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That was a very suggestive leader published the
A suggestive other evening b? our contemporary the Globe

leader. against the use of Messrs. Whitcombeand Toombs1
school-bcoks. The admissions made by our con-

temporary, as the organ of a party whose majority are fieroasecularists, are, to say tbe least, remarkable. What a pic tare he
givesus, besides, of tbe stateof things producedby this system, for
whose maintenance such sacrifices are made, in the miserable
teachers whomhe describes as holding their tongues in terror leit
they should offend the Board. The consequence would be their
prompt dismissal. " And hundreds of huogry applicant*,"Bays our
contemporary," would soon wolf up their positions." But is thtir
no pity for these wolfish hundreds

—
the productsof oureducational

system
—

who, while the miserable teachers hold tremblingly on,
wander aboutunfed ? Our contemporary again bae a frank wordor
two toBay about the godless Bchools :— "We are not educating our
children," he very truly remarks,as, indeed, we ourselves have con-
stantly remarked, " we are not succeeding in properly developing
their faculties or cultivating their thinking powers. We areonly
preparing stereotypedreprints of amodel automaton child charged
withcertain dates and facts,and guaranteed to discharge them all
within a given time. Reforms areneeded all along the line.1

'
The

suggestive passage, par excellence,in our contemporary's leaderis
the following:

—
l( It the Board's inspectors persist in examining

children in books to the use of which the par nts have conscientious
objections, they need not be surprised at finding that they hare
nearly empty schools to examine, for we arecertain parents will not
suomit to having their strongest convictions set at nought by a
handful of Conservative educational faddists." Conscientious
objections, then, touching their material interests— involved in the
purchaseof Messrs. Wt.itcjmbe and Toombs' books

—
justify pareots

ia keeping their children aw*y from school. The majority of the
party which the Globe represents nevertheless insists on forcing
parents who hive con-ciuihous objection} relating to spiritual
interests

—
which are mu^b. higher— to send their children to the

schools th.it on such groun Is tu»y object io. The necessary con-
clusions are iut much to th? credit of the majoiity referred to.

We have before ua one of Dr. Barnardo's little
A tit-p.it books. It isnatn.'d" Twelve Sheep from Australia,1'

k'ROii and purports tobe the explanationof circumstances
BVRXAKno conrected with a letter in which a former pupilof

the Doctor informs him thit ne his sent him twelve
frc/en sheep from Sydney. Tne writer si^ns himself "Timothy
Regan," "Timothy B gau," of cvirsi'. miybe a real entity. We
should not,however,be surpnsedif he were a youn^ man improvised
for the occasion, and given anIrishname, to sug^e-it hu«r remarkably
well those young Papists turn out whom the cpnd Doctor kidnaps.—
Be that as it may, we rh.d the followingpassage relating to

"Timothy
Regan" and his brother und sister in the nirritiye of thMr antece-
dents given to thj Uoctor,on his firs discovering them, by an old
gentlemanof ih-ir acquaintance. "No one wnits 'em,'' said the old
gentleman, as quoted in thi* little book, '"

cos fim is afearei they
'vIbe inteiferiu'. Ods:, 1heer'd them 'ere Sifters o' Mussy, as they
cii' the.selves, got hold o1o

1 Bess, and male apretty fuss over 'er, and
wos a-n'oin' to take her off to on« o' them there schools ;bat Tim, he
kern 'otne, and turned 'etn out double quick,a-sayin' as he worn't
papibh 'isself, an' no more wor Bess nor Jack. Now ihey all leave
'em alone, but Ive heerd lately as they'vebin werry nigh starvir/
since Tim's bin at the 'orspital, If you coul-i o-ily ccc 'em yerself,
sir, you 'ud 'eip Bessie somehows, I'm ture;for anywaysyou take it,
itain't a good thing for her, poor l'»I, to be- brou^nt up as shj is."—
"Poor gal," it was better, nevertheless, for her tobe brought up in
any way than by the Sisters of Mercy. Butlet usnote the virtuous
indignation of the good Doctor a the attempt rmde by the Msters of
Mercy to rescue this girl wtM

"
woru't papi3h "—although a boy

named "Timothy Ret:an 'might very naturally be taken for an Irish
Catholic or the son of oue, while the good Doctor himself is con-
stantly engagpd in layinghold of catholic children— and spendsmore
in trying to maintain his hold on thtm. in spue of the law, than
wouldsuffice for thekeepof severalProte^ant children legitimatelyin

CurrentTopics
AT HOME AND ABROAD.

