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WE remember oiir earliest days of education, some 50 years ago, in what was
then known as "elementary school." We had a headmaster who was a kind but
firm disciplinarian. We would call him today "one of the old school." The dear old
man is still living, and must be some 95 years old. At his school his own. son
and daughter were being educated. Naturally we took for granted that he would
shew a certain amount of what we termed *favouritism" to his own children, and
would not treat them with the same severity and punishment for any wrong-doing
as he did the other children (those were the days of "stick" or "cane!") We would
grant that it was natural that the head should show preferential treatment toward
his own.

But not a bit of it! Indeed, the head seemed to eiT on the other side, for he
exercised discipline upon his son and daughter even more firmly than upon the
rest of us. The standards he set for the school must be maintained and even
exceeded by his own children. He did not expect from other children what he did
not demand from his own.

We see the same attitude from time to time today. We know a businessman
whose son is following his father in the business, but who is treated in the same
way as and has no other privileges than any other emoloyees In the business. We
remember that when our present Queen sent her eldest son Charles, Prince of
Wales to schools in Gordcnstoun and at Treetops in Australia it was on the
understanding that he be subject to the same rigorous treatment as evei*y other
member of the schools.

God sent His Son

In Matthew 21:33-44 we have what we name "The Parable of the Wicked
Husbandmen" told by Jesus to the religious leaders of His time. It is worth our
while to read it. The owner cf a vineyard had left it in charge of his tenants
(husbandmen). Prom time to time he sent servants to collect the fruits of the
ymeyard. But the tenants had been unworthy of their trust and responsibility they
knew that they were not producing the fruit their Lord had a right to expect. So
Uiey ill-treated the servants, the messengers, stoning some and killing others
Pmally the master sent his son, although knowing the fearful peril he would be
in, and the awful consequences that might follow. Yet the Lord did not hesitate
nor the son draw back from visiting his father's estate. On at least two occasions
m tlie past four years the Queen of this country has been thought to be in danger

4.1 certain of her domains. Parliament has been concerned and onlyalter the mcst elaborate preparations and assurances have the governing oowers
allowed the visits to take place —only when the t^ueen's safety could be guaranteed
almost beyond a peradventure. Yet in this parable we read of no special precau
tions bemg taken for the safety of the Lord's son, no preferential treatment bein''
given over the treatment of the Lord's servants.
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