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|3 not [ e evening sitting was negativ-{ .,
'ty of ¢ %

g ouse met at 1115 a.m., and the

ddiLe . led debate upon Mr. Conmes's !Jllf
’:ff;'.rihken up at once. Hon, Mr. Fraser, |
on rising to continue his speech, was greet;
ed with loud applause. He still lu-ukt:-
veak and exhausted, however, tHle thulllF-td
the House, he said, for the Kindness which
it had extended in allowing the debate Lo
gtand over until this lforenoon. It was one
more of the many Kindnesses which h=
had had extended to him, and Zor u'h?uh
he hopad he should always be graterul.
Mr. Fraser proceeded as follows :—
When 1 quit speaking yesterday, he salid,
1 was addressing myself to what | called
the changed features of the situation, 50
far as thies Separate School ballot question
was concerned. 1 was pointing out that
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have cach our own v

Separate S°

alnst the om the clergy in this con
. Mir. White voted ag y ﬂiwg:r;;}i::“ L Csomotimes differad from |

“out in this remark. “"I“
F6use to hear me out 'H L " egard 10

hools. The laity has sometimen |

the Rishops with reference to the manage-
ment of these schools. In what situation

of life in Ontario have differences not |

arisen? We huave all our differcnces uf
opinion in connection with Separate
Schoole. Are there not differenes ol opin-
ion in regerd to Public Schools? as
there been no compiaint about the man-
agement of them? Are there no grievances
alleged against the ublic School Trustees?
Are there no difliculties among the sup-
porters of Public Schools? And so with
regard to the colleges and the universities,
and through all the grades of educational
matters. And are the churches them-
selves free from that particular offence?
There are Jditticulties occesionally in them

whilst at one time and up until the year
18¢C it was possible to say that, so far as
the representation of the religious minori-
1y in this House was ccnecerned, thgre was

lot as applied to Separate Schools, but
gince 1890 that feature had changed. 1 was
saying that in 18%0 my hon, Iriend from
Kent had voted in favor of a proposition
which meant the imposition In a compul-
gory shape of the ballot with reference 1o =
Separate S hools and the election of trus- '
tees, I was peinting out that this sessior
not only the non. member for Kent, but -
the hon. member for North Essex also,
had voted in the same way upon 4 resolu-
tion that the ballot should be mude corm-
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because the clergy are brought into them
to a4 certain #xtent that thereiore Lthe) are
unduly Influencing the conduct of those

—

all. Is there any rcason for saying that |
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but one view of this question of the bal- | ““_h “}TUI{H they have tl.:n deal’ Vh 1‘t i |
' say in reference to the religious minority |

IS this : There s no man amongst them in
favor of Separate Schools—and | say they
ar® all in favor of Separate Scaools—1 say
this without hesitancy—there 8 no man
amongst .'lwm but he expecis that the
clergy of the church wherever Separate
Schools are establizhed should not be
merely passive, merely lookers-on, 11 re-
gard to them. He expects that they
shpuld be guarding, gulding and directing

r pulsory. 1 was saying that this had been t
! follovy 1 by the introduction of the bill
| by the aon. member for West Algoma. He
| favors what may be called an optional
proposition. I was saying also that in ad-
dition to that it was beginning to be well
known that even with the Roman Catnolic
minority there weas a considerable secllon
who.tired by this time of the matter, wuant-
ing to be rid of the irritation and annoyance
and digscussion that was continually going
on, wishing to hear no mcre of reference
to this matter ana to the Separate Scheol
ayvstem, or at all events as little as possible,
had expressed themselves as indifferoent
whether or not the optional ballot was
ziven by the Legislature tor the electlon
of Separate Schuol trustees, All these three
things, 1 attempted to say yesterday, snd
repeat to-day. have, in my view, very laa-
terially changed the situation, so far as it
can be said to affect the opinion of those
who are not Separate School supporters,
and as such have no ‘nterest in them and
ne svmpathy with them, and 1 use that -
cxpression without meaning to say any-
thing at all offencive. 1 say these things
have very materially chi nged the situation
go far as they are concerned, and no douwt
have led to many of them, if not all of
them, forming new opinions as to whether
there should be in any way a baliot ap-
plied to thiz system of Separate School elec-
tiens. In addition, I think 1 inay say 1 i3
regrectable, further, that my hon. [{rienas
frcm RKent and Edsex should have vored
for the compulsory ballot, and perhaps not
less regrettable that my hon, friend from
Alrorma shouki have introduced his bill, 1
viink =o for this reason : There are ten- of
us in the House who form part of the re-|
ligious minority of the Province. Three of
tra: number make ncarly a third of that
repre=sentation. When vou 1ind that in one
ghave or another there is an indication ol
feeling in favor of a change in the system
of election, 1 think it is to be regretted,
because to that extent it would be said to
2wve color and precof to what has heen
often charged against the hierarchy and
clergy ol the Roman Catholic Church,
ramely, that they interfere  with ‘
and uge undue influence n |
reference to the system of electing trus-
tees, and improperly control their elec-
tions, interfering, as the phrase has been
put more than once, with the civil rights
guaranteed to tne minority oy the laws
of the land. 1 do not wish to sav--I zuard
myself carefully against saying-—-that any
one of these three gentlemen would him-
sell declare there is any foundation for
this charge. What 1 point out is tha:
their action would be taken, and would be
gssumed to be, a demand for protection
on their part, and a proof put into the
hands and power of thogse who nad uttered
these things, that there was some founda-
tion for their statements ; and, therefors,
their attitude is to be regretted. It is gaid
by those who advocate this system that
the vote for the election of truste2s should
be muuie secrei, because thereby the Ro-
man Catholic minority would be free from
the unfair influence of the Roman Catho- |
ie clergy in regard to the Separate
Schools. I utterly deny and repudiate,
und I want to be understood as repudiat-
Ing In the strcngest language that it is
Possible to use—I utterly repudiate that at
any time in the history of this Province,
€ven in exceptional cases, has there been
“4ny such undue influence used, or any
Improper conduct on the part of the Ro-
man Catholle clergy or hierarchy, or that
they have done anything other than what |
they might be supposed to do fairly in con-
nection with these schools, in which, if
they are not the actual guardians, they
ure very closely interested. I think I can +
Aappeai o every Roman Catholic In this -
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the schools. Homan Caholles  ex-
pect thelr clergy to do what,
ir there wWere Anglican svhools

