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NEW ZEALAND TABLET

EDUCATION SYSTEM

CATHOLICS® POSITION.

The following letter from the Right Rev. Dr. Cleary,
 Bishop of Auckland, appeared in the Wellington Evening
Post of April 17:—

Sme,—(1) In your issue of April 5 you assert (1) that
‘religion has not heen banished by the State from the
school-training of children’ in New Zealand. Teo have even
a conditional argumentative value, your assertion must
suppose that the ruling majorities fouund religion guite out-
side the school system, and simply refrained from inviting
it to ‘ecome in.” But you well know that they Jound
religlon in possession, as an intimate part of ihe schoul
eystem, by legal right and old apd aceepted preseription.
The ruling majority dispossessed religion, drove it cut of
the schools. They ejected it by public act—and this iy the
meaning of the term ‘banish,” both in it. personal and
literal sense and in the figurative sense in which it Is here
correctly employed. They left the schiool system  abso-
lutely secular’ (Bowen), *entively sccular’ (Act of 1877)—
in dicticnary phrase, they entirely ‘stripped’ or *threw
off ' from it ‘religion and religious teaching and influences.”
{2) The State (according to you) merely “declines either to
teach religion itself or to subsidise the teaching of religton.
As a matter of notorious fact, it goes vastly farther than
this. Tt makes it an offence against the law for any person
whomsoever to ‘teach religion' to Christ’'s ‘Httle ones’
during school hours—even to tell them that there is a
Personal God Who sces and Joves and rewards and punishes.
The Act of 1877 is, in a very real way, an ‘edict against
religion >—in the schoel. Tt is for you. as the Christian
champion of our secular srstem, to justify these things, f
you can, on moral and educational principles which beliov.
ing Christiang ean aecept.  The burden of precf i upeu
you.  And unsupported assertion and denial are not proof.

II. At Iast yeu have something to sav in defence of
the secular system, from the view-point of a ¢ philosaphy
of life.” This ‘ plilosophy’ is & repeated quatation which
{again without any reference) yvou attribute 1o Dr. Parker.
But (1) the extract is not at all a statemant of a philosephy
of life—that is, of a view of the origin, duties and restiny
of life. (N I find the Parker cxtract in a mueh maore
extended form, in a misleading and bitler attempterd
‘defence’ of our seenlar systemn, by a Wellington professor.
Leaving aside, for the present, the question of the textual
and contextual carrectness of the extiact, I may summarise
its contents as foilows: (a) Dr. Parker (as quoted) deelores
that ‘no education can be complete * without o thorouch
religicus training,” This is good Catholic doctrine. 1y
D, Purker declares that it is not the husiness of the
State’ to furnizh that religions training.  This is Hkewise
soupd Catholie doctrine. (¢} “The State.” adds The. Parker,
‘might very well stop when it has paid for a therough
knowledge of reading, writing, and arithmetic. Thus [
would net exclude religion: [ sunply would not inelude it,
Aud his ‘ reason for not including religion in rate-supported
schools ” is “simply’ his objection, on Noneolormist prin-
ciples, ‘to support it (religion) by rates sud faxes, nud
thus by possible penalties.’ (I may state that rate-sunp-
ported schools’ were built by religious snd other hodios
or Srlvate individuals, and receivedl grants from public
funds). ~ Nenconformist principles apart, we havé Drp,
Parker hero advocating \r}!jmt Cathelics have heen so long
demanding in Australia and New Zealand—uminely - gmnr.\:
in-aid to denominational schaols, but for seenlar knowledee
only; non-interference Ly the State in religions instruction;
non-inclusion of religions teaching among the stibjocts to
be “supported’ by ‘rates and taxes’; and shselute refanl
to countenance the positive ‘exclusion® of relivien from
education.  Heaven bless vour > philosophiv of Life.  (3)
f have hefore me the words of such great leaders of British
Nonconformity as AMatthew Henvy, Jolhin Fester, Rehort
Hall, and Hugh Owen—all of whom stand stoutls for the
essential unien of religion with edueation. Rut {4} even
if you had a barnful of divines huzzaing fnr the oxelugion
of religion from the schools, this would i no w Ay Corefute
or mitigate the ‘un-Christian implications’ of the sceular
system, or relieve you of the ({ut‘\' of ustifving it, on
Christian and educational princintes—if you ran l

(‘I[I.) The first Godlesa schools were thase founded, in
t-%m French Revolution, on the principles Jaid dawn by antio
Christian philosophers, such as Diderst, Valtaire. Hevs.
seawt, etc. (1} Now it is for vou to show, if vou can, in
what substantial way (if at zll) the ]n'nl'u;.uo(ll'v Cnentral”
New Zealand secular system differs legaliv fram the still
rofessedly  ‘ neutral’ sceular system of Tranee, (2) To
e fueutral’ in regard to religion is to refrajn frr‘xm takings
sides thereon.  Naw, for Christians, reliczion i {n) 'L‘l)()(];\:
of truths regarding God aund our relations tn Him; (1)
ﬂnwmg fmlm thesc,'.a. colleetion of duties, which hm'e,ﬂn)d
as ;helr‘prl:lnna‘u'_\_' ol);wct': and (¢) a virtue of justice towards

od.  Will rou explain just how anv sanc neult or any
educat_-m_nu[ system, can possibly be ¢ neotral in r‘p(r(’ -d
to religion; or how, in this connection there can b 'hvﬂ”-
ogsible alternative hetween l'o]i;_r_inn.a'nd i'rroli;.-,'nng da\)
am all along dealing with what is involved the o
system—and not y i preec ar the godless
ARSI uot yeb fully realised by its wellmornine
Christian supporters. t is no justifieation or ¢ vof La.
th]’Il ’dtg assort that the ruline majbri%_v in New Z‘;}(;L]léll?ii
excinded religion from the schools, mercly becauso some

people ‘upon British soil’ or elsewhere differed #s to the
kind and smount of religion to be imparted in the schools.
(a) You again assume, without proof, that this is the only
“solution’ of the difficnity. wWhy cannot New Zealand
as well as CGermany and so many other countries unmte
religion and education, withent Siate-teaching of religion®
And do vou propose to suppress all land tenure because the

“bitter war of opinions as between the leascheld tenure and

the frechold tenurce® () Aad why do you assmne, agan
without an atom of prosf, tuat any politieal mnjority has,
on Christian prineciples, a moral right o legislate religion
cut of its preseriptive and immenoriad place n education.

