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FRENCH SCH OOLS.
SPEECH

DELIVERED BY THE

HON. GEO. W. ROSS
;

IN THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,
APRIL 3rd, 1890,

IN REPLY TO MR. T.D. CRAIG, MEMBER FOR EAST
DURHAM.

The Minister of Education who rose at eleven o'clock amid
hearty applause from his friends, began his reply with the remark
that if the endorsation which the hon. gentleman predicted for

his party were similar in character to that which he had received

from his constituents, it would be quite satisfactory to this

side of the House. (Government cheers.) Mr. Ross then pro-

ceeded to comment upon the importance of the question that had
been thrust upon the House last year and this by his hon. friend.

He had remarked last year, in reply to thie hon. gentleman's stric-

tures, that composed* as we were in Canada, of different races

and of different creeds, we should be careful not to arouse racial

or creed differences which would imperil or disturb the harmony
of feeling that should exist in a young country like Canada. He
had emphasised this view and had endeavored to show that in

the history of Great Britain and the United States, and several

countries of Europe, they had abundant evidence that the way
to build up a national sentiment and to unify a people was to be
kind and tolerant to all races and creeds that recognised a common
Government. He held that view still. It was the view of the
Liberal party. He charged the hon. gentleman, intentionally or
otherwise—he did not know which—with fomenting the race
agitation that was at present disturbing the people of the coun-
try. Such an agitation was- injurious to their well-being, and
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the hon. gentleman's own constituents so fully recognised this

fact that they were not prepared, to send him back to the House
-again. (Cheers.)

RACE ANIMOSITY A CALAMITY.

He repeated that such a condition of things as the hon. gentle-

man would have brought about would be most calamitous to this

young country. Just look at it. Canada was only 23 or 24
years of age, "and one-third of its population was of French ori-

gin. What would be the effect on the million and a quarter of

French people in Quebec, on the thousands of French people in

Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Manitoba, if the impression

went abroad that there was anything like unkindness or unfair-

ness, or any want of magnanimity on the part of Ontario in deal-

ing with the race minority of the Province ? Such a condition

would be most disastrous from a national, and a religious

standpoint. It was impossible to deprecate too strongly the

views expressed by the hon. gentleman and by the press of his

party. It would be most injurious to us as a young people if

the discussions that went on from time to time in this House
should have the effect—as he feared they already had to some
extent—of creating religious and racial animosities. Carlylefcaid

that " History is Philosophy teaching by experience." New let

us briefly review the history of this question.

HISTORY OF FRENCH SCHOOLS.

French schoools were established years ago in Essex, Pres-

cott and RusselL The founder of our school system had to do
with them as we had now. Everybody admitted the prudence

and foresight and statesmanship in educational matters of the

late Dr. Ryerson. Hon. gentlemen opposite were as loud in

their eulogies of him as they were themselves. Did he deal

harshly with them ? Did he attempt to make English the only

language in the schools? He gave them the fullest liberty

as to the language to be used in the schools and as to the

character of the teaching that should be permitted. He need

hardly wait to point out how unfair it was for hon. gentlemen
opposite to direct their attacks against him for what he had
done, without a word of censure ou Dr. Ryerson during the 30
years of his administration and without a word of censure on
the four years' administration of John Sandfield Macdonald. He
would not wait to dilate upon that, but would simply remark
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that one of the best educators of the Continent—a man whose
fame had crossed the seas—a man of eminent ability and fore-

thought had permitted this system to grow up without any
of the restrictions as to teachers, and text-books, and language,

such as he had imposed. Dr. Ryerson had applied the same
rule to German Schools as to French. His expectations were
that the two races, surrounded as they would be by an over-

whelming English majority, would become Anglicised by English

teachers and English institutions, and that in this way a social

revolution would take place, v/ithout any irritation or agitation

whatsoever. Dr. Ryerson was wise in his time. Early in the

history of Waterloo county there were nearly 100 schools in which
German only was taught, and a large number of schools in Pres-

cott and Russell in which French only was taught. The revolu-

tion which Dr. Ryerson desired had been accomplished so far as

German Schools were concerned.

RESULT OF DR. RYRRSON*S POLICY.

When he (Mr. Ross) came to deal with this question he found
there were no German schools in which English was not taught,

and only twenty-seven French schools in which there was no Eng-
lish taught. It was evident, therefore, that by Dr. Ryerson's calm
and peaceable policy the schools were becoming anglicised.

Now, this was true philosophy—it was the teaching of experi-

ence in Canada, and it was the teaching of experience else-

where. Could his hon. friend say that the measure now proposed
to the House would have brought about a better state of things

than the silent growth resulting from social surroundings to which
Dr. Ryerson trusted so much. As a philosopher,—if the hon.

gentleman is a philosopher,—he will admit that the strongest

force in national growth is that which works gradually and lrom '

within. There is a genius of action as well as a genius of waiting,

and the genius of waiting is the rarer gift. Dr. Ryerson had this

genius ; he had the courage to wait and he lived to see a social

revolution brought about without irritation or disaffection just

because he had the courage to trust to the natural effect of the

Anglo-Saxon institutions which surrounded the French and Ger-
man people in Ontario. (Cheers.)

SHIRKING THE RESPONSIBILITY.

His hon. friend was very anxious to impress upon the House
that he did not desire to raise a race cry. Was his hon. friend
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sure that he had not raised a race cry already ? Was he sure that

his speech last year was not irritating and disturbing? (Hear, hear.)

If he read the papers he would find that it was regarded by the

French people as an attack upon their language, and he was sure

the hon. gentleman would regret some day that he had made that

speech and had projected in this country such a disturbing element.

His hon. friend had said that the time given for the study of Eng-
lish in the schools of Prescott and Russell was not sufficient, and
states that six hours a week was the time prescribed by the regu-

lations. The hon. gentleman is quite mistaken as to the time
recommended to be devoted to the study of English. In the in-

structions to the teachers of French schools issued in Sept., 1885,

it was distinctly stated that at least two hours per week should be
given to classes I and II, and four hours per week to dasses III

and IV, or twelve hours per week in all, and that circular was in

the collection of papers he had on the desk in front of him. His
hon. friend in his Bill proposed to allow one hour a day for the

teaching of French. What evidence had the hon. gentleman that

one hour was not too much in some cases and so limited a time
in other cases as to be utterly useless ? Could an arbitrary rule

such as he proposed, be drawn successfully ? He thought not. The
instructions sent out by the Department in October last contained
the only directions that a man with any pretensions to be an
educator would adopt in dealing with this question. They said

in effect that the teachers should be governed by the circumstan-

ces of the school. There might be circumstances under which
half an hour would be sufficient ; but the matter was one that

might very well be left to the trustees. (Cheers.)

Bi-lingual Headers.

There was one other matter to which he wished to refer before

dealing with the Bill of his hon. friend, and that was the policy

of the Government with respect to the Bi-lingual Readers. The
leader of the Opposition in his London speech declared himself

opposed to Bi-lingual Readers on the ground that their use

would tend to perpetuate the French language. His hon. friend

from East Durham, however, had said nothing with refer-

ence to that. The policy of the Government with regard to

the use of Bi-lingual text-books had the highest sanction that a
policy could have. Take for example the case of Wales. It

had long been a grievance there that the children were un-

able to study Welsh in the elementary schools te the extent

desired. The matter was inquired into by a Royal Commission,
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who reported upon the subject last year, recommending the use

of Bi-lingual readers in Wales. That Commission consisted of

many distinguished men—Lord Cross, Lord Harrowby, Lord

Northbrook, Sir John Lubbock, Canon Gregory, Canon Smith,

Cardinal Manning, the Bishop of London, Dr. Dale, and others.

In the code adopted by the Education Department in 1889, Bi-

lingual readers were recommended for Wekh schools. He had
therefore the sanction of the British Royal Commission for his

policy and also the sanction of the Education Department of

Great Britain.

POLICY IN GREAT BRITAIN.

The Scotch code of 1888 allows one shilling extra to be paid for

every pupil in the elementary Reader who is partly taught

by Gaelic teachers, and further, it allows Gaelic to be taught

during the ordinary school hours either by the regular teachers

or any person specially employed for the purpose. The code also

provides for an examination of teachers in Gaelic reading,

translation and composition.

The Commissioners on National Education in Ireland have
authorised for the use of Irish schools a series of Bi-lingual

Readers. From the annual report of 1888-9 of the Society for

the Preservation of the Irish Language, it appears Irish was
taught in 41 schools. Teachers are also subjected in certain cases

to an examination in Irish-Gaelic, and an extra allowance is

made by the Government for the pupils who pass a satisfactory

examination in Irish. It will be seen, therefore, that the British

Government, which has had some experience in forming a
national character, so far from prohibiting the use of Welsh,
Gaelic or Irish, rather encourages the study of these languages

;

and there was no complaint made, so far as he knew, because
public funds were employed for this purpose. Surely the honor-
able gentleman is loyal enough to admit that the example of

Great Britain is a reasonably safe example to follow.

POLICY IN THE UNITED STATES.

Then what do we gather from the United States ? In order
that there might be no doubt as to the policy of the Americans
on this vexed question, he communicated with Mr. W. T. Harris,
Chief of the Bureau of Education at Washington, from whose
letter under date of February 8th, with the permission of the
House, he would make a few quotations :
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Department of the Interior,

Bureau oy Education, Washington, D. Q. t

February 8, 1890.

Hon. George W. Boss, Minister of Education, Toronto, Canada

:

My Dear Sir,—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your lette

of the 29th ult., in which you request to be furnished a " statement show-
ing the various States of the Union in which any other language (and what)
than English is allowed by the law of the State or by usage to be taught in

any of the elementary schools."

To enable me to answer respecting State laws, I have caused an examina-
tion to be made, and find that there is no legal provision, either prohibitive
or permissive, of foreign languages in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis-
sissippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New York, North
Carolina, Oregon, Rhode Island, and Vermont.
The law expressly requires that the schools be taught in the English

language in California, Colorado, Indiana, and Kansas.
Several States have special provisions, viz. :

Indiana.—German shall be introduced as a course of study in any schools

where the parents of 25 or more pupils demand it.

Kentucky.—In any district where one-third of the pupils are children of

other than English-speaking parents, their respective languages may be added
to the course of study.

Maryland.—Where there is a considerable German population, school com-
missioners may cause German to be taught.

Ohio.—The School Board of any district shall cause the German language
to be taught when a demand is made in writing by 75 resident freeholders

representing 40 pupils.

With your permission I will add here the substance of a letter which I

wrote on January 3rd to Mr. H. E. Clark, a member of your Legislature, in

reference to permitting instruction in a foreign language in the Public

Schools. I said :

" It is a subject on which I have decided convictions and much experi-

ence. It is the question of assimilating in the best manner a foreign element
found in the community, either as the remnant of a once conquered people,

like your Canadian French, or the residuum of a wave of immigration like

the German population in our Northwestern States.
11 1 am decidedly in favor of a plan that has proved equal to the emer-

gency in our Northwest. I inaugurated it in St. Louis, Mo. I gave instruc-

tion in the writing and speaking in the German language one lesson a day to

all German pupils and to all Anglo-American pupils who desired to learn

German. This provision was carried out in all schools where there were

enough pupils to warrant the appointment of a teacher for a half or for a

whole day. (By the word ' school,' as technically understood by us, is

meant an organization under on6 head teacher assisted by from one to thirty

assistant teachers, and having from one hundred to fifteen hundred pupils or

more.) The result in St. Louis was to bring all German children into the

Public Schools, and to break up entirely the private schools which had ex-

isted before. M*ny Anglo-American children availed themselves of the

opportunity to learn German. A great advantage was found in this in the
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fact that the feeling of caste was rapidly obliterated by the mutual respect

engendered among the pupils by earnest efforts to learn each the other's

native language.****** * * * #

u I have no question that this is a policy that would have the same resolta

in the French province in Canada. Teach them good Parisian French, and

at the same time require them to learn the majority of their lessons in Eng-

lish, and the results would be soon to have an entire population of English-

speaking people.
" Very respectfully, your obedient servant,

" W. T. Harris, Gommissionei'."

This is the experience of one of the best educators in the-

United States and who was selected by President Harrison for

the highest educational position in the gift in the Government.

THE GEBMAN LANGUAGE.

On the same subject, Dr. Peaslee, late superintendent of Public

Schools in Cincinnati in answer to the objection that the study
of German should not be allowed, says :

" But," it is said, "this is America, and therefore, the English language
only should be taught in the Public Schools ; teaching the German language
tends to make our citizens less patriotic, less American." " Are," 1 ask, "Gen-
Carl Schurz, Gen. Frank Sigel, and the tens of thousands of other Germans
who fought in the Union Army, in the last war, any less true American cit-

izens, any less patriotic, because they were educated in the German tongue ?