established here, the Anglican laity would
expect of their clergy. They expect what
the laity of the Methodist Church would
expect of their clergy under the samc cir-
cumstances, or any other denomination
Il there were denominational schools here
as there are In England., If they were

the congregations of any of these various
bodies they would expect that the vIerg}'i
should not be indifferent to the Ht'huul:-t.l
but should be active in giving their .';ui-\
vice, vigilant in their supervision, watche-

Lf:ll and careful as to the system senerally: |

that they should be, as it were, alwavs
on the watch-towers, not simply lukir-lu
care of the schivols, but guiding and
directjng them ; and whether L |
am right or not gs 10 what may or nm}'l
not _h-' the case iLs tu other H**}h‘ll“.l:i
Schools, 1 know 1 am right In regard to|
nmy sceotion and am saying only what mi
loind:d on absolute fact when | say thel
Roman Catholics of this Province expect

that their l'wj' should take an active |
part with reference® w theee gchools. I

It were otherwise ¢he supporters of theso
schools would be complalring that their
-‘lr'll'l;,"-' were Indifferent and were not so
:1:'1!\'1-‘1.”‘ SO0 vigilant as they should be,
'Ihl'l"'llrrt- there was no reason wuy the
Ereit l'!ut--ﬁl..lll majority of this Province
should make such an oute 'y as€ thev have
done, becayse hLere dand there tllt"b" found
the Roman Catholic nlerarchy 411;.;15:' thelr
Hl:tlj:!v duty in the matter of WOrk they
ougznt to do. These schools are valued by
Us as the minority because our t*hlldl‘ril
Lhiercin are taught the religion of tneir
fathers and mothers. Who bes<t suited o
show that that is properly taugh:? Who
better suited to see that that is properily
guarded, that what is done I« done v.'r*il
and corre«ctly, than the clergy in charge in
the various parishes where the schouls ex-
Ist? And 1 venture to say agaln that {r
the Rcman Catholic clergy instead of do-
ing as they have done were indifferent uli-l
Leglectful, if thev left the echools to shift
for themselves and to take care of thems-
selves, there would be in th:s community
nNO class of the people so quick to charg:
them with a fallure of duty as the minor-
Ity affected. | venture to sayv alsv that {r
any complaint has to be made. if any
Ooffence has (o be taken, or if any repri-
mands have to he m!rninlslertﬂl-lu the
clergy of the minority for their interfer-
ence with the school system, we who form
the Homan Catholic mlnurity will be pre-

pared to take care of ourselves in tahat I‘t.'-'

gard, We have not asked for the protec-
tion of another law to be thrust about LLI‘.':i
to :g.'u;uxl us. When we tind our rights in-
vaded and our privileges denled to us then
you will hear our voices. You will not be
left in any doubt about it at all It is be-
Cause we have nothing in that regard to
complain of, nothing of which 10 make a
matter of reproach against our clergy
that we have remained guiescent: a.mi
perhaps in that respect we have Leen to
sOme extent to blame. For that brings me
0 the comment that the Roman Catholic
minority, the laity, all through this agita-
ticn have been verv quiet. They have not
made themselves heard. They have in a
very indifferent way, if at all, save in the
House here, expressed their opinions as t;
this agitation about the ballot with refer-
ence to Separate School elections, and in
that respect I think they are not wholl

without blame, The apathy thev hwv':
shown, the willingness to allow uﬁwrs to
take their places in the agitation to al-
low the matter to be discussed 'hv the
clergy instead of by the laity theméelves

has, I think, tc scme extent been the uc:h

casion of a misunderstandi
At this point, -

after having again spoken I