You always get back to this: The burden of preof °s
upon you. But ihe cutstanding feature ot this discus-
steqn, Jrom the very first, has beea your complete inability
even to attempl, on Christian and educational lines, a
justification of the exciusion of relizion from the schools.
My object in entering upon this discussion has thus been
amply achieved. i thauk you greatly for your space.—

Ywirs, etc., :
S HENRY W, CLEARY, D.D,
Bishop of Auckland.

April 8.

P.5.—Your procession of unsupported  assertions of
April 7, just to hand, vonverns lwo personal side-lssues,
anid contoains at least nine errors in matters of faci—one
¢f them the amazing statemnent that 1 term our secular
system ¢ podless’ BrCAUSE it does not condow  private
relirious schools! I have reached, if not passed, the limit
allowed by you, but seme of these watiers will be included
in & public pronouncement  which 1 propese to make at
an opportune time. )

o HOW.CL

April 10, 1011

DIOCESE OF DUNEDIN

His Lordship Bishop Verdon, who is going en a visit
to Rotorus, lett ror the nerth by the Monowal on Tuesday.

The tev. . Tobin, who was ordammed last December
at ety Uross College, Muosgiel, has been appointed assis-
tant priest at Gore. . )

On Easter Sunday ninety pupils of the Sisters of
Merey, Seuth Dunedis, made ther First Comaunion in
tue basilica.  The majority of tle cinldren were barely
suven.  Alter Mass and {lhaanksgiving the happy little ones
were entertained at breakinst in st Paimcles sehoolroom,
arel recelved mementoes of the day's hupressive ceremony.

At tiwe competivions held recently in Christehurch,
Miss paisy Hall, o student of St. Pholemena’s Coliege, South
Dunedin, ook the frsy prize for the seprano soo.  The
remarks of frerr J. Wielaert, the judge, as reported 1n
the Lyitelion Limes and Fress are as tollow:—Fhe song
chgzen for this ease was far from being an easy one.  The
competiters gave o generadly exeelient rendition of the
and three o the difienit music artistically.  Miss
Hall, o very young performer, undeubtedly showed
hest advantage, and with wmore tuitien, she will
develep 1uto a really fine soprane,

Ln adddition to the early Muazses in 85 Joseplh’s Cath-
ederal on Easter Sunday there was Pontitical biigh Mass
at 11 o'cleck, his Lordship the Bishop beiug celebran,
Hev. Father Cabill (Huntly) assistant priest, dev. Father
PooJo O Neill deacon, Rev. Fatber Scanlan (iloly Cross
Coilege} subdeacon, and Bev. father Coffey, Adm., master

ol Geremonics, The sermon on the day's festival  was
preaciied v the Rev., Father Coliey. The music
was  rendered  in a finished  manper by the  choir,

unoer the conductorship of Mr. Vallis, Mr. Stokes pre-
siclimz ot the organ. At the early Blasses unusually largo
nuinbhers appronched the Holy Table.  In the evening the
preacher was Rev. Father 1. J. O'Neill.  After Vespers
the members of the choir were entertained by his Lordsnip
the Bishep in 8t Joseph's Hail.,  His Lordship and Rev.
Pather Coffey culogised the worle of the cheir, and Mr.
“allis briefly replied.  The bigh altar on Easter Sunday
and the Altar of Repose on Holy Thursday were decoratod
with mnch taste by Misses White and Murphy. .

There were large congregations at ail the Masses and
devetions in St Josepl's Cathedral during Huly Week,
v Lordship the Bishop was celebrant of Pontifieal Hign
Mass on Holy Thursdav, Richt Rev. ANigr. Mackay, V.G,
Oamorw) being assistant priesl, Very Rev. Father O'Don-
nell (Gore) and Tev, Fatber P. J. (CNeill deacens at the
throne, Rev. Mather Delony (3outh Dunedind deacon of

the Mass. Rev. Father Woods (Gamaru) subdencon, and
Rev. Pather Ceffer, Adm., master of ceremonies.  The
mugic was rendered by the Dominican Nuns' choir. Hia

Lordship the Bishop was celebrant of "the Mass of the
Presanctificd en Good Friday, Very Rev. Father 0’Donnell
being asgstant priest, Rev. Father Delany deacon of the
Mos, Rev. Fathor Woods subdeacon, and Nev., Wather
Cofiey master of ceremonics, The Passion was sung by
the Rev. Fothers Taston and Morkane (Moly Cross Col-
fege) and Bov, Father Colling (Lawrenee). The Rev, Father
Bucldey (Holy Cross College) was celebrant of the Mass
en Hely Ssturday, Rev, Father P . O'Neill being deacon
and Rev, Father Coreeran subdeacon. The music of the
Mass was sung by the Dominican Nuns' cheir. The ser-
won an the Blessed Eucharist on Moly Thorsday evening
was  preached by the Rev. Father Morkane, that on the
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