Are our German fellow-citizens any less patriotic than the English whose
mother tongue is that of our country, are the Germans in their native coun-
try, are the Germans in their native land any less devoted to the institutions

of Germany, because the French language is taught in thousands of their

schools 1 " No one, I think, would answer these questions in the affirma-

tive. And until they can be so answered it is idle to say, that a knowledge
of, or the teaching of German or any other foreign language, is adverse to
patriotism. The truth is, that our German fellow-citizens are noted for
their attachment to the free institutions of America, and are among our most
patriotic citizens, as a class much more so than the English.

"

THE FRENCH LANGUAGE.

Even French is permitted a place in the United States. The
Legislature of Louisiana at its session in 1 888 provided by Act
No. 81,

"that the elementary branches may be taught in the French language In
those parishes in the State or localities in said parishes where the French
language predominates, if no additional expense is incurred."

Will the hon. gentleman contend that these American States
are entirely wrong in their educational policy ? He will surely
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admit that the Americans are a progressive and far seeing people
and that in the last hundred years they have made gigantic

strides as a nation. How did they assimilate the millions of Ger-
man, French and Italian immigrants that settled within their

borders during the present century? Was it by arbitrary legis-

lation such as is advocated in certain quarters in this Province,

or did they trust to the assimilating powers of the dominant race ?

(Cheers.)

POLICY IN EASTERN PROVINCES.

Then we have the example of other Provinces of the Domin-
ion:—In New Brunswick the Bi-lingual Readers, which we
have just authorised are used by 287 schools ; in Nova Scotia

by 73, and in P. E. I. by 33, and their use is recommended by some
of the most prominent educationists in Manitoba. With such
weighty precedents he (Mr. Ross) could not be far astray in re-

commending the introduction of the Bi-lingual Readers into the 98
schooLs in Ontario where the French language is spoken. Then,
what is the situation in the Protestant English schools of Mont-
real ? There the French language is compulsory in every form.

On the 9th Sept, 1889, E. W, Arthy, Sec. of the Protestant Board
^

of Commissioners, wrote him as follows :

—

" The study of French is compulsory in every Department of the Protes-
j

<( tant Public Schools of Montreal, except the preparatory classes of the
11 Common Schools, which consist of infants 6 and 7 years old—who attend \

"half the day only. No French is taught in these classes, but in all higher I

" classes French is taught and the study is compulsory. n

What an example of tolerance and good sense is here presented V
to the hon. gentleman. The Protestant minority living in the

midst of a French and Catholic community have such perfect

confidence in the English language that they are not afraid of

its being displaced even if their children do acquire a thorough

mastery of French. (Cheers.)

ACTION BY EDUCATION DEPARTMENT.

It became his duty as soon as he took office to ask the House
to consolidate the School Act and Regulations, and in dealing

with the latter he proposed that English should be taught in

every school in Ontario. The words of the regulations are as fol-

lows :

—

"The programme of studies herein provided shall be followed by the

teacher as far as the circumstances of his school permit. Any modifications
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-deemed neceseary should be made only with the concurrence of the inspector

and trustees. In French and German Schools the authorized Readers should

be used in addition to any text books in either of the languages aforesaid."

His hon. friend had said so many censorious things that one

would have thought he had been living upon sour grapes during

his absence last summer from Canada. He had nothing but
bitter words for the government, the Attorney- General, and for

himself (Mr. Ross). He was not magnanimous enough to spend
one moment in paying him a single compliment for making Eng-
lish compulsory in all the schools o£ Ontario. Why this want of

generosity ; surely it cannot be necessary for purely party pur-

poses to be ungenerous towards an opponent! What is the hon.

gentleman to gain by declining to recognize what the country
knows to be the case, what every member of this House knows
to be the fact, that he (Mr. Ross) was the first to make the study

of English in every school the unmistakable policy of the Educa-
tion Department. In the face of such conduct on the part of

the hon. gentleman, he must not be surprised if he is told he is

not the exponent of a broad policy, but is the representative of

partizanship and intolerance in its most contemptible form. The
hon. gentleman says that the regulations of the Education De-
partment are inoperative, are -disregarded and would be disre-

garded in the future. What justification has he for the state-

ment ? Does not the correspondence before the House show that
the number of schools in which English was not taught is steadily

decreasing since 1885, the date of the regulations ? that while in

1887 there were 27 departments in which no English was taught,
in 1888 there were only 6, and in 1889 English was taught in
every school. What did the Commissioners say on this point ?

After having visited every school in which French was taught in
Frescott and Russell, they say :

—

I. That some English is taught in every school.
II. That the Ontario Readers have been introduced into every school.
III. That the pupils are usually well supplied with English reading books.
IV. That in at least twelve schools the work done in English is much be-

yc nd the amount prescribed.
V. That in 24 schools more time is given to English than that prescribed

in the circular; in 6 the time prescribed is given, and in 28 less than the time
prescribed is given.

VI. That in very few schools has sufficient attention been given to collo-
quial exercises.

MISTATEMENT CORRECTED.

The hon. gentleman argues on the assumption that he (Mr.
Ross) had said that every pupil was learning English and learn-
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ing it thoroughly. He never made such a statement. He was
aware that English was not taught to every pupil. He was not

aware nor had he assumed that English was well taught in every

instance. The words he used on that occasion were :—

" It is not to be assumed that English is as well taught in the schools of

Eastern Ontario as in some of the older counties. Due allowance must be
made for local conditions in considering a matter of this kind. In fact, in a
Province extending over an area so great, no fair comparison can be made,
at least between counties remote from each other. There are poor schools

even in the older counties; there are poor schools in the northern parts of

the counties of Frontenac, Hastings, Haliburton, Ac, &c, and to say that

some of the schools in Prescott and Russell are in a backward condition is

merely to assert what perhaps may be said of many schools in the county of

York, or Middlesex, or Oxford/'

It had become the practice of hon. gentlemen on the opposite

side of the House to quote very largely from newspapers. There
were a great many reports last year as to the condition of the

schools in Prescott and Russell. They had reports from the Mail
and the Telegram, and there was some uncertainty as to the true

condition of affairs, and he felt it was desirable, in the face of
so many conflicting statements, that he should know authorita-

tively how matters stood. The hon. gentleman said they were
compelled to appoint a Commission to inquire into the condition

of the Prescott and Russell schools. The hon. gentleman never
made a greater mistake. They were compelled by their sense of

duty, by their desire to ascertain the truth, just as they had ap-
pointed Commissioners to inquire into other matters. They were
anxious that there should be no doubt as to the true facts in the

case and the Commission was appointed accordingly.

HIGH CHARACTER OF COMMISSION.

The Commission consisted of Rev. Prof. Reynar, of Victoria

College ; the Rev. D. D. McLeod, of Barrie, and Mr. J. J. Tilley,

men of the highest standing in their various walks in life—and
men who could not be approached with a view to influencing

their judgment and he ventured to say they had not prepared a
partial or onesided report. The hon. gentleman says—reiterat-
ing a statement made by the Leader of the Opposition in his Lon-
don speech,—thit the Commissioners were very anxious to shield

the Minister of Education.

What right has the hon. gentleman to impugn the character of

these Commissioners ? Two of them are leading men in their

respective denominations, one a Methodist and one a Presbyterian.
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They were selected because of their experience, education and
their high standing as citizens. Because they did their duty,

because their report contained the facts as they found them and
because these facts did not serve the purpose of the hon. gentle-

tleman, he is unkind enough to intimate that they were partial

and unfair and tried to shield the Minister of Education. The
opinion which he seems to have formed of their report is at vari-

ance with the one formed by competent judges elsewhere. For
instance

:

The Canadian Baptist said "This evidently impartial report, while it does
not perhaps add largely to the information already possessed by those who
have followed up the discussion in the Legislature and in the press, will be
of great service as giving, in concise form, a reliable basis for inference and
action. Most unprejudiced persons will, we think, agree that the recom-
mendations of the commission are eminently judicious. They include about
all the action that seems necessary and desirable.

"

The Canadian Presbyterian said, *' As was to be expected from men of

their character and standing, they did their work with diligence, thorough-

ness and impartiality. Their report has just been issued and it is strictly

correot to say that it is untinged by political coloring. Tne report is valu-

able because it presents a clear and unbiassed statement of the actual state of

affairs in these schools dominated, as they largely are, by French Roman
Catholic influences ; it will also, doubtless, lead to the adoption of the cor-

rections necessary to preserve the integrity and usefulness of the Public
School system in Ontario.

"

The Presbyterian Peview said, " With the report we are much pleased. It

is full, carelully prepared and clear. The Commissioners have done their

work well, and we are happy to agree to the recommendations they make."
The Christian Guardian said, " As far as we can judge, the Commissioners

have done their work with great thoroughness and fairness."

The Toronto Mail said, ** On the whole the Commissioners appear to
44 have done their work thoroughly and conscientiously."
The Cttawa Citizen (Tory) said, "It was hinted in some quarters that the

1
' report of the Commissioners appointed by the Ontario Department of Ed-

^ :

ucation to investigate the condition of the Public Schools of the Province
<*in counties where the French-Canadian population is numerous would
<* prove a whitewashing one, and that the object aimed at would not be
<* attained; but a careful examination of the report, briefly summarized
«* in yesterday's Citizen, Bhows that the Commissioners performed the duty
* * assigned to them in a most careful and thorough manner.

"

The hon. gentleman claimed that a Conservative should have
been on the Commission. Why ? Did the hon. gentleman serious-
ly contend that the truth was only to be obtained from Conserva-
tives? (Hear, hear.)

FRENCH AND GERMAN SCHOOLS.

The hon. gentleman brought him to task for having said in his
speech in Toronto last June, that the German schools were pre-
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cisely in the same condition as the French schools, and in answer Uy
this invention of his own brain, he quotes from the report of

the Commissioners to show that there was no similarity in

the condition of the two schools. What led him to this con-

clusion no one could tell. The words used by him (Mr. Ross)

on that occasion were

—

"I come next to consider that most disturbing of all questions—French
" and German schools—and I bracket these two because every objection
11 that applies to one applies to the other. From an Anglo-Saxon stand-
4

' point they are both foreign languages, and national characteristics have
" very little to do with the question."

He was then discussing the French and German schools from a

racial standpoint. He argued that if French was a foreign lan-

guage so was German, ana that Anglo-Saxonizing was as much a

necessity in the one case as the other. He was discussing the

question whether under certain circumstances it was not desir-

able and proper that French should be used as a language of in-

struction in addition to English, so as to teach the French chil-

dren English through French, just as German children would be

taught English through German. From a national standpoint

they were in the same position. It was natural that the French
child who learned French should be taught English through the

medium of that language, just as a German or Gaelic child

should be taught English through the instrumentality of his

native language.

MR. CRAIG'S PLAGIARISM.

He came now particularly to the Bill introduced by the hon.

gentleman, and first he would mention that every clause in it

which is of any value was stolen from the regulations of the

Education Department, and those that were not so stolen were

worse than useless. By the first section of his Bill he declares

that English shall be the language of every Public and Separate

School in this Province. Where did he get this section'? As
everybody knows, he got this from the Regulations ot August,

1885, amplified by the Regulations of the 10th of February last

as follows :

—

" (13) It shall be the duty of the teacher to conduct every exercise and

recitation from the text-books prescribed for Public Schools, in the English

lagnuage, and all communication between teacher and pupil in regard to

matters of discipline and in the management of the school shall be in

English, except so far as this is impracticable by reason of the pupil not

understanding English. Recitations in French or German may be conducted

in the language of the text-book."
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By sec. 3 of his bill he provides that no teacher is to be employed

or permitted to teach unless he is capable of speaking the Eng-
lis hlanguage. Another case of petty larceny, as the following

Regulation of the Education Department passed in 1885 provided

for an examination in English and covers the same ground.

155. In addition to the examination conducted in the French or the Ger-

man language, every candidate for a teacher's certificate shall be required to

pass such examinations in English grammar and in translation from French
or German into English, as may be prescribed by the Board of Examiners.

By sec. 4 of his bill the teacher may use any language under-

stood by the pupils in imparting instruction in all cases where
the pupils do not understand English. This section was also

stolen from the Regulations of the Department, and is strangely

at variance with the statement made by the hon. gentleman last

year.

On the 9th of March, 1889, as reported by the Empire, he
(Mr. Craig) said :

—

11 He had shown that the situation was a very serious one. Were they wil-

" ling to have two languages in this Province? In the Public Schools of

"Ontario, if such were not the desire of the people, the English language
u only should be taught." ***** "He did not wish to speak a
11 word against the French language, but as this was essentially an English
" speaking Province, they could only have one language in their Public
" Schools. That was the great proposition which he wished to lay down."

