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would reject the bifls of hon. tle WOFP%‘
site and addressthémselves with enlmness ang
deliberation to simplify the machinery of the
Act in the manner suggested 1n his own bill,

Mr. Ross concladee his speech amid the
warmest app ause, and it being close upon six
o'clo:k the Speaker lelt the chair. !

Mr. Meredith, when he rose after ten to re-
sume the debate en the Separate School ghies-
tion, was greeted with Joud cheers by his
friends. 1o said that ho proposed to deal wil h
some of the arguments raised by the Minister
in his opening address ou this subject. 'T'he
question was one of as grave import isany III.ﬂL
had ever eugaged Lthe attention of the Hnu::u.
He was pleased that his hon. (riend (Mr. RRos?)
had storted the discussion on Lhis subject, he-
cause the Opposition lLind been ‘q-hurg:-:l wir_h
being demagogues, and with having raised this
question with a view Lo exeiting the prejudices
o’ the people. They weie charged wilh an
offence agaivst the public weal, and with hayv-
ing started the No-Popery cry. He was
glad the how. member had Lot reiterate:l
that charge to-night, beeause e repuadiated
entirely any senience in hig spereches at London
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or elsewhere that was ealeuiated to have that |

effect upon the public mind, He al<o desired
to repudiate the statemenis recenily made by a
Homnn Catholie Archibishon, and after quoting
the reinarks made by Archbishop Cleary at o
chureh serviee about *“the diabolieal HIiit'lI O
hatred” and *“*Satan had raised his weak head,”
ole,, he claimed that they, as public men, had
aright todeal with public guestions without
boing at*acked as they had been. Hvtﬁl rongly
protested against the language of the Acch-
vishop and he protested agninst this method of
eeling a discussion of agreat and [:Ir;:tl pub-
lic question.  The Hon, Minister of Educaiion,
he thought. had not llmrulIHl“f grasped the im-
portance of this question and didt not realise
Lhow tar the peonle of this Provinee were inter-
estexl in it h-.: desired to eall the attention of
the House te what he believed o be
imperative duly—to determine what are
the rights conferred by the B.N. A, Act and
how far Lthe jurisdiction of this legislation
extem s, and he wished them furthor to decide
how iar the IIL‘hI.HUH laken h:a' Lho hil.”!":l!'r_‘.r A
was tenabl>. lle had been found fault wiih
forsaying that ho was of opinion that it was
nnfortunate that Separate Schools existed in
the Provinee of Ontario. le aid not think,
when he made that etatement, that he wonld
be accused of beinr intolerant to the nitnority
in Lthis Provinee. Sarely one had a right to
stato that, and also to change his opinion con-
cerning Lhis or any olthier question aller moure
careiul consideration. e would ask if there
was a member in the House who would not
say that it would be eminently in the welfare
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of the wmain Catheolie children of this
country i they could be cducated side
by side with Protestant  children in
the Common Schools of the country ?

