
Christianity in Public Schools. 4491879.]
The longest reign recorded in Modern History is that of Louis 

XIV. of France, which was seventy-two years.
The longest English reign was that of George III. who ruled sixty 

years. The reigns of Henry III. and of Edward III. were each more 
than half a century.

Victoria of England and Kuanzu of China, rule over more than 
one half the entire population of the globe.

Not only is the gracious queen of England connected by ties of 
consanguinity with all but two of the sovereigns of Europe, but also 
with several who would like to be kings, as Chambord of France, who 
bides his time to be called to the throne as Henry V., and Ferdinand 
Philipe, duke of Orleans, who came to America and served for a while 
on the staff of Gen. McClellan during the late war.

In all America there is but one crowned head, Dom Pedro, ruler of 
the largest country in South America, and all who witnessed the open
ing of the Centennial Exhibition, and the starting of the machinery in 
the great Machinery Hall, saw him standing by the side of the presi
dent of the great North American Republic, and both waiting the com
mand of an American Mechanic to unthrottle the steam arteries of 
the giant engine, and set in motion the mazy acres of looms, lathes, 
spindles, drills, saws, and hundreds of tools and machines, illustrating 
the industrial industries of the world. There the uncrowned Corliss 
was king.

Respectfully, &c.,
N. B. W ebster.

Christianity in Fnblic Schools.
In the September number of the Princeton Review are two articles 

which are to each other what the ichneumon fly is to the Hessian fly, 
the one kills the other. The Hessian fly is Dr. Dabney, who having 
failed to terrify the Virginia people into the abandonment of their 
public schools, tries his hand on the Northern people. He labors for 
twenty-four mortal pages to convince his dear friends, the “Yankees,” 
that public schools are making a nation of infidels of them, and that 
their only hope of salvation is to adopt the old Virginia way of pri
vate schools with pauper attachments! We can imagine Gov. Ran
dolph and Dr. McCosh conning over this highly practical and modest 
suggestion!

Let us look at a little of Dr. D.’s language: “ Whence this general
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revolt from the Christian faith in this country, so full of churches, 
preachers, and a redundant Christian literature, so boastful of its Sab
baths and its evangelism? What has prepared so many for the 
dreary absurdities of materialism ? Why do the journals which seek 
a national circulation think it to their interest to affect irreligion? 
Why so many lamentations over public and popular corruptions? 
He who notes the current of opinion sees that the wisest are full of 
misgivings as to the fruits of present methods.”

Though he thus speaks, Dr. Dabney knows that all this scientific 
infidelity originated among the college and university men, and has 
drawn many of its leaders from the ranks of the clergy, theological 
professors, and other church officers, and that the simple, old fash
ioned Gospel is nowhere so much valued as among the masses of the 
very people who were educated in public schools. And if he were 
not smitten with something like color blindness, he would know that 
if these people are ever seduced from the old faith it will not be by 
what they learn from McGulfey’s Readers and Maury’s Geographies, 
but what they learn from a literature emanating from very different 
sources, and partly from the Review in which Dr. Dabney is one of 
the writers.

This eminent divine can see no possible way in which any moral or 
religious ideas can be gotten into the heads of public school children, 
and he even maintains that morality cannot be taught in public 
schools. And therefore there is nothing left but the overthrow of the 
public schools! This is right funny.

And what makes it more so is, that in the same number of the R e
view, the truly eminent scholar and divine, Dr. Philip Schaff, shows by 
statistics that wonderful ais has been the progress of the United States 
for the last hundred years, and made up as its population has been of 
people from every nation, and of all creeds and no creed, American 
Christianity has fused these heterogeneous materials into a Christian 
population equal in its proportion of Christian people to the best 
community that ever existed, and at least equal [no doubt superior] 
to what the country has known at any time in the past. Did you 
ever think how the editor of the “ ” in Millerite times
must have felt the day after his prophesied doomsday had passed, 
leaving the world going on prosperously!

Dr. Schaff also considers the difficult point of religion in public 
schools. He does not recognize Dr. Dabney’s plan as a possibility; 
but he treats the subject with such philosophic common sense that his
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remarks are worthy of consideration. We quote the most that he 
says:

In the public-schools of New England and other States, the custom 
prevails—and has prevailed from the beginning—of opening the daily 
exercises with the reading of the Scriptures, singing, and prayer. 
This custom works very well where the population is Protestant and 
homogeneous, and, although it is not at all sufficient, it keeps up be
fore the rising generation the importance and necessity of religion as 
an essential element of education. This is a great deal. The effect, 
o f course, depends greatly on the spirit and personal conviction of 
the teacher who conducts the religious exercises.