What has become of the great proposition laid down by the hon.
gentleman last year ? It.has vanished into thin air.

By sec. 6, the teacher who violated the provisions of the hon.
gentleman's bill, should it become law, is to be dismissed appar-
ently without judge or jury. This clause was not stolen from the
regulations of the Department. By sec. 7 the use of French is to
be allowed for one hour per day until Parliament enacts other-
wise. So we are going to postpone the great panacea of the hon.
gentleman for making us a united people until Parliament gets
ready. Why such procrastination. By sec. 8 the privilege ofusing
the French language in the instruction ofpupils who know no Eng-
lish is to be withdrawn absolutely, in case the provisions of the
hon. gentleman's bill are wilfully violated. If a teacher violated
this section the children would be deprived of instruction in
French altogether, and consequently would not be taught at all.

He would visit upon the heads of the children, not the sins of
their fathers—that would be according to Scripture—but the sins
of the Board of Trustees. Such a measure could not be passed
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through any legislative body anywhere, not even in Japan. (Ap-
plause.) One serious omission in the bill, in spite of all the stolen
sections it contained, was that it made no provision for the
training of teachers in English. This omission he regarded as
fundamental. The Commissioners strongly recommended the
establishment of a training school for French teachers. How
were we to introduce English into the schools, except through the
medium of teachers qualified to use it properly in the school-

room ?

BILL MUST BE REJECTED.

He asked the House to reject the second reading of the
Bill, and in so doing he hoped that the last had been heard
of this question. If they were going to keep before their

minds the purpose of those who founded Confederation, it

would not do to have the public agitated by discussions

that fostered a cleavage between French and English. The
French had been as loyal to Canada as any other portion of the
population. They had defended it against attack from within
and without, and we had a right to respect their language and
even their prejudices, for were they not our own kith and kin I

If they would build up here a great nation they must look be-

yond the narrow horizon of a school section, or of a few counties,

or even beyond the horizon of the Dominion itself, and the further

they looked the more they found the policy of the Government
sustained by the great countries of the world. It was that policy

which had helped to make England the mistress of the seas,

which had enabled Switzerland for centuries to maintain herself

in her Alpine retreat, and which had helped Germany and Austria,

in spite of internal strife and conflicts with other nations, to be-

come two of the great Powers of Europe. Such a policy, too.

would help to build up a great nation in Ontario and in Canada.
(Applause.)

Mr. Meredith replied to the Minister of Education and was
followed by the Attorney-General :

—

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL

The Attorney-General, on rising shortly before two o'clock, was greeted

with loud cheers. He said that at that late hour it would not be becoming
on his part to occupy the attention of the House very long, nor did the
speech of his hon. friend, heated although it was and excited, and impas-
sioned as its delivery no doubt was, contain much that required an answer.

It was absurd for the leader of the Opposition to say that the Government
did not desire the French population to learn English. If his hon. friend
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really seriously meant any such statement as that he must be pretty nearly

approaching absolute idiocy. (Cheers and laughter.) His hon. friend was
not in that position—he knew very well how the matter really was, but he
thought just now it was in the interest of his party to represent things as

being different to what they were. The Government were as anxious as he
was to see their French fellow-subjects speak the English language; but the

difficulty was how to bring about that result. The plan propose d by his hon.

friend was a very bad one, and if carried into effect, not more English would
be learned, but less. The Government wanted English to be learned by the

French portion of the population, but they wanted them also to be friends.

Nothing could be gained by proscribing the French language in the schools,

but a great deal was to be gained if they recognised to a certain extent the

use of that language in the schools. The French population contributed to

the support of the schools, and the object sought could be secured a thous-

and times more effectually by respecting their prej udices, by respecting their

love for their language, by respecting their desire that their children should

be taught their own tongue, than by adopting a coercive policy. (Cheers.)

He wanted the French children to learn their language, to study their lan-

guage, to read books in their language, and he wanted them all to study the

language and literature of England. His hon. friend had said that he could

not imagine what the policy of the Government was, and challenged him (the

Attorney General) to tell him their policy. The hon. gentleman could be
very obtuse when he wanted to be obtuse. The Minister of Education had
already appealed to the " Instructions for Teachers " for the purpose of show -

ing what their policy was. The member for London had read those instruc-

tions, and after reading them it v\ as absurd for him to pretend that he did
not know what the policy of the Government was. The hon. the Attorney-
General then went through the instructions seriatim as regards the use of

French in the schools and the directions for the teaching of English, point-
ing out that the French children were not to study French only but to study
English also. The policy of the Government was to have English taught in

the schools, and to adopt the best methods of teaching it and the best
methods of educationists elsewhere had been adopted. There no doubt was
in some counties a scarcity of teachers qualified to teach English, and the
Government wanted to remove that state of things as speedily as possible.
The Government recognised the necessity for doing something, and were
taking steps to provide teachers where that scarcity existed. The Govern-
ment were anxious to have children thoroughly trained in English, and with
that object in view they were adopting the methods that experience had
proved to be the best. The object aimed at could never be accomplished by
exhibiting a spirit of hostility tc the French population—certainly not by
proscribing the use of French in the schools. The Attorney-General quoted
from correspondence previously used by him in his recent speech at Wood-
stock to show that Dr. Ryerson and the whole Council of Public Instruc-
tion had regarded the use of French in the French Schools in the East much
as they regarded the use of English in the English Public Schools, and
showed how this condition had gradually changed until the recent regula-
tions of the Education Department had been issued, by which English was
to be thoroughly taught and teachers thoroughly trained in English in every
school in those counties. (Loud applause.)

Mr. Evanturel.

It was nearly half-past two o'clock when the Attorney-General ceased
speaking. Mr. Evanturel rose for a moment and expressed his regret that
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£he lateness of the hour precluded his continuing the debate, and correcting

the numerous inaccuracies which, he said, the speeches of Mr. Meredith and
Mr* Craig contained. He felt bound, however, to point out to the hon, gen-

tlemen that this "syllabaire," which he and Mr. Craig had condemned so

vehemently on account of its alleged Roman Catholic teaching and prayers,

did not contain one single Roman Catholic prayer or doctrine. If the hon.

gentlemen had been able to read French they would have seen this, and the

fact that such a circumstance had escaped the attention of two Toronto Uni-

versity graduates who had examined the little volume lowered his estimate

»f the Provincial University by fifty per cent. He would have been happy
to translate the whole contents of the volume for the benefit of the House if

the hour had been earlier. (Cheers.)
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MEMORANDUM.

Since the delivery of Mr. Ross' speech the Empire has publish-

ed what appears to be an official report of what Mr. Craig said

in the debate on French Schools. In order that all matters

in dispute might be fully covered, the following supplemen-

tary observations are appended. Mr. Craig made a special effort to

fasten upon Mr. Ross the charge of misrepresentation if not falsi-

fication in connection with the French Schools. The first state-

ment made by Mr. Ross in his speech last year which Mr. Craig

challenged was as follows :

He (Mr. Ross) denied that the schools of Eastern Ontario were inferior is

the sense described by the member for East Durham. The reports of the in-

spectors go to show that these schools are doing excellent work, even Frenek
pupils beating English pupils at departmental examinations. The member few

East Durham should have informed himself on the condition of the schools

of Eastern Ontario before making a charge that they were not in an efficienl

condition.

In L'Orignal English is taught, and there could not be any complaint witi.

respect to the teaching of English in the schools in the extreme eastern pari

of the province.

Answer,

The information on which this statement was based is contain-

ed in Mr. Summerby's report (Sessional Paper, No. 48, 1887) and
is as follows

:

To give you an idea of the character of work done in English, in some of

our French Schools^ I may here draw your attention to the fact that I men-
tioned to you when*I was in Toronto last month. Four pupils from one o£

these schools passed the Entrance examination to the High School during the
year 1886, one in July and three in December. All four of these pupiLi
speak and write both languages ; two of them are the children of French
speaking parents ; two of them English-speaking parents, and one of them
is but eleven years of age. One of the French pupils made a perfect paper in

dictation, spelling every word correctly and beating all the English-speaking
pupils.*

In the western part of the inspectorate there are no High Schools, and ad
vanced work must be done in the Public Schools, or pupils wishing to gc
forward in their studies have to leave home to attend school. Some of oar
pupils attend High Schools in adjoining counties, and as in some of these
schools medals and scholarships are awarded pupils taking the highest marks
at the Entrance examination, we have thus a means of comparing our work
with that done in neighboring counties. Several times of late years our pu-
pils have taken gold and silver medals at the Kemptville High School, and
they have also taken scholarships at Ottawa Collegiate Institute.
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In some of our Public Schools pupils are prepared for the teachers' exam-
inations. During the past two years several have passed district examina-
tions ; three the *third class examination, and one the second class exam-
ination. The second class candidate was but fourteen years of age and had
passed the third class examination the previous year.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

(Signed) W. J. SUMMERBY.

44 School Inspector's Office,

" January 4th, 1888.

Sir,—At the beginning of last year I asked my assistant, Mr. Dufort, to pay
special attention to this subject (English) when making his inspectoral visits.

The result is that we have reduced the number of purely French departments
from twenty-seven to six, and I hope to be able to report, at the end of the
present term, that these six have fallen into line. At last summer's exami-
nation for teachers for our French schools, all candidates totally ignorant of

English were rejected. I do not wish it to be thought that I am satisfied

with our present^ attainments in this respect. As I have said in previous
reports, our weak point is a staff of teachers having an imperfect acquain-

tance with the English tongue. But I think we are going forward as rapidly

as can be expected under the circumstances.***** * *

" Yours truly,

44 W. J. SUMMERBY.

" Russell, 23rd February, 1889.

" Dear Sir,—Last year I had to report that we had six schools in which
English was not taught. Mr. Dufort has made a verbal repoat to me that

these six fell into line during 1888, so that we can now say that English is

taught in every Public School in the counties.
4 4 Yours truly,

" W. J. SUMMERBY.

44 Curran, 25th February, 1889.

n Sir,—Last year according as I made my first visits I insisted on all the

teachers that they had to teach English, and also explained to trustees and
parents the necessity of having it taught. The result is that I now have the

pleasure of stating that English is taught in all the schools more or less.
44 Your obedient servant,

44 O. DUFORT,
4 'Assistant I. P. S.

The statements of the Inspectors were confirmed by the Com-
missioners, as the following extracts will show

:

44
1. That some English is taught in every school.

44
II. That the Ontario Readers have been introduced into every school.

4 * III. That the pupils are usually well supplied with English reading books.
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44 There can be no question as to the fact that in all the French schools in

the several counties visited, notwithstanding pai ticular cases of backwardness
or inefficiency, an effort is being made to impart a knowledge of the English

language ; and not only so, but this work is receiving a larger amount of

attention at present than in former years. There are some of these schools

in which English has been well taught for many years, so that they are prac-

tically English schools. There are also some, as will be seen from the sta-

tistical statement forming part of this report, in which the English language

is largely used in the work of the school. This is the case more particularly

in the counties of Essex and Kent."

Unauthorized Text Books.

Mr. Craig states that Mr. Ross denies that unauthorized books
were used in the schools in Eastern Ontario. Mr. Ross never

made such a denial, on the contrary, as reported in the Mail, he
made the following admission :

—

"There was a certain violation of the Regulations of the Department in the

French Schools in Eastern Ontario in that they used French text-books not
authorized but books authorized for mixed schools in Quebec. He had ob-

tained in the French language those used in the Maritime Provinces and had
sent them to the Central Committee for report. The prospect was, therefore,

that in a short time they would have French text-books as undenominational
as were the books used in the Pnblic Schools."

From beginning to end the reports of the speech show that

what Mr. Ross said was true and is true, and that nothing has

been disclosed by the Commissioners, or by any other evidence

submitted so far, to show that his statements were inaccurate.

REGULATIONS OF THE EDUCATION DEPART-
MENT,

RESPECTING FRENCH AND GERMAN SCHOOLS.

Approved, February 10th, 1890.

(1) In school sections where the French or German language prevails, the
trustees, with the approval of the Inspector, may, in addition to the course
of study prescribed for Public Schools, require instruction to be given in
reading, grammar and composition to such pupils as are directed by their
parents or guardians to study either of these languages, and in a)l such cases
the authorized text-books in French or German shall be used.
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(2) It shall be the duty of the teacher to conduct every exercise and recita.

tion from the text books prescribed for Public Schools, in the English
language, and all communications between teacher and pupil in regard to

matters of discipline and in the management of the school shall be in Eng-
lish, except so far as this is impracticable by reason of the pupil not under-
standing English. Recitations in

j
French or German may be conducted in

the language of the text-book.