The sreaker, continuing. _
50ty Who, he said, proesied agiinst the s | QTR

ating of Catholies and ol Protestants in the |

schouvls of the countiry. From a Catl@iic

- wriiler tho next extract was ‘aken to Show L hat

in certain cases in seminaries of learni: g thore
was harmony between Protestant and Catho-
lie, the two being educated together, le
held that in Canada, when the rvight of Sepa-
rale Behoo s was given it proceeded only npon
Lhe supposition that when a Homan Catholie
citizen had conscientious obijjection 1o the Pab-
lie School eancation, a coneession was made L0
his serupics and nottoany Church which elain-
vd to represent him, The country should
beware lest that foundation be sapped and the
bagis of the Separate Schools becotie ot hierthan
that. Thoe position of Archbishop Duhamel,
cinimieg the right of stating the eurrienlum,
of seiting the time for varions studies nua ol
selecting schools was then touched on, and My,
Meredith pointed to the coniroversy between
the Archbishop and Mr. Freschetie as to the
posiilon of beparate School 1'rustees. The
Chnrch, he said, held the groound that irom it
rather than (rom the State the Trustees had
Lheir authority, ‘I'he people of Ontario would
never consent to the carrving out of that doe-
irine. lHe quoted from Bishop O'Connor, of
Peterboro', in regard to a controversy between
that prelate and the School ‘Trustees, pointing
out that ithe Bishop contended that he hnd
pericol  authority to  cluose the school
when he considered such a conrse noecessary in
spite of the opposition of the Board, From o
pastoral of Archbishiop Lynch on the ocension
of Lhe election of Hon. Timothy Anglin to the
Separate School Board of To:onto the gpeaker
quoted {o ghow that the Chureh held the elec-
tion of ®chool Trustees to bo a religious atlnir,
in which the Catholics wero instructed not to
disabey their supcriors and pasiors, Sn-
ming up all these views of varions aignitaries
of the Church of Rome., he held that they
proved that in regard to the Separate Schools
the Churchi elaimed that it had been ap-
pointed to supervise and manage the in-
struction of the jyouth of the country,
He desired 1o know if in the Provinee of On-
tario the Protestant majority would aliow that
stateor afliirs to continue, ‘'he member- of
the House were bound Lo consider that (0 eN-
tion in the light of 1ne logislation now sub-
mitted. 'T's the members of the Upposition,
when they drew attention to Lhis, il was said,
“You are bigots, you are intolerant.” "They
were neither, nor was this either a i’rotestant
or No-Popery agitation. He claimed that tl e
tights given the Roman Cai aolic citizeus were
civil richts, aud the Legislature was bound
to  defend them in the exercise of
their riglhits, Continuing, the speaker treat-
ed of the Separale  School Act of
1363, nud said there was not in that Aet any-
thing to jusiify the assumption tiat the Stale
abdiested its functions in regard to those
schools. Tracing the progress of eldveationanl
legislanion from 1541 on ward, he contended that
not until 1855 was there any difforence madeoe
between he management of the Separate and
Public Schools. The Act of 1855 ade afsepar-
alte body of laws dealing with 1he Separate
Schools apart from the Common Schools of the
country. One of the principal features of the
Act of 1853 was 10 bring Separate Schools imore
under the same provisions as governed the
Commen Schools ana to make them subject 10
such regulations as from time to imeo might be
dealt with by the Conucil of Publie Instrne-
tion. He wos surprised that tho Hon, the At-
torney-General had  held that the power
o deal with text-books and
them was not conveyed in

lo regulate
Act,
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rights conferred by that Aect. 1)
be submitted is, Does this prej
any rights enjoyed by theso people? The Hon,
Minister had argued under ihe supposition
that these rights could not be interferod with,

Scparato School laws, He (Mr.
wishod to know who
Lthese conditions prejudicially atfected SDY per-
sons in this Province. Was it not this House ?
Vhere clso? Was it by means of the Church?
Certainly thero was no warrant for that,
and he for one would deny it, The Minis.
ter himself had repudiated this, and had said
that the laws in this respect were not dictated
by the Itoman Catholie Church, No other posi-
tion would be possible or tolerable, The points
to e dcided were :—(1) Was Lherearight given
by the Act of 18677 (2) Was what they weregoing
to do a proposition likely to aifect prejudicially
that righit. As the Minister hnd vointed ont
in his speech at Weolstoer, there wWas a right
of appeal, It seemed to Lim that when any
amendment was vroposed the question was
raised, Does it prejudicially affect any rights
gecured by law? He wished to sny a word or
two on a gnestion, with regard to whicl il
he Kept  silent it might be said he wns
nfrnid 10 speak--that was, the question
of dealing efloctively with the Sepatrate S:hool
Act and wiping it out altogether. }MHe did not
recede one ota from the position cf eonstitu-
Lichal rights,  He concedoed that there WosE no
power Lo wipe out, exceplt by w ehaunge in the
Constitution, bat e desired to say Lhat if the
Lime should ever come when it was decided
Lthat 1t was agains! the interests of the people
of this countrv—that that right was projudicial
—Iit was the right o* this House to make its
views known on this question.  If it was to be
taken by the remarks in this chamber that
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Joepact 1aws govern the oduention of the
young, on condition, however, that not}
shall be enacted prejudicialiy aff c'ing the

16 question 1o
udicially aifect

and yet he had already made u-lmnﬁs in the

was to Jjudge whether
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Lthe position of tho hierarchy Was one on the 'i

Separate Echools question, ther he would BRY

tant the agitation should bo kept up until the »

