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the Church objects so to divorce, 1o cremation, ele,
and, for the Iife of 1hem, they cannot see what the
Pope wants any temporal  power for  The Catholie
paper is a frequent  force for inslruction, correclion,
edification, and encouragement in the Chostian hie, and
the parish in which it bas a laige errculation s sure te
have a large number of members who price the gt of
faith and who inve wp to s requirements

That * Malicious Falsehood’

I was hihe a smli of the good (or bad) old tunes
to find the other day, in the columns ot our local morn-
ing conlemporary, a fighting letter frem the Rev. Di.
(hbb, Chanman  of  the  Bible-in-schools  Conference
Since lus deparlure 1o other fields of labor the ring of
controversial sfeel on controversial shield has been sel-
dom heartd n the southern provinoal caprtal, and  an
almost unbroken theologival peace hike that of Nirvana
has wrapped us  1ound  about like a blanket ol {Iufly
silk. Thig time 1hie emphatic Doclor has been ewsaying
to hlister the epidermis of  the editor for having pleaded
on behali of 1he mghts of conscience of minorities and
opposed 1he proposed Protestantisimg of  the public
schools at the public expense It was, no doubt, a
heinous cerime, and the nunishment was presamabiv de-
signedt 1o fit 1he offense It was a hot {orient of re-
monsirance that {umbled down half a column deep, »vith
a fine «pray of tpphing r's and hissing <’ and velum-
nous o's -~ a Rotoruan Lodore that would wcald  som
ordinary mortal 1o the hone, but leaves editors as (ool
and comfortable as the fish that ine and thrive m tne
botling springs of Switzerland For editnrs seldont'step
oul of hot waler and, hhe salamanders, rather  enny
high femperatures, especially when the snow mantles the
ground and grim winter rules the muverled yea:

.

Incidentally  {he Charrman of {he Bible-in-schools
Conference hosed * the Roman bishops ° of New Zealand
with a dash of the same mixture that he had brewed
for the editor It =0 happens that not o wnlitary hi-
shop, Catholie o1 rotestant, n New Zealand 19 2
‘Roman,” and that no wewber of our Theratchy  was
horn 1 the Flernal Criv, op even n oany part of  the
Ttahan pemnsula Towever, et that pas~,  for ile
Conference Chartmap is notl 1o be trammelled m contro-
versy witlh such tnfhng considerations a~ accnraey of
statement The sele nterest of his reicvence 1o the
mshops cenires i s anmy denial that the exddusion ot
tdhe story of the Vnawn-Iirth of ihe Savior of  ihe
world from their pronosed  Scripture lesson-bhook was
“for docitinal reasons ’ ¢ We now say,” aters the e
Dr. Gibb, *that if they (the ishops) asmn tepeat this
charge, 1t will be a “ mahcons falschood,”” and  ~o 1t
surely  will be in {he judgment of even the most mealy-
mouthed of men oy newspapers.’

All this sounds very vabiant, to be sure, and comes
with  comical mconstsfency  fromr one wha protests
against the wpee of "invective’ in controversy How-
ever,ta glance ot the hisfory of this f malicous  false-
hood 7 will reveal some  Inleresting pownts which  ihe
Bible-in-srhioels  Conference  would do well 1o mark,
learn, and inwarvdly digest.

1. In thair first manifesio the Bishops stated  (a)
ithat the Conference’s proposed Scripture lessons, ' ex-
cept for  slight mndifications,””  are ideniical with ihe
Scripture ltewson-books drawn up four years ago by the
Victorian Roval Commission on Religiows Insiruction in
Siate Schools 7 ¢ (b)  that the Vietorian scheme  of
Biblical instruction was ‘ drawn up as a -ompromise hy
a heterogeneous assembly of representatives of various
Reformed  Aenomuimalions, who, while unamumous in re-
jecting Catholic principles of interpretation, differed nro-
foundly among themselves upon 1he most fundamental
truths of the Christian religion ' ; and (¢} that in ihe
baok which they compiled * the basic dogma of Christi-
anity—ihat of the Incarnation and Virgin-Birth—is out-