(3) It shall be the duty of the inspector to examine carefully in English
every pupil according to the course of studies prescribed for Public Schools

;

but he shall be at liberty to use his own discretion as to what explanations
he will give in any other language that appears to be better known by the
pupiL The standard of efficiency recognized in Public Schools where the
English language only is taught shall be the standard for French and Ger-
man schools, reasonable allowance being made for pupils whose mother tongue
is French or German. The Inspector shall report at once to the Education
Department any school in which the regulations respecting the study and
use of English :ire disregarded by the teacher or trustees.

(4) In counties where there is a scarcity of teachers qualified to teach Eng-
lish, the Board of Examiners for the county, with the approval of the Edu-
cation Department, may establish a Model School for the special training of

French or German teachers. Such schools shall hold two sessions each year,

and shall, in addition to the ordinary professional course required for County
Model Schools, give a full literary course in English in all the subjects pre-

scribed for Third Class Teachers' Certificates, or for District Certificates, as

the Board may direct. The final examination for certificates to teach, shall

be conducted in the English language. There shall also be a final examin-
ation in the French or German language, in reading, grammar and composi-

tion. Boards of Examiners shall possess all the powers with respect to such

rchools as they now possess with respect to County Model Schools. The
Regulations governing the inspection of County Model Schools by the

County and Departmental Inspector shall apply to these schools.

(5) Emblems of a denominational charaoter shall not be exhibited in a

public school during regular school hours.
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THE

PREMIER'S ADDRESS
TO HIS CONSTITUENTS

ON THE

QUESTIONS OF THE DAY,

JVL^-^T 31s-b, 18QO.

To the Electors of the North Riding of Oxford

:

Gentlemen,—I accepted gratefully my nomination by the

Reform party of North Oxford to represent for another term
the banner Reform constituency of the Province. I was glad to

receive this fresh evidence that the interest of the electors is as

strong as ever in Reform principles, and in the Reform party, and
in myself as for the time its leader in Provincial affairs. I have
now had the honour of representing you for eighteen continuous
years, a much longer period than any of your former members,
resident or non-resident. During all these years I have had none
of the usual influences to help me which I should have had if I

had been a resident of the riding. The bond between us has
been our common love for the Reform cause, and our common
views on public questions. Having been so long your represen-
tative, and having now been elected by acclamation for another
term, for which I thank you all, I take this opportunity of

saying that, should I live out this term, and remain in public
life, I should be glad in the Parliament which follows to welcome
as member for North Oxford in the Legislative Assembly, in
place of myself, one of the many resident Reformers who have
been active supporters of the good cause, and have the qualifica-

tions which the position requires. A selection may be difficult,
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there being so many to choose from, but before the time comes
public opinion may settle on some one of them whom all will

rejoice to support. Though in the last years of my public life

I may represent another constituency, I shall never forget what
I owe to North Oxford.

You are aware that during the whole of the present contest I

have been prevented from taking an active part at public meet-
ings by reason of a cold which I caught some weeks after the
close of the last session of the Legislature, and which has left

me with a hoarseness that for the time makes public speaking
impossible for me, though otherwise my health has never been
better. Though you have no election work in North Oxford, yet
some of you are assisting elsewhere, and all of you are interested

in the principal questions discussed. I wish to state to the elec-

tors of the Province in some form some of the things which I

should have said at public meetings if I had been able ; and I

know no fitter way of doing this now than in this letter of

thanks to my own esteemed constituents.

THE REFORM RECORD.

I have the satisfaction of knowing that after eighteen years of

office, the Reform Government has the increased confidence of the

great body of Reformers throughout the Province, and has to a
large extent the approval of Conservatives also, many of whom
have heretofore voted for the Reform candidates for the Provin-

cial Legislature, though they vote the Conservative ticket at the

Dominion elections. It is gratifying thus to know that the great

body of our friends are satisfied, or more than satisfied, with our
record of useful legislation, of prudent, economical, effective and
honest administration, and of successful maintenance of important
Provincial rights ; that they appreciate the danger to the country

of our places being taken by the lieutenants and party allies and
dependents of Sir John Macdonald and the Dominion Govern-

ment ; and are more zealous than ever to avert that calamity.

THE SECTARIAN CRY.

In the absence of any legitimate political capital, an attempt

was made by our opponents in 1883 to detach from us Roman
Catholic votes by the cry that we were not fair to Roman Catho-

lics—that my Protestant colleagues and myself were too bigoted

Protestants to be fair to Roman Catholics—and that Mr. Mere-
dith and his party were their true friends. The pro-Popery

policy of 1883 was afterwards abandoned because it did not bring
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to our opponents votes enough to give them office ; and the cry-

in 1886 was, and the cry in 1890 is, that the reverse of all this is

the truth ; that for the eighteen years that the Reform party has

had predominance in Provincial politics we have been too favor-

able to Roman Catholics ; that in fact we have "truckled to the

Roman Catholic Hierarchy" ; that we have allowed them to have
a " controlling influence " with us ; and that Roman Catholics,

though only one-sixth of the population, govern everything. All

these allegations are false—as false as the cry of 1883 was ; and
it is satisfactory to know that the great body of our Protestant

supporters know them to be false. They know me to be a true

Protestant now, as I have been all my life ; they know that I love

the faith of my fathers, the faith in which I was educated, and
which, as years have rolled on, I have learned more and more to

love. They know that I am too much attached to my Church to

be unfaithful to its teachings, for the sake of any temporary party

advantage which my unfaithfulness might give me with another
Church. So the great body of Protestant Reformers every-

where take no stock in the pretence that our political oppo-
nents are truer Protestants than my Protestant colleagues and our
Protestant supporters are, or are more reliable as defenders of the

Protestant faith. Protestant Reformers in general keep in mind,
too, that, while there are among my present opponents some sincere

but mistaken men, there are among them many others who, as far

as known, never took any interest in Protestantism, or in religion,

until they thought they could make a political party use of their

pretended zeal.

There are Roman Catholic Reformers as well as Protestant

Reformers; and, as we have had the support of Protestant
Reformers, we have had the support of Roman Catholic Reform-
ers also, and we have their support still, because they believe and
know that, Protestant as I am, I regard it as a duty to be fair, in

legislation and in the administration of public affairs, to Romam
Catholics as well as to Protestants, and that I have always
endeavoured to be so according to my light and powers and
opportunities ; that it has been my desire, and my effort, to show
that an earnest and fair-minded Protestant Premier may, without
unfaithfulness to Protestants or Protestantism, be so fair to

Roman Catholics that thinking persons of that faith may justly
give to him their confidence. 1 do not want to remain Premier of

Ontario any longer than I am able to be fair in both legislation

and government to our people of every creed, every class and
every race.

But the present religious cry, though it has not misled the great
mass of Reformers, has misfed some here and there ; and the
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special efforts of our opponents are employed in keeping up the
delusion of these, and in endeavoring to increase their number

;

and this purpose they prosecute by most irreligious methods.
While pretending to be greatly interested in religious truth,

they support their efforts by falsehoods deliberately concocted
and circulated in the interest of their party. Intelligent

electors know that men who act thus cannot be depended upon
for the defence of any form of religion, or any religious institu-

tion, Protestant or Catholic.

I venture to say that any Protestant Reformers who have felt

disposed to leave their party by reason of anything which has
been said in regard to Separate Schools, or to the alleged influ-

ence with us of the Roman Catholic Hierarchy, have for the

time omitted to look, as all should look, at the whole field of

Provincial politics. They have overlooked all questions except
the new questions dwelt upon by our opponents. They have
failed for the moment to keep in mind that a change of Govern-
ment involves a great deal more than a change of policy on the

particular class of questions now agitated; that the change
involves all other matters of legislation and Governmental action

as well. These other matters, as compared with the questions

relating to Separate Schools and kindred subjects, are in number
as 100 to one, and perhaps as 1,000 to one.

I affirm that our position as to Separate Schools, whether view-

ed from a Protestant standpoint or a Catholic standpoint, or any
other, is the right position for the Government to have taken, and
for the Protestant people of Ontario to support the Government
in taking, and that any contrary view is the result of misappre-

hensions and misrepresentations ; that the practical importance of

certain matters at issue between us and our opponents has been
enormously exaggerated ; and that, giving all matters their due
proportionate weight, there is no reason whatever for the most
sensitive Protestant Reformer to weaken in his attachment to his

own political party.

Apart from the Separate School questions, Reformers who have
kept themselves informed in regard to public affairs do not con-

sider it a matter of indifference whether the Reform party or its

opponents should rule in Provincial affairs. On the contrary,

they regard as a great public calamity such an event as the Re-

form party having to give way in Provincial affairs to their op-

ponents.

NOT A DIFFERENT PARTY.

There are many reasons for this view. Reformers and others

do not think it in the interest of the Province that the control of
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Provincial affairs should pass from the Reform Government to

the lieutenants, party allies and dependents of the present Do-
minion Government. Let no one doubt that that is the relation

of Mr. Meredith and his associates to the Dominion party which
is in power, though occasionally or in some places some of them
have the extraordinary hardihood to claim to be another and dif-

ferent party. They are not a different party ; they are the same
party; they still boast of Sir John as their Chief; they support

his candidates at Dominion elections ; the Dominion Government
and party support Mr. Meredith and his associates at Provincial

elections ; these claim the support of Conservatives as such ; and
publicly insist that all Conservatives supporting Sir John
should support Mr. Meredith also. The Empire, Sir John Mac-
donald's special organ, and all other partyjournals of the Dominion
Government, support Mr. Meredith with as much ardor and zeal as

they support the Dominion Government. In fact, the party of

Mr. Meredith would be nowhere without the strength which it

derives from being recognized as the same party which rules in

the Dominion. Mr. Meredith and the newspapers in his interest

pretend sometimes to object to the action of the Provincial Gov-
ernment where that of the Dominion Government in a correspond-
ing matter is the same ; but they have never opposed or ob-

jected to the action by the Dominion Government ; and it has
long been a notorious fact that, whenever the Dominion and Pro-
vincial Governments have been at issue on a question of Provin-
cial rights, our opponents have always either taken actively the
side of the Dominion, or endeavored otherwise to justify to the
people of Ontario the course of the Dominion.

Sir John cannot go for a Protestant cry in Dominion elections,

but he is willing that a Protestant cry should be used at these
Provincial elections as the only chance of his Lieutenant getting
into power in the Province.

The great body of Reformers see all this, and they are not de-

ceived by the pretence that Mr. Meredith is politically any better

than Sir John.

THE GOVERNMENT'S DEFENCE OF ONTARIO.

Then there are other considerations to which the great body
of the people are alive. They know that the Ontario Government
has had matters to deal with which were of the greatest import-
ance to the Province, and in which the Dominion Government
was opposed to the Province

; that we have in every instance
successfully maintained the rights of the Province ; that other im-
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portant questions are now pending between the Dominion and

the Province ; and that new questions of importance must be ex-

pected to arise from time to time hereafter.

Thus, it was the settled policy of the Dominion Government

that Ontario should not be permitted to have the recently dis-

puted territory ; that we should be compelled to give it up to the

Dominion law or no law ; and measures were taken to accom-

plish that object through Manitoba. The party newspapers of the

Province in the interest of Mr. Meredith and Sir John Mac-

donald denounced us as virtually guilty of almost all the

crimes in the calendar for holding on to the possession of the ter-

ritory which the Province claimed.
i

So, it was the policy of the Dominion Government to claim

that 'though every other Province was recognised as owner of the

Crown lands, similarly situated as regards title to the lands in the

disputed territory, yet Ontario should not be allowed to own one

acre of such lands, or one stick of the timber, or one pound ot the

minerals, even if the territory should be held to be within its

boundaries. The territory embraced half the Province, is rich inj

minerals, contains extensive forests of valuable timber and in-

cludes much land suitable for agricultural purposes. I have nc

doubt it is capable when developed of supporting, and is destined

to contain, a population of millions ;
this may not be its popu-

lation in my time; we are preparing for generations that are to

follow us If the Ontario Government had been in the hands ot

the same party as the Dominion, this immense territory with its

timber and minerals and lands, would in all probability have been

lost to our Province.

So with most of the Provincial Legislative rights which we

have successfully maintained against the policy of the Dominion.

The role of Mr. Meredith, in reference to questions ot legisla-

tive jurisdiction, is to make light of them. As he makes light ot

them now, he would not, if in power, deem them important

enough to be maintained against the Dominion. But our people

do not think light of them, or deem them .not worth notice
;
the}

prefer to be ruled, as far as practicable, by themselves throurf

their own representatives; they are loyal to the Dominion with

in its sphere ; they do not desire that sphere to be enlarged b
:

encroachments on Provincial Legislative authority.

