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"authorise the payment to each member o
Board o MI{-u :ppointod for the exami-
nations of cu or measurers of saw logs cut
“upon the lands of the Crown, as rumuuuntln;l

~ fur his services, a sum not exceeding four dnl-

“ lars per day, while actually empioyed as such
- examiner.

'*I * Also, that from and after the 30th of alll:irrili

1889, the patentee, his heirs or nssigns, of nnul

| located or sold under the Free Grants H!‘l:

| Homestead Aect, after the 5th day of Mnbrg .

1580, shall be entitled Lo be paid out of t.hmrl i n-

| solidated Revenue of the Province, on al EO ne

trees cut on such land subsequent to the 30ta
day of April next after the date of the pntull;]t.
and upon which dues have been collected by

the Crown, the sum of 33 cents on ecach l.l'.ﬂ?

feet board measure of saw logs, and $4 on eac

1,000 cubic reet of square or waney timber.

The resolutions passed without discussion.
l THE SEFARATE SCHOOL DEBATE,

. The Attorney-General then rose, amid the
applause of the House,to resume the debate on
the Separate School Biils before the House, Ht}
began by alluding to the extreme delicacy o
the question that was under consideration. It
related to matters on which Roman Catho'ics
and Protestants both felt greatly interested,
and their sympathies did not rurn touzether.
1The members of this House were very largely

ﬂ belonging to one of these two denominations.

In a House of ninety members there were but

eight Htoman Catholics—all the other mnmhur?

were Protestants. It was the more necossary
therefore that, when matters of interest on
which they were divided in this way in their
sympathies cume to be considered, they
should be considered with the grealost poss.- ‘
bie care, in order that the members of lh«ufI

House might not misleada themselves as to the

proper course to take. Now, almost every

specch that had been made from Lhe other side
of the Honse was an appeal to the Protestant

’[ sentiment of the conutry aud to the ulll:l""l]lllllll

Catholic seniiment of the country, ‘T'he hon.

member for London had disclaimed one or two

Lthings, in which he was not followed by other

members on his side of the House. Mr. Mere-

dith had disclaimed any intintion of support-
ing a demand for the abolition of Separate

Schools, but ho was not followed in this by all

his friends on lns own side of thie House nor by

all his followers in the country. My, Meredith
also disclaimed the view urged in this House
by others that it was the part of the Govern-
ment to do nothing that would increase the efli-
ciency of Separate Schools. Onformer occasions |
Mr. Meredith had beon very distinet in ex- |
pressing his opinion that Separate Schools
were entitled to have everything done for them
that would increase Lheir etliciency. le had
said something similar now., But not so with
some of his lullowers. The Government had
been found fault with becauso it had endea- |
vored Lo increase their efliciency. It had been |
contended that nothking should be done in that
direction. DBut whilst on these two points
reterved to Mr. Meredith had acted as ho had
mentioned, he had by no means kept frow
makin:s the same sort of appeal as his friends
in the House and outside were making every
{ aay. Mr, Meredith had read cxtracis from
observations made by various Roman Catholie
papers, in which they cinimed deference and
obedionce Lo their priests and Bishops on the
|lmrl. of the laity, and had insisted that the
hishops sympathised with this. Well, that

Was a matter on which the sentiments of these

Bishops were not the sentiments of the

Protestants on the Government side of the

House any more than they were those of the

Protestants on the Conservalive side of the

ilouse, They related to a matter for Roman

Catholies Lhemselves to consider. It was for

them to decide what amount of obedience they

owed to their priests and Bishops and what
amount of obedience they would show them in
this matter, 'l'lu:ir made no provision whereby
the Bishops could exercise any authority of

Lthis nuture., Inthe eves of tho law no Bishop

or priest had anty more power than a layman,

It was for the Roman Catholies to consider how

far the docirines of their Church required

obedience in such matters 1o their priests and
how far those doctrines were in conformity
wilh theirconduct., Itwas a well-known fact

Lthat nluunl_iunnl matters were pronounced by

" anthorities of the Church of Rome to be

Alers of relicion, as he understood |

H, &5 much as the sacraments .themselves

were, and these pronouncements had been !

made from Lime to time in times past. They
were nol new, There was no new axpression

b{. that Church or Lthe subject made recently.