Act was wiped off the statute bonlk
Dominion, He then valled attention e a:n
other statemient hy Archbishop Clenry, that
any Catholic who would withdraw fiom the
support of Lthe Separate Schojls was a t*nitor,
wnd forfeited Lis righs to the' Jast Sacramont

of tha Chureh,
culied for remedinl
li'.i_‘ Vol the State ta proitect any citiz n in the
enjoyment of his rightsg,

bhere mmust be gome reason for this de ire to
chanue the law. A liveral practical ¢ xample
Wus better than a “real deal ol statement, Ho
desired 1o point out that in Torouto, Hamiltoa,
London and the chief cities of the Province no
notice had been given by the Separate School
supporters of their desire to beconmie so.  Fromn
the City Clerk of S, Thomas he had received
& letter stating that since 1878 i1he owian
Catliolics of that city were entered as sup-
borters of the Separate Schools.  ‘T'hese letters
showed that all over the rovince the practice
of registering itomnn Catholies was indulged
in.  Did the hon, gentleman know that by the
working of the Act not one dollarof the moneys
counltributed bythese ratepayers could beapplied
for the purposes intended ! The hon, gentle-
man objeeted to his bill, but he desired Lo point
out Lthatit was only a re-affirination of the
principle of the Act of 1563, requiring ail per.
sons desirous of supporting Separate Schools
Lo give notice thereof. The hon, gentisman
also objected to the bill as giving the ballot to
Separate School supporiers, It was said Lhas
in 1882 he had obiected to that course, The
hou, gentleman nsualiv did not pav much at.
tention to his ebjections, but ¢alled in his ma-
Jority and votel him down. He desired 1o geo
Lhe proposition discassed on its merits.and not
rejectod beeanse on & previous oceasion he (tho
HIH*;II{L‘I'I had l]l,l}’lu."-"{i It I8 wassald there woro
BO petitions in forthe introducticn of the ballot,
1t sunould be remaoembered that no petitions had
been presented in favor of the creater batlot
Which the Hon, the Attorney-General took
sucn credit for intreauciag, nor for the major-
ILy of the measures brought before the Housoe,
Ihe ballot was a great improvement : nomem-
ber of the House desired 1o return to open voi-
Inz alter atrial of it
Lo Separate Schools? Inthe City of Toronto
lor some yYearsa gallant ilght had been waged
by a minovity in favor of the ballot.and he heid
Lhal It was the duty of the Government to Pro-
tect the citizens in the exercise of their righls,
Continuing,the speaker aealt with the amena.
mentproposcd fromthnt side of the House to pre-
venl members of the Separate School Boards
from sitting ns delegates at the High School
Boards, Now he had no objection to lloman
Catnolies being placed on these Boards, but he
did not desire to sce them thore as tho repre-
sontutives of therreligion to which they be-
longed. It would bLe as reasonable to place
Homan Cathalies upon Township Counciis or
Uity Counecils beeause they failed to be elected,
The reason why HRoman Catholies were not
larely represented on High School Boards was
from other reasons than the intolerance of the
peopic of Ontario. He strongly endorsed the
broposition of the member for Grenville.
As to the contention of the Minister of Jduca-
Lion that the Legislature had no power to deal
Wwith the question of text-books, under the
isritish North America #Act, he would have

of the

Cdesired that the Minister had taken the position

that the Education Department had that night
and lefi the matter to be interfered with by
disallowance or otherwiso, Why did not the
Altorney-General, so zealous in the defence of
Provincial vights, take up this matter? The
”“U-"“i“" ol school i:IHIIUITliI_IH WwWils next Luu;-_"p[l

on, the speaker declaring that there
Wias no reason why the SHSeparate Schools
, 01 the country should not be under

precisely the same position in that matter as
tho PPublie Schools, He wished acain Lo state
his position. Kvery ratepayer should be con-
sidered prima facie a supporter of Publie
Schools, and only by his voluntary act should
¢ becote asupporter of the Soparate Schools.
With rezard to the High School Boards, there
Was no reason for the appointment of any man
by reason of his religion. If a remedy for the
cxisting ditticulty were to be devised it must
be by eomo other mothod than thnt now
in use. It was not in the inter
ests  of the people of this country
Lhat the teachers of Separate Schools should
be subject to other examinations than Lnose
coverning the teachers of the Public Schools,
The sye*am of inspection should be the same as
' \
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Such action as this he thought
legisiation, as it was the
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Why then not extend it |