Let no one suppose that other important questions will not b

constantly arising. At this moment we are endeavoringjtc
»

sett,

accounts with the Dominion, and the policy of the Domimo

Government is to insist, for the relief of the Dominion, on certai

unjust claims which in the interest of Ontario we dispute, an

which involve many hundred thousands of dollars. For the *T<
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vince to have a Provincial Government in close party alliance

with the present Government at Ottawa, is for the Province to

give up every right or claim which may be in opposition to any

policy adopted, for party purposes or otherwise, by the Dominion

Government.

In view of such facts and considerations as these, the great

body of Reformers and of our other supporters perceive the im-

portance to Ontario that its Government should not be in party

alliance with any Dominion Government which in the supposed

interest of the Dominion has an anti-Provincial policy, or as re-

gards certain matters an anti-Ontario policy.

PROVINCIAL LEGISLATION.

There are still other reasons which give us the continued con-

fidence of the great body of the Reformers of the Province. They
know that during the last eighteen years we have been active and
somewhat successful legislators ; that we have availed ourselves

of every branch of Legislative jurisdiction which under our sys-

tem a Province has, to promote the well-being in all directions of

all classes of the people.

Observers know that, amongst our measures of legislation, there

have been Acts for enlarging the electorate from time to time, as

public opinion was prepared for the enlargement ; Acts giving to

the Province the ballot, first at Provincial elections, and after-

wards at municipal and certain school elections; important Acts

for improving or perfecting our municipal and educational sys-

tems ; important Acts for the benefit of farmers, one of the

most important classes of the Canadian people, and for whose
special benefit we have provided a Minister of Agriculture, that

no interest affecting agriculture should be overlooked ; important
Acts for the benefit in various ways of mechanics and wage-
earners—Acts respecting employers' liability, railway accidents,

liens, etc.; Acts respecting the public health, which, as adminis-
tered, have already saved hundreds of lives ; Acts for reforming
and simplifying the administration of justice ; Acts for improving
the laws of property ; and Acts for improving the laws on every
other subject -within Provincial jurisdiction.

They know that during my Premiership we have twice had our
whole Statute Law revised and consolidated under the personal

supervision of members of the Government, with the assistance

and approval of judges of the land and others, experts in the ad-
ministration of statute law or the preparation of statutes. One

,
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revision was in 1877, and one in 1887. On the occasion of each
Revision, the whole system of Provincial Statute law was made as

easy of consultation as in the nature of the case was practicable.

All know that we have done this with an economy of which no
example elsewhere has hitherto been discovered. The Dominion
Government has consolidated the Dominion statutes but once dur-
ing this period, viz., in 1886 ; and the work was no greater than the
first of our two revisions, but it cost much more. I am not sure

but it cost more than both of our revisions together.

As regards

MATTERS OF ADMINISTRATION,

all Reformers and many others give us just credit for being hon-

est in the administration of public affairs ; and they know that

honesty of this kind is by no means universal in all provinces,

states or countries.

They know that we have employed usefully and beneficially

the revenues of the Province, and that that cannot be said of all

Governments or Legislatures.

They know that we have executed with economy and due re-

gard to the public interest the public works of the Province, and
have observed like economy and care in all other objects of ex-

penditure with which we have had to do ; and they know that

these things cannot be said of all Governments.
They know that our institutions relating to Agriculture, to the

Public Health, our institutions for the insane and the blind, and
the deaf mutes, have been managed with an efficiency which has

from time to time been observed and remarked on by experts from
other countries who have visited these institutions ; they know
that this efficient management has been effected with an economy
which has no known parallel anywhere ; they know that the Ad-
ministration of Justice, also belonging to our jurisdiction, has

been carried on with a vigor and an energy defying attack.

They know that whatever matters of administration admits of

just comparison with like matters elsewhere, the comparison

is never against Ontario, and is generally very greatly in its

favor. They know that wherever the comparison can be made
with Dominion action, the contrast in favor of our Province is

very striking. An illustration of this is in sales of timber limits.

TIMBER POLICIES CONTRASTED.

The Opposition pretend that no sale of timber limits should

take place until after that particular sale has been submitted to

th3 Legislature and approved. That has never been the rule in



this Province or elsewhere, before our time or since, and has never

been the law or practice in the Dominion. Legislation long before

our time assigned to the Government of the day the duty of de-

termining when sales of timber limits should be made ; and Domin-

ion legislation is to the same effect. Our sales are made as the

progress of settlements and the danger of fires require, and as, in

connection with these considerations, the condition cf the market

appears favorable to sales. It is not pretended that the On-

tario Government has omitted any means of getting the best

prices, or that the prices obtained were less than at the time might

have been got. The fact is that, on the contrary, the sums ob-

tained at the first sale under a Reform Government, that of 1872,

Mr. Blake being then Premier, were larger than any one except

the then Commissioner of Crown Lands anticipated. The Hon.

Mr. MacDougall, at that time a prominent member of the Opposi-

tion, took the ground that the sums obtained were excessive, and

that the sales wouM in his opinion be set aside for that reason by
the courts. The subsequent sales were in my time, and were not

less successful. In order to obtain the best prices, the Govern-

ment advertises intended sales in the same manner as a private

proprietor would in order to make the most of his property, and
the sales are made to the highest bidders, whether they are poli-

tical friends or political opponents. On the other hand, Dominion
sales of timber limits are, as a rule, private sales, and are not ad-

vertised beforehand to invite competition. What is the practical

result ?

DOMINION SALES.

Take the case of the Indian reserve called the White Fish Re-
serve. This reserve was one of the limits sold by the Province

in 1872. It was not then known to be an Indian reserve, and
was supposed to belong to the Province. The price obtained was
$9,000, or about $100 a square mile. The country was at that

time wild ; there were no railways of which advantage could be

taken, and the limit was in consequence difficult of access. The
Dominion Government afterwards discovered that the limit was
an Indian reserve, and, in 1885, they resold it privately and
secretly, without advertising, without communication with us, and
without our knowledge. The limit had increased in value since

1872, the C. P. R. having been constructed through the limit, the
country opened up, good facilities created for getting in sup-

plies and getting out the logs and timber ; and there had been
no depreciation in any other respect. With all these reasons

for an increased price in 1885, what did the Dominion Government
accept from their friend who purchased ? Not only not an increased



price, but, on the contrary, not one-tenth of what our sale of 1872
had produced, in fact not much more than one-thirtieth ; the sum
of $316 was accepted instead of the $9,000 which we had got 13
years before ; or $3.50 a mile instead of our $100 a mile. The pur-
chaser shortly afterwards sold his interest for $15,000, which, or

more, the poor Indians ought to have got. In a short time after-

wards theie was a re-sale at a still larger sum.
Then again, take the case of Hunter's Island. This island was

in the disputed territory, and contained a large quantity of most
valuable timber. Long after the award had been made deciding

the island to be within our boundaries, and while the Dominion
Government was, notwithstanding, disputing with us as to the title,

that Government undertook, without any communication with us

and without advertising, to sell this limit to a number of persons

without exacting any bonus whatever. The purchasers immedi-
ately put the limit into the market at $600,000, and would have
got that sum from Chicago purchasers, but fortunately for them-
selves the intending purchasers discovered in time that the

Ontario Government claimed the island, and they therefore de-

clined to pay.

Take again the scandalous purchase by Mr. Rykert which has

recently been ventilated. That gentleman got at private sale

without any bonus a limit for which he and his partner in the

transaction almost immediately afterwards received $200,000.

These are but illustrations of the different methods pursued by

on the one hand the Reform Government of Ontario, and by on

the other hand Mr. Meredith's party where they have had the

power.

I have now mentioned some of many reasons why the great

tody of Reformers are of opinion that the present Ontario

Government should be sustained, and why it would be a calamity

if the Opposition should be successful.

ATTEMPTS TO EXCITE PROTESTANTS.

Hopeless of success otherwise, the Opposition are endeavoring

to take advantage against the Ontario Government of the agita-

tion which the Jesuit Estates Act of Quebec excited among the

Protestant population of the two Provinces ; and for this purpose

they have added to their platform some pretences by which they

hope to divert to themselves votes of ardent Protestants who do

not survey the whole field of Provincial politics, and whom our

opponents persuade to look merely at some questions in which
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Roman Catholics are specially concerned, and to look at these

unfairly.

It is an obvious fact, that there is and must always be a strong

antagonism between Protestant churches and the Church of Rome.
Though all recognise the Divine mission of the Saviour of man-
kind, the God-man, and hold some other important truths in

common, there are at the same time between other doctrines of the

Protestant churches and those of the Church of Rome fundamental
differences—differences recognised by both to be of the gravest

moment ; and it is natural that the discussion of important dif-

ferences in a matter so momentous as religion should create

excitement. Taking advantage of the disturbed state of Protest-

ant sentiment in consequence of the recent measures of the Legis-

lature of Quebec, they now pretend to find great wrong to Protest-

antism and to the Roman Catholic laity in enactments of the

Ontario Parliament, passed unanimously many years ago, viz., in

1877 and 1879. In connection with this pretence, they go about
asserting that the Ontario Government is under the controlling

influence of the Romish Hierarchy ; that we have made a bargain

with the Hierarchy for the support of themselves and their people

on condition of our doing their will ; and that it was through that

influence that the Separate School enactments of 1877 and 1879,

and the less important ones of subsequent years, were passed.

Now, what ground is there for these charges ? It is not religion

for any Protestant to believe them if they are not true ; on the

contrary it is irreligion ; it is not sound Protestantism ; it is the
reverse of sound Protestantism. Every Protestant Reformer who
believes these charges is believing what is not true. He is allow-

ing himself and his Protestant principles and sensibilities to be
used by his old opponents for their party purposes, to the detri-

ment of the country, and of the political principles which
Reformers hold dear.

I understand that one reason much pressed by our opponents
to make Reformers believe in our subserviency to the Church of

Rome is, that they expect us to have a pretty solid Roman Catho-
lic vote on the 5th of June. The argument is that there must be
some bargain in the interest of the hierarchy, or there would not
be so solid a vote of their people. I should like to believe that
we are to have their solid vote, for the more votes we get the
better ; but as a matter of fact I hear of Conservative Roman
Catholics in almost every constituency who are supporting-
Mr. Meredith's candidates, and I am told that in some con-
stituencies the number is considerable. Is it not a wonder that
any Roman Catholics vote for Conservative candidates in a contest
in which the chief capital of the Conservative party consists in



attacks on the Roman Catholic clergy, on the Roman Catholic

schools, and on the Roman Catholic religion ? These attacks may
naturally have led Roman Catholics to unite to a larger extent
than ever before against the party which has adopted this policy

;

but there has been no bargain on our part for this support. So far as

it comes to us, it comes from the spontaneous action of the Roman
Catholic laity and clergy (so far as the clergy take an interest in

it), and is the natural outcome of the hostile attacks on Roman
Catholics and their institutions. If any intelligent man cannot
see this, and believes, notwithstanding my denial and the absence
of all other evidence, that the only and proper explanation is an
anti-Protestant bargain on our part with the hierarchy, lean only
wonder at him. I am afraid that to reason with him would be

in vain.

AT THE ELECTIONS OF 1886

the grand proof of Roman Catholic influence was the Scripture
• Selections, recommended (and partly prepared) by Protestant

. clergymen for use in Public Schools. This supposed proof is now
abandoned. Until a few months ago another proof was the

exercise of the public patronage, it being asserted that Roman
Catholics got an undue share. This alleged proot also has now
been abandoned. The aggregate value of the offices which Roman
Catholics hold, as compared with that of offices held by Protest-

ants, is less than the proportion which the Roman Catholic popu-
lation bears to the Protestant ; and such additional facts as there

being of the forty-three sheriffs of the Province but two Roman
Catholics, and of the sixty-one registrars but six Roman Catholics,

made the pretence too absurd for further use.

THE SEPARATE SCHOOL AMENDMENTS.

With respect to the enactments of 1877 and 1879, and the sub-

sequent ones, respecting Separate Schools, the opposition are in

the extraordinary position, which probably no party ever were in

before, that the facts on which they have principally to rely for

political capital took place, years before, with their own concur-

rence, and with the concurrence of all parties in the Legislature

and the country, and were not objected to until years afterwards.

Again, while the enactments referred to are now relied on as

proofs of our " truckling to the Roman Hierarchy," yet there is

not pretended to be the slightest evidence that any of these enact-

ments were even suggested to us by the Roman Hierarchy or

Romish clergy, in case that were important. I myself do not

know th at any one of them originated in that way, and some of



them, I know, did not. But whoever suggested them, they were
enactments of such a character that they passed the House unan-

imously, and were not objected to at the time outside the House
from any quarter, clerical or lay. I have mentioned in some of

my published speeches that the Hon. George Brown, the cham-
pion of Protestantism, was alive when the principal enactments

now attacked were introduced, and he saw no objection to them.

