ainst a lloman Catholic because
hﬂqnnt given notice, Was not l:bi:l.l
proof that they had acted fairly and '.:l h‘
manly—that they were acting inan E .
borly and friendly way one toward another
~—that the Protestant majority did not care

wheiher Roman Catholics gave notice or
not, g0 long as they were voluntarily sup-

porting their schools, that was all that they |

concerned themselves about. They did not

ask for the amendment of 1879. Asa mat.

ter of fact, in 99 cases out of 100, probably
in almost all cases, the assessor was a
Protestant, and being a Protestant he knew
who the Pablic School supporters were.
He would ask anybody who knew the
condition of affairs—he would ask the
hon. geuntleman himself—whether the state
of aflairs was not practically that every
Roman Catholie, with very rare exceptions,
was kunown to be a Separate School
supporter in the municipality within which
he rosided,

Mr. Meredith—I have no knowledge ; I
cannot say, .

Mr. Fraser—1 say that this was so in
nearly every case, This was the state of
affairs when this assessment law was passed
in 1879. If they had the samo
regard, Le contended, to the in-
terests of the Roman Catholic body
that they had for interests of the Wesleyan,
the Presbyterian, the Baptist body or the
| Church ot England, they would not attempt
such logislation as this, for they knew it
would not be tolerated Ly the vast masses
affected by it. Mr. Fraser then, at con-
niderable length, quoted from the reports of
Tie Grosk aud The Mail of the dehate in
Commitiee when the Act of 1879 was before
the House. The report read :—

“ Mr. O'Suilivan moved an amendment
to the bill providing that every Roman
Catholic should be deemed ipso  facto
& Separate School supporter, and
that notice in writing should be re-
quired to be’ given by a Roman
Catholic rate-payer before school rtaxes
levied upon his property should be applied

in aid of Public Schools ¥ The report of

his (Mr. Fraser's) speech read :—** He de-
fired that nothing should appear in the
Act which wmight be claimed as unconstitu-
tional. The fundameutsl principle of the
Separate School was that it was permis-
sive.” It was clear that Dr. O'Suilivan
thought that notice was still requisice, and

shat he (Mr. Fraser) did not gay anything |

to the contrary. The report of the debate
proceeded.

“Mr. White was somewhat surpris.
el that the Commissioner of Public
Works should discourage the motion of
the hon, member for Kast Peterborough.
“He was not sure that it required an amend-
ment to the Assessment Act, and if neces.
sary he suggested that the consideration oi
the present bill suoull be posiponed, In
~kuny case he submittod that there wus noth-
‘ug asked for but what was fair and rea-
onable and he believed the House was pre-
pared to grant it.

“Mr. Sinclair said the idea of allowing
any person to support the Separate
Schools if he wished simply " meant
that persons who cared nothing for
the principle would support that school
when the taxes would be lightest. Mr.
Crooks (who was the Minister for Edaca-
tion at the time) said this would elevate the
Scparale School system iuto a rival of the
Public Schools. The British North Ameri.
ca Act provided that existing privileges of
Separate School supportsrs should be  con-
tinued, but this amendment would make
the Separate School compulsory.” The
brincipie of Separate Schouls, Mr. Fraser
coutinued, after reading the above extracts,
whether Urotestant or Catholic, was simply
permissive, and Le WaS net
prepared to go so far as to guarantee any
support to shem. His contention was that
not only should every RKoman Catholie be
regarded us a Separate School supportor,
buc that he should not be regarded as o
Public School supporter unless he guve
{ hotice. He was ouly in faver of an alter-
ation of the law 80 far as the change was
required by public necessity. It was nec.
€Ssary to provide some machinery for dis.
tinguishing letween Roman Catholic
School supporters and Public School

supporters ; und the machinery which was |
provided in the bili introduend by the |