The view the authorities had Intely been ex.

| pressing they had always maintained, That
was known to be thedogma of the Roman
Catholic Church when the Separate School Act |
was pasased in 1863,
Mr. Meredith—Did they then demand this |

' obedience, and say it wns religious duty?
I'he Auorue:-ljuuuml—'feu. 80 far ns their
!owu People were concerned. In one of my
have shown that it is regarded as
ing as much A religious duty as the sacra.
| Ineuts. We don't nf'mpnlhlm wilh them, and
' we don't take that View; but it is a
: well-knufn fact that it is gas | lm\'uf
gaid. We know all about their doc- |
trines when the Separate School Act was
- passed in the old Provinece of Canada, They
were very well known in 1863, They were very
well known in 1864, when the Quebee resoln-
tions, which are the foundntion of the British
" North America Act, were passed. They were
equally well known when the British North
Atwerica Act itself was passed. They were all

well known then, an did

qugwludﬂﬂ Yocemsly. @ not come to our
Now, continued the Attorney-General. it h d

been siated by hon, gentlemen on the other ui:llu

_ an Catholics sup.-
porting the Government that the aggregate mE-

lority of the Government all over the cou
{l‘huﬁuu. gentleman who had made :ﬂinlggﬁ:
tention (Mr, H, E, Clarke) had put that aggre-
gate ltnuajuritr At five thousand—he (tho At-
torney-General) did not know on what grounds
=and had then asgserted that the number of Ro.
man Catholics who voted for the Gov

Was considerably larger than fiv Nousaad.
But the hon. gontleman l]lﬂﬂ;du ::E?:l;g::

that  whatever vote )

the HKoman Oﬂfoﬂu-“wumejvm e

over Lhe country, and did pot

any particular constituencies, The Govern-

ment had a majority in many eunstity®

encies'without the Roman Catholie vote, an
ply swelled by thay vole;

the Conservatives
proportion of
oast for the Libe Leanee

"

the
o & &l on one sido ; and if thero

agrom gt Thon e it
il iy 3 .id.m. "

hy seriou mt:‘l' :h:tn:m.hl question w“ml
Y S man Catholics ind the Protestants

i have voeSrpected i

all on one l
ﬁhn such union it was becnuse no such .:l;ld“:u 1::

. The Government had
m :fni:'l:ldmnntl to the Separaio gbuol Law

not one that was op
the
- d the approbation of
bru:ll:.rﬂz:l:#'u :: strong as that of the Huung.n{llﬁ
g?d not remember a single objection urg; -
side the House ugainst these amendinge

gentlemen opposite,

until the recent agitation had ﬁﬂﬂ?:-.m?ﬁ
There had been noue, so far as he g ? by
the newspapers, or, so far as lu: l'-llil ﬂ; Y
i gy e i Tyt R Tt e
‘ange _
Ei‘r l.tll:;:ﬁuduuhl anything in uppo!itiur:‘ :lucil;lllg
amondments, So extreme had been e pdamn
of the Government to confine its enac ::ld -
his subject within limits that wo
ol by the Protestants of
oy e Mmrl?lﬁdl.hzgn n!‘:’numlments had been
‘rovinee, '8
it v whire SBprSTe b Litenen
B, A assesial fleciing Itoman
this House cspecially a IELE hnd —_—
Catholics were matters Lha : -
- by everybody at the time, h

gll:ﬂ?‘c':ﬂt;i‘:ﬂrrmy no cause of fubutuntlnl
ditferonce had arisen hutwaﬂp ] ruluul?hts
and Roman Cntholies, One cuuhqquenuﬂl;: 10
groat power of the Government in the , Du-.ﬂi'
::ml of tho great preponderance of the _I rutii.il E
ant supporters of tho Government was hl. ML
serions quescions of difference between them,
in which Protestants would be found ulhnug
side und Roman Catholics on the other, h{; 1::::1
boen brought up in the Logislature, M?} A
not boen by anybody asked to be brought up,
Now, Mr. . £, Clarke had tried to make u;u
that because the Govermment had only--as he
anid—1lve thousand of a uqurtly in 'tlm
entirs vole, and a Iloman Calholic vote
inat was larger than five thousand, there-
 fore the Government was kept in_ power
by the Roman Catholic vole. I3ut lm
the same way it might be urged Elmtr e
eanse the Government had a vote of tive thou-
sand, und a good wnny more ,in thefdenomina-
tion to which Mr, Clarke himself bﬂlunuud-—th'u
| Methodist denomination—therefore the U:!,,-
ernment was kept in power by l.hn;r' Methodist
vote. The sume with regard to the Presbhyterian
vore, Beceause the Government h_u.:l more than
LU0 votes amoung the Presbyterians, arguing
along the lines of the hon, gentleman, it might
be urged that the Government owed its elec.
tion to the Presbytorians. And so with regard
to the Baptists and the Congreual muul.:l:ﬂ. o
also, he believed, with regma to the Gerinun
vore. He believed 5,00) votes wero east for the
Government by the German settlers I'II’H! Ltheir
descendnnts ; and so, according to Mr. Clarke,
they kept the Government In power, 'Hq! the
truth is,” insisted the Attorney-Lenersl, “that
we have the support of all these lh'llull‘.ill:l!it.’n:ﬁ
and of all nationaliiies and nll ¢lnases of peopie
i the L'roy i.lu:"_" (A I':”n"‘“‘.i s