Rev. Dr. Ryerson, for so many years Chief Superintendent of

Education, was alive also, and saw no objection. Not only was «

no objection seen at the time, but none occurred to anybody until

the Opposition began to hunt for capital to aid in the no-Popery
cry which they got up for the elections of 1886. Under these cir-

cumstances, the great body of Protestant Reformers, and of our

other Protestant supporters, justly regard it as the height of ab-

surdity to say that such enactments manifest subserviency to the

Romish Hierarchy on the part of the Ontario Government.
It is alleged that the enactments of 1876 repealed the provision

of law previously in force requiring a written notice on the part

of a Roman Catholic ratepayer in order to the appropriation of

his school tax to a Separate School. The practical importance of

requiring the notice is much exaggerated, and much hypocritical

indignation is expressed on account of the falsely alleged repeal.

To the statement, when first made, we had the answer that, not
only had we never repealed the original provision as to this notice,

but that the Ontario Legislature had actually re-enacted it three

times in consolidated Statutes, two of these times being after the

alleged repeal. The High Court has affirmed our construction as

to the continued obligation of the notice, and our Act of last ses-

sion has placed the matter beyond possible doubt on the part of

any intelligent man exercising his own judgment.
What does that Act say ? The following are the sections which

bear on this subject :

—

1. The clerk of every municipality shall forthwith after the Municipal

passing of this Act enter in a convenient index book, and in cler
^ j|

to k®eP

alphabetical order, the name of every person who has given to
JjJe jJ Jj^

him or any former clerk of the municipality notice in writing
that such person is a Roman Catholic and a supporter of a Sep-
arate School in or contiguous to the municipality, as provided
by the 40th section of the Separate Schools Act, or by previous
Acts respecting Separate Schools ; the clerk shall also enter op-
posite to the name, and in a column for this purpose, the date
on which the notice was received, and in a third column oppo-
site the name any notice by such person of withdrawal from
supporting a Separate School, as provided by the 47th section of

the said Act, or by any such other Act as aforesaid, with the
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Assessor is to
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whether he is
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from Public
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date of such withdrawal ; or any disallowance of the notice by
the Court of Revision or county judge, with the date of such
disallowance. The index book may be in the form set out in

the schedule to this Act, and shall be open to inspection by
ratepayers.

Second. The clerk shall enter in the same book, and in the
proper alphabetical place therein, all such notices hereafter from
time to time received by the clerk.

Third. It shall be the duty of the clerk to file and carefully

preserve all such notices which have been heretofore received
or shall hereafter be received.

2. In the case of a municipality in which there are support-
ers of a Roman Catholic Separate School therein or contiguous
thereto, there shall be printed in conspicuous characters or
written across or on the assessor's notice to every ratepayer,

provided for by the 47th section of the Assessment Act and set

forth in schedule B to the said Act, in addition to the proper
entry heretofore required to be made in the column respecting

the school tax, the following words "You are assessed as a Sepa-
rate School supporter," or u You are assessed as a Public School
supporter," as the case may be ; or these words may be added
to the notice of the ratepayer set forth in the said schedule.

3. Where the list required by the first section of this Act is

prepared, the assessor is to be guided thereby in ascertaining

who have given the notices which are by law necessary in order
to entitle supporters of Roman Catholic Separate Schools to

exemption from the Public School tax.

4. The statement made under the second sub-section of the
48th section of the Separate Schools Act, the 120th section of

the Public Schools Act, or the 14th sub-section of the Assess-

ment Act, means, and has always meant, a statement made to

the assessor on behalf of the ratepayer or by his authority, and
not otherwise.

5. In case of its appearing to the Municipal Council of any
municipality after the final revision of the assessment roll that

through some mistake or inadvertence any ratepayers have
been placed in the wrong school tax column, either as support-

ers of Separate Schools or supporters of Public Schools, it shall

be competent for the Municipal Council after due inquiry and
notice to correct such errors if such Council sees fit, by direct-

ing the amount of the tax of such ratepayers to be paid to the
proper school board. But it shall not be competent for the

Council to reverse the decision of the Court of Revision or the

County Court judge as to any ratepayer.

Second. In case of such action by a Municipal Council the

ratepayer shall be liable for the same amount of school tax aa

if he had in the first instance been entered on the roll properly.

mr. Meredith's bill respecting separate school supporters.

A pretence of undue influence of the Roman Catholic Hierarchy-

is contended to be made out by the rejection of the Opposition

School Bills at the last session of the Legislature. I believe

that the great body of Protestant Reformers and supporters



of the Government approve of the rejection. For the sake of

any who have by misapprehensions or misrepresentations been

led to take a different view, let me examine what took place.

The Opposition had four bills, which the House rejected ; two of

of them were in charge of Mr. Meredith himself; another was

in charge of Mr. French ; and the fourth was in charge of Mr.

Creighton. One of Mr. Meredith's bills was entitled, An Act

respecting Separate School supporters. It had this recital

:

Whereas every ratepayer ought to be by law prima facie a Public School

supporter, and no one should be rated as a Roman Catholic Separate School

supporter unless he, by his own voluntary act, declares his intention to be a

supporter of Separate Schools in accordance with the provisions of the law.

And the first clause was this :

—

Notwithstanding the provisions of any Act or law to the contrary, no person

otherwise liable for Public School rates shall be exempt from the payment
thereof, or be liable for the payment of rates in support of a Roman Catholic

Separate School, unless he shall have given the notice provided for by sec-

tion 40 of the Separate Schools Act.

These parts of the bill assumed, for party purposes and con-

trary to the fact and to the finding of the High Court, that the

notice originally required needed another re-enactment and
otherwise was not obligatory, that the law therefore needed
amendment in order to make the notice necessary. These parts

of the bill were therefore inadmissible as well as unnecessary.

Another clause of the bill if adopted would have made a change,

namely, the second clause, which proposed to enact as follows :

—

It shall be the duty of the clerk of the municipality in preparing the col-

lector's roll thereof to place in the column of Public School rates the rates

of every ratepayer who shall not have given the said notice, so as, according
to the provisions of the said section and of this Act, to entitle him to exemp-
tion from Public School rates for the year for which such collector's roll is

being made up, but any error of the clerk in making up his roll shall not be
conclusive on any ratepayer who shall be erroneously rated or entered therein,

nor shall the assessment roll be any evidence as to whether such ratepayer is

a supporter of the Public Schools or of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools.

Now observe the difference between this proposal and the law
as it stands under the Government Act of the same session. Mr.
Meredith's bill proposed that in order to distinguish Separate
School supporters the clerk was to mark the entries on the col-

lectors' roll without any previous inquiry by the assessor or any
one, and without any previous notice to the ratepayer. No pro-

vision was made for correcting any errors, yet the clerk's entries

were not to be conclusive,
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Our legislation, on the other hand, requires the assessor to»

ascertain in the first instance who are entitled to be entered as

Separate School supporters. To enable him to do so, the clerk is

to keep a book containing in alphabetical order the names of all

who have given the notices. Where this book is kept' "the

assessor is to be guided thereby in ascertaining who have given
the notices which are by law necessary in order to entitle

supporters of Roman Catholic Separate Schools to exemption for

the Public School tax." He is then to give a written notice to

every ratepayer as to whether he is assessed as a Public School or

a Separate School supporter, and the ratepayer can have any
error corrected by the assessor before he completes his roll and
returns it to the clerk. If, notwithstanding all these precautions,

there are any errors in the assessor's return to the clerk, any rate-

payer may appeal to the Court of Revision, as in other cases,

against the classification of either himself or any other ratepayer,

before the clerk makes his entries on the collector's roll ; and the

clerk has the same authority as to the entries on the collector's

roll for the purpose of the school tax as he has in regard to other

particulars, and no more. The Act goes further to prevent errors,

in providing, as already mentioned, that in case of its appearing to

the Municipal Council of any municipality after the final revision

of the assessment roll that through some mistake or inadvertence

any ratepayers have been placed in the wrong school tax column,

either as supporters of Separate Schools or supporters of Public

Schools, it shall be competent for the Municipal Council after due
inquiry and notice to correct such errors, if such Council sees fit,

and to direct the amount of the tax of such ratepayers to be paid

to the proper school board ; but it shall not be competent for the

Council to reverse the decision of the Court of Revision or the

County Court judge as to any ratepayer.

No intelligent man, Protestant or Roman Catholic, can honestly

say that this law is not immeasurably superior to the law propos-

ed by Mr. Meredith's rejected bill "respecting Separate School

supporters."

Notwithstanding all this evidence of the notice being still

necessary, the Opposition, in their desperation, continue to harp

on a clause in the old Act of 1 879, which provided for an asses-

sor's accepting, under certain circumstances, the fact of a man's

being a Roman Catholic as prima facie evidence that he is a

Separate School supporter; and, though for party purposes so

much stress is now laid on the non-repeal of this clause by the

Government Act, not one of the four bills brought in by the Op-
position contained a clause purporting to repeal the provision.

The provisions I have quoted from the Government Act of last



session make the Opposition argument on the Act of 1879

absolutely ridiculous in its absurdity.

Another of the four Opposition bills was a bill by Mr. French,

to deprive Separate Schools of the privilege they have of appoint-

ing a trustees to the High School Board. This privilege was
given in 1885, and the reasons for it I explained in a former

speech as follows

:

AMENDMENT OF 1885—HIGH SCHOOL TRUSTEES.

An amendment made in 1885 respecting High Schools in cer-

tain cases is the next in order, and was also assailed in the cam-
paign of 1886, though it had passed unanimously in the previous

year after some very mild remarks by Mr. Meredith. This is

another of the amendments passed in what was believed to be

the interests of Protestants as well as Roman Catholics. By the

amendment referred to, now constituting Section 20 of the High
School Act, R.S.O., c. 226, power was given to the trustees of

Separate Schools to appoint a member of the High School Board.

Why was this ? The Municipal Council being Protestants, they
hardly ever appointed a Roman Catholic to the High School

Board. Indeed, not one instance of it was known to the House
when this provision was passed. The Minister of Education after-

wards discovered that there were a few instances, not in all

twenty (so far as known), out of the 624 High School trustees in

the Province. To give the Roman Catholics a trustee on the

High School Board where there were Separate Schools would be
agreeable to them, and I perceived that the suggestion was a
good one from a Protestant standpoint as well. Protestants

pretty generally desire to encourage mixed schools of every class.

We think it a good thing for the whole population that our youth
of every creed should be educated together. Any measure which,
without doing harm in another direction, would lead to this end,

it is, from our point of view, desirable to adopt. Roman Catholics

were not, as a rule, sending their children to our High Schools.

These schools being under exclusively Protestant management,
they looked on them as Protestant schools, and as schools which
were for Roman Catholics equally objectionable with the Public
Schools, and not so necessary to be made use of though they had
no High Schools of their own. If our giving to the Roman
Catholics the privilege of appointing a trustee to the High School
Board, in localities where there are Separate Schools for the less

advanced children, would tend to give them confidence in our
High Schools and induce them to send their youth to them, why
should we not avail ourselves of this means of attracting them
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to our High Schools ! To add to the High School Board another

member, a Roman Catholic, chosen by Roman Catholics them-
selves, while it could do no harm, might, as we all thought, be of

service in the very interest of these mixed schools, and therefore

in the common interest of Protestants and Roman Catholics.

It has since been suggested that in such cases still another

member should be added to the Board, to be chosen by the Pub-
lic School trustees ; but Protestants are already fully represented

by the appointments of the Municipal Councils which are Protes-

tant, and the policy of the law is to give these appointments to

the Municipal Councils, and not to the Public School Boards.

Speaking of the addition of a Roman Catholic representative

of Separate Schools to the High School Board, an Opposition

journal has said .
" We do not see that any great harm can result

from this arrangement." I should think not. No harm at all

can result. On the contrary, good ; and good, it is to be hoped,

alike to Roman Catholics and to Protestants. The wisdom of the

amendment has since been indicated by the fact that there has

been a large increase in the number of Roman Catholic pupils

attending the High Schools.

QUALIFICATION OF TEACHERS.

Another Opposition bill, which the House rejected in the session

of 1890, was the bill of which Mr. Creighton had charge and
which contained this provision :

" Section 61 of the Separate School Act is hereby repealed, and the follow-

ing substituted therefor :

" ' The teachers of a Separate School under this act shall be subject to the

same examinations, and receive their certificates of qualification in the same
manner, as Public School teacheis generally.'

"

That is the law now, with one exception ; the new clause being

the same verbatim with the first part of the enactment which
the bill proposed to repeal, but omitting the second part of the

existing enactment, which is this :

"All the persons qualified by law as teachers, either in the Province of

Ontario, or, at the time of the passing of the British North America Act, in

the Province of Quebec, shall be considered qualified teachers for the purpose
of this Act."