lawed from the New Teslament narrative, and the Christ
that is presented to the mental eye of the hitile ones
iy not the God-Man of 1loly Writ, but the Christ of
the Unitanan®  In their latest proncuntement ithe Bi-
<hops gecuse the Vietonan Protestant Comnnssiobers of
having, * flung aside every thing—even the story of  the
Vugin-Barth of the Savior ol the world—that might
scem Lo contradict their respectnne conflicting beliefs or

di=beliefs.”
[ ]

in all these four statements of the Bishops there
15 not so much as the lrace of a * falsehood,”  whether
maliwious or  ntherwise.  The authority for the  first
assortion (a) s no less a personage ihan the Rev, Dr,
Ciibb, Chanman of the ibletn-schools Conference. The
other three stalemenis are  so noloriously true that
neither the Victernian Compoussioners nor the Rev, Dr,
Gibh have sentured either 1o deny 1hem ov Lo call them
mlo questiop The acute 1eligous dillerences that tae
the breasts of the thirteen Prolestant Commissioners—
tuwehve clerpvmen and one lone layman—were matiers
ol publhic motoriely and public comment.  ‘The situation
was rendered heener by resignations and scarcely  ime
proved by replacements.  The word ° compromise ’ is
wirtlen jarge across the resuils ol (heir deliberalions.
ynoagreement was fnally artived at (as the members
afitrally immtimate in therr repoil) onlv by a number of
the members of the Comnnssion smbing their prefer-
ences and objections o orespect {o cerlain * Scripture
teathings ' and ' leswons ' And within a short  period
atter the publication ob the lessor-books at least 1wo
out of the thirteen commrssioners were oul in open and
public opposition io the whole schieme 1o which they
were sighalories,

2 No dnect reference was made by the Bishops to

the exclusien of the narrative of the Incarnation and
Virgin-Birth from  the book of Scriplure lessons adopted
by the  Bible-in-schools  Conference The Conference
leaders, however, saved treutble by admitting that they
too, had ilung aside this most vital fact of the  whole
mspired 1ecord But they  plead  thatl, meveriheless,
Sprohably Uoesvery member of (e Conference believes in
Sthe proper derty ol our Lord,” and * that  the omis-
stien s adsosable inoa book 1o be tead by children in the
public setools v The reader will nofe with  a  merry
sadness the studied  vacuene<s and sweel mdefiniteness
and yes-uo andecision of  this doubie-barrelled state.
menl o “HBut one thing 11 does pot do' it does ot
dony that the exelusion of the bre<we fact of the Chris-
tran it was dietated by doctrinal considerations ; for
it s abviens that this might take place wathout  the
actual  surrender of ¢ the proper deity of anr Lord ' by
every, or even hy any, member of the Conference. In
thewr latest document the  Biblewin-sthools Ixecutive
vonnnit themselves with angry and enthusiastic positive-
ness 1o the declaration that 1his scandalows * omission '
was NOT dietated by doctrimal reasons © But they
ate moving just a hitfte  tno fast—cartied  away, no
doubl, by an exuberant mpetuosity thal  clogs  the
wheels of the tlinhing sear. A moment's considera-
tion would bave shown them {hat the question as  to
wihether that outraccous mntilation of the sacred nar-
rative was perpelrated ' for doctrmal reasons,’ 15 a sheer
matter of inference. When we hnow whatl reasons, in
pernt of fact, dictated the rejeclion of ihe slory of the
Tnearnation, then we <hall be in st as good a position
as  the Bibie-in-schools Iivecutive to infer whether or
not this outrage was dictated by considerations of doc-
trine

But this is a question that cannof be settled Ly
mere negations, even i they fall from the Conference’s
joint month as hot as the shot that rained [rom the old
smoath hores of Gibraltar 1n 1782 The rejection of the
Incarnation narrative must, in 1ts last resort, have been
based on positive, not negative, motives. And these
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