But just here comes in the irrepressible conflict between church 
and state. This time-honored custom is violently and persistently 
assailed by infidels, Jews, and especially by Roman Catholics—who 
have become very numerous in large cities. The Roman hierarchy, 
in accordance with the Papal Syllabus of 1864, claims the monopoly 
of religious education, cares more for the Roman Catechism than the 
Bible, regards King James’ Version as a sectarian, incorrect, and in
complete translation, and is not without good reason afraid of the 
free Protestant atmosphere of the mixed public schools. These 
scruples are conscientious, and consistent from the Roman Catholic 
standpoint, and have inclined many Protestants to sacrifice the Bible, 
if necessary, rather than the common-schools.

The controversy will come up again and again in different States, 
and can only be settled in the course of time. I will state the various 
plans which have been proposed.

(1) Give up the public-schools, and leave education in the hands of 
the family ana the church where it properly belongs. This was orig- 

. inally the Roman Catholic plan, but it was signally defeated in public 
elections. It would surrender a large portion of our population to 
the barbarism of ignorance. A self-governing republic needs for its 
preservation intelligent voters and useful citizens, and hence is bound 
to furnish the opportunity, at least for primary education. The 
American people will never abandon the common-school system ; on 
the contrary, it is gaining strength from year to year, and rising 
higher and higher, even beyond the reasonable limits of a thorough 
elementary training for intelligent and useful citizenship.

(2) Divide the public-school funds annually raised by taxation 
among the different denominations and sects for separate manage
ment. This is the more recent Roman Catholic proposition, but is 
likewise impracticable. It would break up the common-school sys
tem altogether. It would require Protestants, who pay most taxes, to 
aid in supporting the Roman Catholic parochial schools, and would 
leave those who belong to no church or sect without any schools. 
Besides, it would intensify and perpetuate the sectarian animosities, 
while the present system has a tendency to check and moderate them, 
and to raise a homogeneous generation.

(3) United secular, and separate religious education. Confine the
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State schools to purely secular instruction, and leave all religious in
struction to the churches and Sunday-schools. This is the spirit of 
General Grant’s proposal mentioned above, which would exclude all 
religious, but also all irreligious (atheistic and pagan), teaching from 
the public-schools. It seems to be most consistent with the separa
tion of church and state, and many advocate it as the genuine Amer
ican plan. But an immense interest like the education of a nation of 
cosmopolitan and pan-ecclesiastical composition cannot be regulated 
by a logical syllogism. Life is stronger and more elastic than logic. 
It is impossible to draw the precise line of separation between secular 
and moral, and between moral and religious education. Absolute in
difference of the school to morals and religion is impossible; it must 
be either moral or immoral, religious or irreligious, Christian or Anti- 
Christian. Religion enters into the teaching of history, mental and 
moral philosophy, and other branches of learning which are em
braced in our common-school system, and which public sentiment 
deems necessary. What should we think of a text-book of general 
history which would ignore the creation, the fall, the revelation, Abra
ham, Moses, and even Jesus Christ, and the Christian Church ? An 
education which ignores religion altogether would raise a heartless 
and infidel generation of intellectual animals, and prove a curse 
rather than a blessing.

(4) Let the leaders of ecclesiastical denominations unite in some 
general scheme of religious instruction which shall be confined to 
the essentials held in common by all, such as a selection of psalms 
and hymns, the Sermon on the Mount, the Ten Commandments, the 
Lord’s Prayer, and the Apostles’ Creed. But the Roman Catholics 
are not likely ever to agree with the Protestants on any religious for
mula. And the conscience of the Jews must likewise be respected.

(5) Let religious instruction be separately given in appointed hours 
by special teachers chosen for the purpose by the different churches; 
the parents to be free to send their children to the teacher they prefer, 
or to excuse them from attendance. This may be called the German 
plan, which has not yet received sufficient consideration.

(6) The local option plan leaves the whole question with the 
school boards to be decided according to the composition and wants 
of the children. This is the present plan, and is likely to prevail, 
with some modifications and adaptations to the wants of different 
communities. Absolute uniformity seems impracticable and unde
sirable in a country where the States are independent, the population 
heterogeneous, and the public sentiment divided.

Fortunately, religious education is not confined to public-schools, 
which would be meagre indeed, but is supplemented by the family, 
the Sunday-school, and pastoral or catechetical instruction. Even if 
the Roman Catholics should succeed in driving the Bible out of our 
common-schools, it would only stimulate the churches to greater zeal 
in training the young for usefulness in this world and happiness in 
the world to come.
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