CoNSERVATISM,
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ture. Tt may well miuko us shindder when
we think how many more ol the same
kind, perhaps, are now in training through
t simtlarcourse of education, or that sy
tem, which, not content with negleoting,
apenly proscribes all religion, and all
mornls grounded on rdligiom, as wholly
alien to the earfier culture of the b
soul.”

$l * So it appears that from onr state
instinutions is, oris soon 1o be exceladed thm
theologionl instruetion which is at best
but an intellectual matier™ 1l to sec
how “theologienl instroetion™ isan “inlel-
lectind matter," when e hag proviously
safd *That intelleetual training teods to
moral enlture.”  That theological instrue.
tion dees not amount o much in the gen-
teman's estimstion i8 plainly 1o be seen.
He should be more careful to state just
what intellectunl training will reach the
desired end, moral caltury, for surcely in.
struction in theology is just as much tradn-
ing the intellect as  Philosophy, Lating
Gireek, the sclences and mathematics,

But te the more divect point at issue,
I e means by “theoloyical instraction™
the instraction in the tenets, dogmus or
erceds of sgome particular church, he is
erying against an evil that does not exisl
in our stute ipstitution.  If he means, by
“Ytheological instruction,” instruction from
a Chiristian standpoint, then T cluim  thw
the stute, above all othiers, Is bound to fui-
nish such. Why? Is not the aim of all
edueation for the best?  Is there a grand.
or, truer, nobler coneeption of character
than the Christian® No. Then, us Chris-
tinh character is the noblest for which te
strive, the loftiest at whick to aim, be he
teacher in our public schools or Professor
in our Universities, be is morally bound
to monld the students nnder him after
such a standard.  He violates u most s
ered obligation who fails to impart such
instraction. I care not how faithful he
may be in other respeets,

Chaneellor Fairfield must surely know
what he is tlking ahout when he says,
* (God's moral government, as well as nat-

ural, is o fitting thing to be taught through.
oul the whole course ol American educa-
tion, Ethies, Christian ethics, belong em.
inently to the American University,”

Againg I question very much whether
that “true nobility of characeter,” of which
the gentleman speaks, would ever come
from a “purely seculnr course of  instruc.
tion.* 1Is not edueation threedold in fs
natnre—physical or natural, social and in.
tellectunl,  Ius not a man a body, a mind,
and a soul or spirity  Develope his oody
o the utmost, o the Greeian standard of
manbood, teain the mind to the fullest ca.
pucity conceivable, does that give us o
perfect man? By far, no—when “we
leave the noblest and mightiest element
out,”

“Not by the power ot selfish purpose
can the soul of man rise to the sublime
fulfillment of its desting, Not by the
knowledge born of its own reason, o
giined by its own insight, can it light its
way through to the heavens of truth,. Not
by the warmth of sclfinspired and self
seeking affections will it ever burst forth
into the glory and fruitfulness of & benefi.
centand herole life,  Celestinl motives
must waeve i, heavenly wisdom must illu.
minate it, and a divine love must warm
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CONSERVATISM.

Conservatisin naturally continnes to the
old; sometimes not caring whether it be
good or bad,  But we do not believe in
the rejection of a theory because it is new
and untried. Some people steadfustly hold
to their old opinions, prefering to proteet
and preserve from decny existing institn.
tions, thongh aware of their many defects,
rather than surmonnt the many difficul-
ties, which they believe to be ip the way of
a change. Thus it was in the south with
the slavery question. * What can be done,’
these people would say, “Slavery may
not be exactly right, but, then, what some
would bring about may be for the worse
instend of for the better, Our fathers up-
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