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erititism—is guietly sneaked out of view of the [ree and
#dépendient elector. (¢) The text-haok (an importation
&y the way) is ‘an emasculated caricaturc of the
Bible ' ; it throws overboard, for fnstance, the history
of the Virgin-Birth of the Saviour of the World—a
copoession 1o the ‘ views ' of certain lay and clerical
members ©of o Victorian Commission who drew it up,
and who, as it turps out, do not believe in one of the
fundamental mysteries of the Christian faith. (d) The
wmasuspeeting elector is, moreover, not informed that this
Bowdlerised and muthialed compilation of Seripture
fessons is taken from the Protestant (Authcrised) Ver-
sion <of the Bible; that it is packed with dogmalic
teaching and bristling with wnauthorised doctrinal head-
ings ; amwd that ‘in what is omitted, as well as in the
general tone of what is expressed, the lessons are made
as Protestant as they could well jbe made in the circum-
stances.” (e) The term ° teaching,” too, is a word of
Protean meaning. It may mean anything and every-
thing from the merest grammatieal explanations, on to

the most exaggerated forms of unscientific ¢ Migher
criticisma,” and the wrangling coniradictions of Reformed
derominationalisimn. And (i) underncath it all there

liesy all the way, the bed-rock principle of Protestan-
tism—the all-sufficiency of the Bible, a docirine that is
rejected by the vast majority of atl that bear ithe Chris-

tdan wame. b
L3

Mr. Sudey’s voting-paper is, briefly, a flagrant and
clumsy attempt 1o hoodwink and mislead clectors. It
places before them, not onc false issue, hut several. It
is studiously vague, reticent, and ambiguous It amply
merits the following severe reproof admiulstered by our
Hierarchy to amother and substantially similar refer-
once : ‘It is gdifficult to avoid ihe convietion that the
form of bhllet-paper to which we allude was deurher-
stely Nniended to confuse the electors of the Ueclony, and
to smatch a victory by a ruse de guerre rather than by
a straightforward appeal to the country on a clear-cui
and definite issue.’ Questions insolving rights of aon-
science should, for reasons already statcd, never be sub-
mitted to popular vote. But 1 this matter of the
Bible-in-schools should ever he forced by the clamor of
clerical politicians uwpon 1he democracy of New Zealand,
it shauld be on the one fair and siraight and honresi
issue thai lies at the root of the whole gueslion. We
Catholidgs have no love for the secnlarism of our Fduca-
tion Act. But, as our Pashops said, * we wonld rather
see it retained in its inteprily until modifications  are
forthcoming which would confer a subsiantial bhenchi on
the rising generation, without erdangering the fauth and
ewasperaling the feelings ol a large class of cluldren
who frequent our public schools.’

Noteg

——

State ¢« Divinity’ Degrees

An uninterested Iouse is being bored just now with
Sir Maurice O’Rorke's {atuous Bill to enalle the Senate
of fthe Stiale Uninersity of New Zealand * to conier, on
examination, the degrees of Doctor and Bachelor of
Divinity, and the same ad eundem degrees also.’ See-
tion 4 of the BHl 18 a gem of purest ray sercane  Iere
it is :(—

‘It shall be ihe duly of the Scenate ag saon as
possible to frame the currreulum for divinity  degrees,
such curriaulum to ke so framed as not 1o favor any
patticutar demomination, bul 1o swil all rehigious denn-
minations ; provided that, in preccribing the subjects
of examination and the course of study, no special
tavor shall be shown to any rcligious denominaiion, and
no religious test shall he imposed on professor, lecturer,
or student.’

We have already stated our objections to Sir Maur-
iee's proposterous scheme. It will be appropriate 1o
repcat the substance of them now.

I

(1) On what principle of statecraft has the Civil
Government; which controls the New Zealand Univer-
sity, the moral right {o drag theology within its do-
main ?  And—being a secular institution for secular
purposes ounly—how and when did it acquire competency
to draw wmp and regulate, whether by itself or by the
University Senate—any curriculum of rebigious teaching,
or to reward proficiency therein by official distinctions t
And 1f it possesses this righl for our bighest Siate
schuol, why not for ihe middle and oprimary schools as
well 7 Morcover, if it has the right of indireet rehi-
gious tcaching (namely, by setling up or adopting stan-
dards of theology, testing candidates therein, and
swarding State distinctions for proficiency), on whats
grounds is it to be denied the tight 1o put om the
white ‘ choker,’ turn parson, and impart direct religious
teaching ? (2) But let us seppose, just for argument’s
sa' e, that such right and competency exisi (and they
emphatically do not) in the Government. How is it to
exercise them, even through a University Senate, in the
circumstances of this country ? Sir Maurice and ihe
Secnate may square the circle; they may trisect a right
angle ; they may discover perpetual motlion; they may
even find the mummy of the cow that jumped over the
mouit.  But it is not in the power of human wil or
wisdom to discover or evolve a.curriculum of theology
that shall be * so iramed as mot to faver any particu-
lar demomination, but to suit all religious denomina-
tigns.”  Not to mention Jews and others who, as citi-
zens, have equal rights. with Sir Maurice and kis‘iriends
in thts matter, the ‘curriculum of divinity ?  which
would ‘ suit all religious denominations ’ of Christians
alone, might Le casily engraved on ihe rm of a three-
penny picce. Amd 1hat would miot be © divinity ' ;  for
divimiy is a science, not a mere hazy propositien ot
two. It is ihe science of divine ihings—the queen and
mistress of the sciences. The conferring of sham de-
grees  for Sir Manrice's sham ¢ divinity ' would turn
graduation into a farce worthy of Barataria. And--
not (o mention ‘ ali religious denominations "—any and
esery attempt to stew dewn even the Chnstian creeds
of New Zealand into a jeilificd residuun: could, at the
very bes{, only resolt in a few vague and lifeless philo-
sophical proposiions, and in the loss of real and intel-
hgent faith.

¥

Bul  there arc other aspeels  to  Sir Maurice
O'Rorke’s  prepostelous propesal. (3)Any  and  every
«cheme of State dnoanly degrees woukl inevitably lead
to eentintion and stitfe And (1) It would compel con-
siin‘tous objectors 1o pay their share of the cost of
those Abril-day degrees. The injuslice of such a prin-
cipte in New Zealand is not allecled by the amount of
the enforcod levy.  Whetber it 1s a penny or a pound, it
is a wrong to compel objeclors to contribute for ‘the
teaching of the theology of faiths in winch they do not
believe.  Sir Maurice O'Rorke's I3ll seems to have been
dictated by memories of the State Church and  the
State Protestant  University in which e was brought
up tn the Green Isle long ago.  We want no ISstablished
Church in New Zealand. And his Bill 1§ the thin end of
the wetpe of Ilstatishment.  TU is the upsiairs variant
of the Bible-in-schools scheme

Ulstar

A New Zealand religious conlemporary publishes—no
doubt in perfect good faith--certain interesling bits of
musinformation for the edification of its readers. The
Canthority * for some of ibese is none olher ihan the
oft-exrosed No-Topery zealol, Michael MeCarthy, Es-
quire  The objeci is 1o point the moral and  gdorn
te tale of the general chuckleheadedness and perversity
of ¢ Papists’; and the story runneth in general sub-
stance thus @ (1) That Ulster is the wealthicst part of
Treland ; (2) thal its indusirial success is due to ‘ the
Irish Scols, or the Scots Irish’; and (3) ihat it sets
an example of virfue and ' the active praclice of pure
Christianity > to the parts of Ireland that are infested
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