Minister for Education was the simplest
and the most fair. .He denied that there
had ever been a single utterance of his
made which could be construed into a con-

tention that the Separate Schools should be |

compuisory ; and the hon, gentleman must
have misunderstood the position he /Mr,
Fraser) had taken up when he said what he

did in his speech at London. 1f the House
were willing, and there was no objection by
anybody to the provision, that every Ro-
wan Catholic should be compelled to be a

Separate School supporter, he would oppose

..F'

had boeu found mean enough to make . ! ..uy le to the abolitiou of

P rogative  that might __

Separate  Schools. There was
;II:: uthf: bill he would refer I;o--ll‘u.t'
relating to High School Trustees. The
Separate School supporiers were not very
much concerned abous that bill. It was |

never asked for by priest or bishop, Some

of us thought it would be a good thing,
however, to interest them more largely in
the High Schools. If this House were of
oviniou that the privilege given of electing
a High School Trustee as well as a School
Board sbhould not, as yielding to pupular
clamor, cant and hypocrisy, be taken away

' from the Separate Schools no objection

would be raised. At the same timme he

would be greatly disappointed if they
did that, for the House was

hardly likely to take away from the
Separate Schools n privilege that did no-
body any harm. Moreover, wherever there
was a High School in existence every
Roman Catholic must pay taxes in support
of it, and it was thought that the power of |
voting for the High School Trustees would
iuterest the Roman Cathotics more in these
institutions, and the result proved that
they were right. If the Protestaut
majority of this country thought this should
not be coutinued, by all mesns let it be
taken away ; but if the House decided to
do so he did not think it wouid be acting
in the best interests of the country, in the
best interests of the High Schools, or in
the best interests of the cause of
higher education. There was nothing the
Roman Catholies held more dear than the
Separate Schools, and if the Iiouse passed a
law abolishing them there would stiil be
Separate Schools. What, after all, did

they get towards their support ? They got

about $18,000, about 60 ceuts for each pupil
in the Roman Catholic Neparate Schools,
What was that amongst them? His hon,
friend had shown that in this small contri-
bution there was some connection between

- Church aud State because there wasreligious

teaching in  the schools; but if there
was a  violation of the law in
this respect as regurds these schools
there was an equal violution so far.as the
Public Schools were concerned. Undoubt-

edly there was religious teaching given in

the Separate Schoois ; that was the reason

for their existence., If Roman Catholics
did not intend to give their children religi-

ous education they would not jas.. for this
tystem. It was, so far as religion was con-

cerned, 8o far as the great hereafter was

concerned, that they asked for this Saparate
School system. As regurds the connection
between Church and State there was just
a8 much of it in the caseo of the one class of
schools 28 in (he other. He was sur-
prised that the Protestant bodies did
not unite and have a great deal
more religion taught in their Pullic Schools
than there was now, where nobody’s con-
Victions could be in uny way endangered,
He was talking now of the great centres,
where there were Roman Catiolic Schools,
and where the "ablic Schools were attend.
ed by exclusively Protestant children. He
wax surprised that there was not more re—-
ligion tuught in the Public Schools in such
places thun there was to-day. He asked
the pardon of the House for aaving de-

. tained it 80 long. He bad eundeavored to

Put the case on behalf of those for whomn he
epoke as fairly as he could, and he hoped
i doing 5o he had not given offence to uuy
class. He concluaed by expressing ths hope

| that the time Ay never come in the Pro.

vince of Oatario when the people would
be called upon to deal with the question
of the abolition of e Separate Sohools,
His l'IDI.I. friend had put the case before the
public in three or four geveral elections

and he had failed every time, and he (Mer.,

I'raser) woulg venture to predict that he

- testant majority of this country would not

led by hypocrisy and cant, nor allow
the ship of State Y0  pass into the
hauds of any man who was willing to give

- up the opinions and couvictions he had ex-

pressed in former days in order that ke

might gain  possession of the T
Leuches, (Loud cheers, ) e

-,