Mr. Cadman's appointment as Native Minister
fob both goose has drawn the attention of some of o-r contempo-

AND GANDER, raries to the question of the Native lands. Itis
argued, and, according to the temper of the times,

very rationally argued- even, perhaps, by writers who have little
sympathy with the democratic spirit of the day, that the vast area
of land shut up fiom settlement forms a serioos hindrance to the
progress of the ColoDy, The landlies idle, theMaoriownersmaking
little or no use of it, and Europeans who would gladly cultivate it
not beingpermitted to do so. The plea, we say, appears to us tobe
sound. Why, for example,if a monopoly of land be generally and
legitimately condemned, should it be justified by the position of any
particular people1 The Maoris, it is true, are the original owners.
But might not a similar ciaim be urged in behalf of the landlords of
the older countries? They are certainly in great part either the
descendants or the representatives of the ftudal chiefs, who,in
modern days, were the original proprietors. ADd if a perpetual
right could be so acquired, the f.-udal chief?, with all their faults,
did more towards the promotion of civilisation,and coosequently in
the service of posterity, than was ever done by the ancestors of the
Maori race. Some consideration, nevertheless, ibe Maoris deserve
and some consideration, also, is admitted to be due to the land-
ownersof the Old Wirid. In neither case can any man. who is njt

an advocate of wild and impracticable extremes,counsel confiscation.
Ineach instance, on the contrary,compensation must b.> given. The
manner in which and isheld by Native owners meantime presents
Borne difficulty. Their proprietorshp is, to a great degree, in
common, and the consent of each shareholder individually must be
obtained before a sale can be made. Several methods of getting rid
of this difficulty have beee proposed— among the rest that of »
Commission to deal with the land in ques'ionaft»r the manner in
which the was'e land of the Colony generally is dealt with, aud to
hand over the proceeds citherof sale or leasing to the Natives com-
pelled to dispose of the land. Another difficulty that has at least
presented itself to the minds of peoplewho wi ie unwilling to see
the Nativerace exposed to certain degradation, was that of stripping
them of their lands, even by paying them a fair price. The money,
it was thought, would inevitably be squandered, and the people left
des'itute and hopeless. If, however, the land were cot absolutely
fold,but disposed cf ry perpetual lease, the owners receiving the
annual rents,or having them applied judicious y to their use, this
difficulty might be pro\idi'dagainst, litaniimeit is not e*sy to see
why there snould be one low fcr the Maori and another for theEuropeanpopulation. If the Maons *re to bow to the spirit of the
day, and to gire up a monopoly by wh-ch settlement is impeded,
why are not European monopolists to do the same? The King
Country, to which, for instance, our contemporary, the DunedinStar, makes particular reference, Mcks thepath of settlement ;butquits a? effectually, though less extensively in any particular
quarter,do the vast estate of Europe in monopolists. Wha', forexample, is the state of the country that stretches far and wije
around the townof Oamaru ?— to which, by the way,Mr. Pinkerton.
in bis proposals for placing small farmers on the borders of settle-ments, mightusefully turnhis attention-thonghsimilar cases in otherlocalities will by nomeans fail him. If the Maori monopolist, wesay, be forced to part with his land, his European brother inmonopoly cannot claim exemption. That, in the interests ofhumanity and civilisat.on, and for the necessary advancement ofsettlement andprogress, as well as in accordance with the spirit cfthe day, tbe Maori monopolist may be legitimately called upon toyield, is evident. The thing is to deal with him so as tomake fairprovisionfor his future, and to preserve him from degradation. Wesay again, the European monopolist, in every case in which 1*is found necessary or advisable,should share the Maori's lot.