The reason for this part of the existing enactment was that the

Legislature is considered to have no jurisdiction to exclude as

teachers the classes of persons named in this proviso. The
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upper Canada law in force at the passing of the B. N. A. Act
provided that "persons qualified by law as teachers in Upper or

Lower Canada shall be considered qualified teachers for the pur-

poses of this Act," viz., of the Separate School Act of 1863 (26

Vic, chap. 5, sec. 13), and the B. N. A. Act limited the powers of

the Provincial Legislatures with respect to education laws by this

restriction:

"Nothing in any such law shall prejudicially affect any right or privilege

with respect to denominational schools which any class of persons have by
law in the Province at the Union."

Thus, supporters of Separate Schools had the right to employ
as teachers persons qualified according to Quebec law as it then
stood, and persons so qualified had a right to receive such appoint-

ments if Separate School trustees chose to make them. Mr.
Crooks, when Minister of Education, held, I believe, that the
privilege referred to certain teaching orders in the Church
of Rome, and to them only. The advantage to Separate
Schools of employing these teachers was, that many of the
schools are poor, and that such teaehers, being unmarried, could
be obtained at much lower salaries than others, while some of

them were as fully qualified as those who have certificates of

qualification as Public School teachers. They were excepted
from the general law as to examination of teachers, on the ground
that the Legislature had under the British North America Act
no jurisdiction to exclude them. I observe that Mr. Armour,
one of the Conservative Equal Rights candidate for Toronto, a
legal gentleman of ability, is said to take the same view of the
Act

TEXT BOOKS.

The Opposition had no bill with respect to the text books to
be used in Separate Schools, but they moved a resolution on the
subject, and the Opposition journals and Opposition speakers
\mk& many false statements as to the position of the Government
wtth respect to this resolution and to the subject of it. Profes-
sional advisers of Separate School Boards have advised them that
the choice of all text books by these schools is incident to the
right of having Separate Schools. That this is so as to books
used to convey religious instruction is admitted on all hands,
and the question of legal right is as to other text books. Now,
there are no better text books than those in use in the Pub-
lic Schools, and none cheaper. Indeed, none at once so good
-and so cheap can be got. There is, therefore, no reason why
the trustees of Separate Schools should not, as a matter of
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choice, adopt them ; and our text books have accordingly been
adopted in a large number of the Separate Schools, and are gradu-
ally being introduced into all. If we were contemplating immed-
iate compulsory regulations on the subject, the trustees should of
course have an opportunity of first having the right determined
by the Courts. There being the difference of professional opin-
ion on the subject, and the question not having yet been before
the Courts, the Government does not see any sufficient reason of
at present assuming a compulsory attitude ; and we hope and
expect that by the voluntary adoption of the Public School
books in all the Separate Schools the occasion for litigation and
compulsion will be avoided. The school law has always been
administered in that spirit, as well under Dr. Ryerson as since,

and it is the true spirit.

THE BALLOT FOR SEPARATE SCHOOLS.

I have now explained three of the Opposition Bills and why
they were rejected. The remaining Bill of the four is Mr. Mere-
dith's Bill respecting the Ballot for Public and Separate Schools.

A great effort is made to disturb Protestant sensibilities by re-

ferring to and misrepresenting the position of the Government
and their supporters with respect to this bill. What was the pro-

posal submitted by the Opposition Bill ? It proposed to make
the ballot compulsory on both Separate and Public Schools in*

every city, town, and incorporated village, and in every township in

which there is a township board. By the present law the adoption

of the ballot for Public Schools is optional, and not one-half of the

school boards have adopted the ballot, the people in more than half

the localities preferring the open vote for school trustees. I saw no
sufficient reason why the ballot should be imposed against theirwill

on three-fifths of the Public Schools having this option. When Mr.

Meredith wanted to make the ballot compulsory as regards Sepa-

rate Schools, he saw the difficulty of making it compulsory
in their case and leaving an option as now in the case of Public

Schools. He would therefore change the system preferred by the

majority for the Public Schools, in order to- force the ballot on

Separate Schools. That was the proposal which the Opposition

made, and which we did not see our way to accepting. The com-

pulsion of the Public Schools against their will was too heavy a

price to pay for the compulsion of the Separate Schools, and this

we regarded as of itself a conclusive objection to Mr. Meredith'*

bill. No alternative was submitted by the Opposition.

Several other considerations intensified the objection t(

this interference with the Public Schools against the will o
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their supporters. It was plain that the mass of the Roman
Catholic laity of the Province were not prepared for the applica-

tion of the ballot to their Separate Schools, and did not want it.

There is beyond all doubt no antagonism, but on the contrary, the

utmost respect, confidence and affection, on the part of the great

body of the Roman Catholic laity of this Province towards their

clergy; and it would be blindness not to see that the great mass of

their people do not regard themselves as needing Protestant pro-

tection against their priests, and look on such a suggestion on the

part of Protestants as an impertinence and an insult. Some Ro-
man Catholics desire the ballot ; these are comparatively few yet,

are mostly confined to Toronto, and, for all I know, desire the bal-

lot for the same reasons as Protestant ratepayers desire it in the

localities in which it has been adopted for Public Schools, and not

for protection against the clergy. Of those Roman Catholics

who want the ballot, none had been asking us for it. The Sepa-

rate Schools are for Roman Catholics themselves to manage, and
if at present they so generally prefer the present system of voting

that none are asking us for a change, it did not seem a defensible

thing for us as Protestants to be in a hurry to make the change.

As a Government we are in favour of the ballot system.

We got it adopted for legislative elections, then for muni-
cipal elections, and then for Public School elections wherever
the Board of Trustees of a locality chose. Mr. Meredith and
other Conservative leaders were against the ballot at first,

though now they are clamorous that it should be compulsory on
Public Schools against the wishes of the majority of the ratepay-

ers, and compulsory on Separate Schools though in but one locality

have even a minority of Roman Catholic ratepayers expressed de-

sire for it. I think that time will bring about the ballot with the

general consent and approval of all, for both Public and Separate

Schools, as it has for Parliamentary and municipal electoins ; but
the attempt to impose it on Separate Schools in connection with a
Protestant agitation for repealing all Separate School legislation,

and even abolishing Roman Catholic Separate Schools, may delay

any movement in favor of the ballot among the Roman Catholic

people or clergy. This result I should regret, and the unprincipled

party tactics of our opponents are responsible for it. If any con-

siderable number of Roman Catholics had asked or should ask for

the ballot, and the change were admitted or decided to be within
our jurisdiction (which Roman Catholic lawyers dispute), a Pro-

testant Legislature would not be disposed to refuse the necessary

legislation. If a case were established of the Roman Catholic

ratepayers needing the ballot as a protection against undue cleri-

cal interference, and the change appeared to be within our Legis-



3f* 9*.

lative jurisdiction, the change would probably be made, though
the number asking for it should be small. But the case dealt

with last session was a proposal by the authors of an anti-Roman
Catholic agitation to interfere with institutions belonging to Ro-
man Catholics, against the will of practically the whole body of

the Roman Catholic people, unasked by any of those to be affect-

ed by the change.

The objection to the proposal to make the ballot compulsory
on Public and Separate Schools, against the opinion of the ma-
jority in the case of Public Schools, and against the almost unan-
imous desire in the case of Separate Schools, was further enhanced
by the small amount of possible or probable result to be antici-

pated from the compulsion. As regards the Public Schools that

do not want the ballot, and have not adopted it, no good is ex-

pected or pretended from the compulsory change : the several

localities which have decided not to adopt the ballot are the best

judges as to whether the ballot would do good in their localities.

As regards Separate Schools, there are but 239 of them in the

Province ; there were contests in but seven of these at the last

Separate School elections ; and there is not the slightest reason

for assuming that as respects any of the other Separate Schools,

where there was no contest, there was any difference of opinion

as to who should be the trustees. Mr. Meredith would require a
ballot for 239 Separate Schools, while, so far as we know, there are

but seven of these that need any voting at all, open or secret, in the

choice of trustees. Further, it does not appear that in more than
one of these seven elections there was any antagonism between the

clergy and any section of the voters, as to the trustees to be elect-

ed ; so far as known, the voting in the other six was in conse-

quence of the same kind of differences as leads to voting in the case

of Public Schools. The case may by excitable Protestants be

assumed to be otherwise ; but Protestants, who would be just, can-

not make any such assumption without evidence. We cannot

assume without evidence that antagonisms exist between the

Roman Catholic clergy and their flocks.

Again, what on the whole is the practical use which this com-
pulsory measure, if adopted, might accomplish ? Really nothing

more than the chance that with the ballot the Separate School

ratepayers may in one or more of perhaps seven localities elect

trustees unacceptable to the clergyman, and the chance that if

they do these trustees would manage the school better than the

trustees desired by the clergyman. There may be a chance

of all this occurring, but it is not a very probable thing, con-

sidering the cordial relations which exist between the R oman
Catholic clergy and the great mass of the Roman Catholic laity,
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and considering the dogmas of the church to which they choose

to belong, with respect to educational matters. Is the chance

referred to of such importance that any Protestant Reformers

should overlook the merits of the Reform party and Reform Gov-
erment in all other respects, because that Government did not see

its way clear to impose the ballot lasi^ session ? Is this chance of

sufficient importance to justify imposing the ballot at the same
time on Public Schools that do not want it ? The importance of

the chance, as compared with other pftblic matters, has been
enormously exaggerated, and I cannot imagine any Protestant

Reformer being deluded by it when he understands the facts.

All the Roman Catholic members of the House, except one, were
against the bill, though several of them, and perhaps all, are

in favor of the adoption of the ballot by-and-bye. The one
Roman Catholic member who took a different view is certainly

no representative of Roman Catholic sentiment in the matter.

It was under all these circumstances that the House rejected

Mr. Meredith's ballot bill ; and the great body of the Protestant

Reformers and Protestant supporters of the Government sustain

the action of the Government in the matter. I hope that all,

without exception, will be reasonable enough to take the same
view on the 5th of June.

I may mention here the well-known fact that those Roman
Catholics in Toronto who desire the ballot are at this moment
amongst the strongest supporters of the Government, and of the
Government candidates there, notwitl^tanding that the ballot

was not imposed on Separate Schools last session. Why any
Protestant Reformers should be expected to oppose a Reform
Government because of the ballot not having been so imposed,
when the strongest Roman Catholic friends of the ballot do not
on that account oppose the Government, is a mystery to me. I

should think such Reformers when they know the facts must be
preciously few.

ABOLITION OF SEPARATE SCHOOLS.

The position which we have taken on the question of abolish-
ing Separate Schools is referred to as another evidence of the
undue influence with us of the Roman Hierarchy. It is strange
that any one should make this a ground for weakening the pres-
ent Government or strengthening Mr. Meredith and his associates,
when that gentleman does not himself go for the abolition of
Separate Schools. This is what he has said on the subjeet in
his address to the electors of the City of London, dated Nov
25, 1886 (Mail 28th) :—
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" The maintenanceTof the Separate School system of the Pro-
vince is guaranteed to our Roman Catholic fellow-citizens under
the Constitution.

,,
* *. * * It is " the duty of

the Government honestly to administer it and to make it as

efficient as possible, to the end that it may properly perform the

functions for which it was (Resigned." In his speech at London, on
the 16th December last, as reported in the Empire on the 17th
he said :

—" We have implanted in our Constitution the decree

that there shall be Separate Schools ; and that decree prescribes

that they shall exist on a basis upon which they existed at the
time of Confederation. We cannot alter that if we would." 1

believe that Mr. Meredith has spoken to the same effect on
several occasions.

My own position with regard to Separate Schools is this : It is

a duty to do all the practical good one can with the means at

command. For a puVic man to take up an in practicable thing,

or a thing not practicable at the time, may be to deprive him of

the ability to be useful for other good things which are practic-

able. Now, being a Protestant, I do not pretend to be, or to have
ever been, in favor of the Separate Schools, but they have been
guaranteed to the Roman Catholics by the British North America
Act at the instance of both Ontario and Quebec. That fact has

changed essentially our position now, as compared with our posi-

tion before Confederation.

CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGES.

There is no power now in either the Provincial Legislature or

the Dominion Parliament to abolish these Separate Schools ; that

can only be done by the Imperial Parliament. This is so clea

that no one disputes it. It is said, however, that the provisions

of the B. N. A. Act may be changed where objectionable ; that the

Imperial Parliament has made some changes already ; and that I

was party to a proposal at Quebec in 1887 for further changes.