NOW, us 1o the guestin of 1 he rlL"l-l.tiﬂﬂ (‘[
Separale Schools, continued Mr, :h.ll wnl, 1his
ilen bad fouud seme fuver with scioe

fhﬂn. gentlemen opposite, though Lh.'”' had
somelimes been very cautious o their I_ﬂ{"‘l'-
ences Lthereto.  The leader of the Upposiiion
Wis apparently not very clear ou the question,
but thought that perhaps one day, or somoe
day, he might go in for the abolition of Separ-
ate dSchiools should o certain stale of things
arise. Bat Mr, Meredith's followers had no
such hesitation, They wero prepared alrendy,
Now, what di1 the abolitivn of Separate
Schools mean?! Not an absolute abolition of
Separate Schools, because nobody thought that
il the laws on the statute book were repealed
LO-INOrrow >eparate Schools would be aboiish-
ed. They would still continue. Nobody would
suggest their being  interfered with, The
chiange of the law would not involve Lhe
abolition of the Scparate Schools, but would
simply secure the withdrawal of the right of a
Homan Catholic tn be asscssed for whichever
Lol the two schools he wished, and
leave him to be assessed for the
'ublic School to which he did not
eend his children as weoll as for ihe Separate
| School Lo which he did send his chiliren. e
would simply be taxed for both, Now, how
did the case stand in reference to the nbolition
of Separate Schoolst It wes well understood—
nobody disputed the fact—that the Provineiaul
Legislature had not the power to abolish
Separate Schools.  If the Legisiaturo should
pass such an Act, it conld Lo disullowed at
Otluwa, and even if it were not disal.owed nt
OUttawa, it would be invalid, lkven the Do-
minion Parliament had no right under the Con-
stitution to abolish Separate Schools. There
Was  no doubt that these were the actunl facts,
FLe contrary was not to be argued.  ‘Lhe abo-
lition of the Separate  Schools could
only be accompiushed by the Im-
perial Parlinment, wnd it was perfectly
certain that the lmperial Parlinment weuld
| not abolish Separate Schools. It must appear
certain Lo any man scquainted with politics
that there was no chance of inducing the Im-
pertal Parliament o repeal that clause in the
British North America Aet that gunranteed
these schools. What would take place if the
Legislature of Ontario were Lo ask for a changoe
of this Kind ! They would go -betoure the Lin-
perial Parlinment asking for this change in the
Act, and the great Provinee of Quebee would
hp found in opposition to Lthem, And not ouly
would Quebec be opposing them, but they
wouldfhavealso the protest aud o Pposition o1 Lthe
whole of lhu'l‘lunmu Catholie population of the
l@nunmu. e Roman Catholic population of
Cannda amounted  at  the last  census
L0 nearly two millions. the F'rotestants
belng about two and & half millions, All
Lhis lZoman Catholie bopulation would protest
against such a chango in the inw. Anda what
could bo said in favor of such A changet
ihe Imr:rml Parlinment would inquire how it
came nbout that such a provision came to
F‘xiul o tho Act, Well, what wero Lthe facts ¢
I'he Constitution of the Dominion had been
framed with the concurrence of both Upper
and Lower Canada—both Ontario nnd Queber
and ol the other Proviaces who had cuma
part of the Dominion at Confederation, What
were Lhe relative positions of Ontario and
Quebec at this time ¢ Quebee, though with a
smaller population than Untario and with loss
wealth, and without being vossessed of other
advantages that Ontario d. vet it

.

punil had
ime of their o, had
EE:E&;::E :ttb:!th sides of the IHouse o?':'l‘: u:.;
the o0, el Thm;ln ‘:::.pl;f- EI;: ‘of hon.
amendments but had the




