roots in either
long-cherished designs, or the gradual
growth of bad blood between peoples,

el § P
What Christ takes, not the exchequer
carries away.—Spanish.
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IN OUR PUBLIC SCHOOL
SYSTEMS.

DEFECTS

We say * systems” advisedly, because,
though the remarks which follow will refer
primarily to the Ontario schools, it is be-
lieved that in the main they will apply with
equal force to those of the other provinces
of the Dominion. We like, when possible,
to take a cheerful and hopeful view of
things, but we have often feared that the
people are so accustomed to hear the praises
of our educational system that they are in
danger of overlooking its very serious de-
fects. In calling attention for a moment to
gome of those defects, we hope we need not
assure our readers that we are by no means
blind to the excellencies which accompany

them. .
The firgt and fundamental defect in cur

Ontario system, as a system, is of so serious
and radical a kind that it is to us a par-
petual wonder that parents and citizens
do not with one voice demand that a remedy
be found and applied. We refer to the
absence of any universal and adequate pro-
vision for ethical training. We say * ethi-
cal,” in distinction from religious, for
though most of our readers will probably
be agreed that the ethical part of our
nature has its roots so embedded in re-
ligious faith and feeling that the one conld
not long survive as a practical force in de-
termining character and action without the
other, yet religion is, in its very pature, so
exclusively  an individual, personal
thing that it must always lie beyond
and above the sphere within which
the civil authority has the right to
legislate or operate. But is it not a deplor-
able, a fatal mistake Lo assume that because
the State may not set itself up as a teacher
of religion, or interfere in any way with
matters belonging to the spiritual realm, it
cannot, therefore, provide for the moral
training of those who are to become its
citizens. And yet, though there are, hap-
pily, many able and competent teachers
who do all that is in their power to reach
the moral nature and so mould the char-
acters of their pupils, and though it is en-

, Joined upon all teachers to do this, it re-

maing the fact that no time is set apart or
made available in the regular programmes
for definite ethical teaching, and among the
numerous text-books, no one prescribed as
aid for young and incompetent teachers
on this subject. May we not say
further, confident of being within the
mark, that in a very large proportion of
all our public schools there is nothing
worthy of the name of ethical training, or
even of training for citizenship? If this
be true, can any thoughtful person regard
such & fact with complacence 1

A second very serious evil in connection
with our Ontario Public Schools is not so
much a defect as a positive fault. It is
that the School Law and the Regulations of
the Education Department combine to put
a very large percentage of the public schools