No doubt changes in the B. N. A. Act may be made, and may pro-

perly be made. No doubt the Imperial Parliament would with-

out difficulty make almost any change which the pec pie of the

Dominion desired and had no difference of opinion about. That
was the character of the only changes which have been hitherto

made. As for the changes proposed at Quebec in 1887, these were
so proposed at a

CONVENTION OF THE PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENTS,

were agreed to by all that were represented at the Convention,

and were afterwards approved of by their respective Legislatures.
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The Dominion Government had been asked to send representatives

to this Convention; the two unrepresented Provinces, British

Columbia and Prince Edward Island (the smallest in population

of the Provinces of the Dominion) were also invited ; but neither

the Dominion Government nor either of these two Provinces sent

representatives ; and their Parliament and Legislatures have not

hitherto intimated concurrence in the changes proposed. On that

account, the five Provinces that favored the changes have not yet

applied to the Imperial Parliament. We knew that the Imperial

Parliament would not make the changes desired without the con-

currence of the Dominion Parliament, as well as the principal

Provincial Legislatures. Possibly, in view of the nature of the

changes desired, the non-concurrence of British Columbia and
Prince Edward Island might not alone have been deemed a fatal

difficulty, since the changes proposed had the approval of both the

Conservatives and the Reformers in the Governments represented

Bt the Convention ; they were in the common interest of all the

Provinces, and of the Dominion as a whole, and did not relate to

any matter of religion, education, or race, and therefore to no
matter of compromise bearing on these matters. The occasion for

them was expressed in the preamble of the Resolutions :

—

" That twenty years practical working of the B. N. A. Act has

developed much friction between the Federal and Provincial Gov-
ernments and Legislatures, has disclosed grave omissions in the
provisions of the Act, and has shown (when the language of the
Act came to be judicially interpreted) that in many respects what
was the common understanding and intention had not been ex-

pressed, and that important provisions in the Act are obscure as

to their true intent and meaning."
The changes contemplated by the Convention were thus such

changes as the Dominion Parliament and the Legislatures of all

the Provinces were expected to approve of, if not immediately,
yet before long, and as I have no doubt they will by-and-by ap-

prove of in substance, and will unite in requesting the Imperial
Parliament to enact, unless the people should come meanwhile to

desire and ask for changes of more extensive character.

CONFEDERATION COMPROMISE.

The difficulty of inducing the Imperial Parliament to abrogate
the provisions of the B. N. A. Act guaranteeing Separate Schools
is, not that the Act is a sacred thing which cannot be altered—no
one pretends anything so absurd—but that the provisions in it as

to Separate Schools had been inserted in the Act at the instance

of the elected representatives of both Upper and Lower Canada,

,
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and of the Protestant and Roman Catholic populations of each
;

that one of the principal difficulties in working the former Consti-

tutional Act had arisen from differences about the Separate
Schools ; that the provisions in question had been introduced into

the new Act as the deliberate compromise of these differences
;

and that without these Separate School provisions we should
have had no Confederation, no Dominion Parliament, no Provin-
cial Legislature.

It has been said that the Separate School Act of 1863 was never
assented to by the people of Ontario. It certainly was not so

assented to at the time of the passing of the Act. On the con-

trary, the Act, though it had the support of Dr. Ryerson, was
strenuously resisted by Mr. Brown in The Globe and otherwise,

and by, I think, a majority of the members representing Upper
Canada constituencies. No man was or is more against Separate

Schools, or more against the Act of 1863, than Mr. Brown and his

political associates were ; no man was more vigorous or persever-

ing in his attempt to get rid of Separate Schools, and have all

children taught together in the Public Schools, than he was ; but
all his efforts had failed. In his opposition to them he was
largely supported in Ontario, more largely than any who are agi-

tating the subject now are likely ever to be. He got no support

from the Protestant population of Quebec ; and in the Constituti-

onal negotiations of 1864 he felt, as the other opponents of

Separate Schools did, that a new Constitution which, while leav-

ing those schools in possession of the privileges which they then

had, should (subject to these) place any further legislation in the

hands of the Protestant majority of Ontario, would be a boon
to the Province, and was (from a Protestant standpoint) the best

thing practicable then, or likely tu be practicable in the future.

Mr. Brown, therefore, with the concurrence of his Protestant

friends in the Legislature, and of the people generally in the

country, accepted that compromise.
At the time of the agitation under Mr. Brown, the Separate

Schools were thought to be a constant menace to the Public

Schools, as laws were constantly passed by the Canadian Parlia-

ment over the heads of an Upper Canadian majority. The Pro-

testants of Upper Canada were more than content to acquiesce in

the Separate Schools as they existed if further legislation in their

favour were made to depend upon the will of the Protestant

population of the Provinces.

By the 43rd of the resolutions afterwards passed by the dele-

gates of all the Provinces at the Convention of October, 1864, it

was provided that the Provincial Legislatures should have juris-

diction to make laws with respect to education, but with this
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exception :

—
" Saving the rights and privileges which the Protest-

ant or Catholic minority in both Canadas may possess as to their

denominationl schools at the time when the Union goes into opera-

tion." The resolutions were afterwards approved by large majori-

ties in the Legislative Council and Assembly of Canada ; and the

provisions in the B. N. A. Act on the subject were designed to

carry out the resolutions adopted by the delegates and approved
by the Canadian Legislature.

Thus, though the Separate School Act of 1863 had not the

approval of the people of Upper Canada at the time of its passing,

yet it is a matter of history that the B. N. A. Act, including

the limitary clauses as to denominational schools, was at the

time and afterwards satisfactory to all Ontario, including the

strongest Protestants of both political parties, and those of no
political party. I cannot conceal from myself, therefore, that if,

as has been said, the Province is " by fetters compelled to main-
tain and perpetuate a dual system of schools," the Province itself

had asked those " fetters " to be put on ; that if Ontario or Quebec
has less liberty in dealing with the subject than the other Pro-
vinces have, it is because Ontario and Quebec, for reasons thought
by all to be satisfactory, chose to have their liberty curtailed in

this respect in order to secure the other advantages which the
British North America Act afforded ; and that if the limitary

clauses of the Act are an injustice to the Province, the Province
itself was the author of the injustice.

Personally, I should be glad if the children of Protestants and
Roman Catholics were educated together in all the Public Schools
of the Province, as they are in its colleges and High Schools, and
in most of the Public Schools ; but I am not prepared, any more
than Mr. Meredith is, to join in useless efforts for the abolition of
Separate Schools. It is to be remembered also, that the Protest-

ant population of Catholic Quebec are as anxious to retain the
Dissentient Schools, as the Roman Catholics of Protestant Ontario
are to retain their Separate Schools, and would object as strongly
t» the repeal as the Roman Catholics would. The Legislature of

Quebec would oppose the repeal as to either class of schools, and
the Roman Catholic population of the Dominion would concur
zealously in that opposition.

,

I may observe here that there are far more Protestant Dissen-
tient or Separate Schools in Roman Catholic Quebec than of

Roman Catholic schools in Protestant Ontario. The number of

Protestant Dissentient schools in Quebec last year was about 1,000,
according to the statement of the Rev. Mr. Rexford, the Protest-
ant Secretary of the Department of Public Instruction in Quebec

;

while the number of Roman Catholic Separate Schools in Ontario
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is only 239. The Protestants of Quebec have never supposed
that their schools would be safe in Quebec if the Roman Catholic
Separate Schools in Ontario were to be by Act of Parliament
abolished. It is also to be remembered that to Protestant states-

men in England it would give no shock to find Roman Catho-
lic Separate Schools recognized in this country. A public state-

ment lately made by the Hon. R. W. Scott shows that there
are at this moment 910 Roman Catholic Schools in England
receiving State aid, to the amount of $800,000.

Further : Many amongst ourselves think that it would not be
j ust or right for Ontario to ask for the repeal ; that, having by
means of the compromise got a settlement of our constitutional

difficulties which was satisfactory to the Province, and having
been for 23 years in possession of the fruits of the compromise,
and meaning to retain those fruits, it would not be just to take
back the price, or part of the price, by means of which those ad-
vantages had been obtained ; and that, if the Protestants of

Ontario, through their dislike to Separate Schools, should not see

the injustice, the Imperial Parliament, viewing the matter from
outside, would certainly regard the repeal as unjust, and would
refuse to be a party to the injustice.

In view of these considerations, as a student of politics and
politicians in a somewhat long public life, I am perfectly certain

that, under the undisputed and indisputable circumstances, no
British ministry would propose or sanction the repeal of the pro-

visions in question against the will of some of the parties to the

compromise, or of those now representing these parties. I regret,

therefore, an agitation for the abolition of Separate Schools which,

so far as abolition is concerned, will certainly be futile as long

as Quebec is Catholic, and as the population of the Dominion is

considerably more than one-third Catholic, and as long as the

Protestants of Quebec object to the abolition of the dissentient

schools of Quebec.
But though it is quite certain that the Imperial Parliament

would not feel at liberty to repeal the clauses of the B. N. A. Act
which guarantee to the Roman Catholics of Ontario their Sep-

arate Schools and the privileges which these schools possessed

at the time of the Union, the agitation may be used, and is being

used, by a despairing political party, for the party purpose of get-

ting the votes which they cannot otherwise get of some Protestant

Reformers here and there who are not aware of the futility of the

proposal for abolition, or do not fully appreciate the situation in

that respect. Intelligent Reformers when they understand the facts

will not Dermit themselves to be used for this purpose.



Sr <$<

POSITION OF THE EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION.

Dr. Caven, like some other upright members of the Equal Rights

Association, does not like to think that Separate Schools may not

be abolished, but he and they see the impropriety of allowing the

question to influence votes at the present election. Dr. Caven has

said :
" Till public opinion declares itself with sufficient author-

" ity it were unreasonable to expect that any Government should
" stake its existence on definite action in relation to this matter."

So, in the recent address of the Equal Rights Association, it is

admitted that any movement in the direction of abolition " should
" be preceded by a deep-seated conviction that the continuance
" of the system is fraught with consequences perilous to the
" welfare of the country." How far does such deep-seated con-

viction prevail? Mr. Meredith and those for whom he speaks

have not reached that deep-seated conviction, as he has declared

(vide London speech, 16th December, 1889) his readiness "to
afford every facility for the purpose of improving these Separate

Schools in theirmachinery, their working and in their development."

It is said that the recent address of the council of the Equal
Rights Association of Toronto has made some of our Protestant

friends for the time cool towards a Government of which other-

wise they approve, or has even for a time made them hostile to it.

Now it has been stated by Mr. Charlton, and has not been dis-

puted, that the meeting of the council at which the Address was
adopted was called without any consultation with the President,

and without his authority ; that the resolutions afterwards em-
bodied in the Address were prepared without his knowledge ; that
neither Dr. Caven nor Mr. Charlton, who is one of the most pro-
minent members of the Association, was permitted to see the
resolutions until they were produced at the Council for adoption

;

that they were adopted by a majority after a " desultory discus-

sion and rapid consideration," and without " that degree of con-
sideration necessary to a thorough comprehension of their purport
and character ; " and that Mr. Charlton refused to have his name
signed to them. Dr. Caven allowed his name to be signed ; but
from the construction afterwards placed on the address by Oppo-
sition politicians and public journals, and from the use made of

his name for partisan purposes, he published a letter stating what
his personal views are. The following are some extracts from
this letter :

—

" The document issued by the Equal Rights Association is not intended to

be, as in my judgment it is not capable of being fairly, used against one party
rather than another. I must repeat what I said in a letter which you were



good enough to publish on the 30th of April, that all attempts to make party-

capital out of the Separate School question are either ignorant or dishonest,

and will be discountenanced by every fair-minded man who knows a little of

Canadian history. It were a shameless thing for either party to make the

other responsible for extending the privileges of Separate Schools, and almost
equally shameless for the community or any considerable section of it to lay

the responsibility exclusively upon our legislators. What has been done,
whether for good or evil, was done with but little criticism or remonstrance.

14 Questions relating to Separate Schools have now been raised, and for my
own part I am so anxious to have these considered on their merits, that I

must regard as an enemy to our cause the man who would prejudice the dis-

cussion by making it subserve party interests. Conscientiously representing

principles which they believe to be important, Equal Rights men will, 1 am
sure, be faithful to them and look straight forward, seeking rather to gain

the adhesion to our cause of all svho love equity and freedom than to take
ground which would necessarily ensure, for a time at least, the antagonism
of one or other of the political parties. * * * I desire therefore to say (I

speak for myself) that the measures adopted in regard to French schools appear
to be satisfactory, as does the legislation of last session respecting Separate

School supporters. Whether the entire provisions of the statute on this lat-

ter subject are in the best shape is a point on which I am hardly qualified to

offer an opinion.

" With the exception of what is said regarding the abolition of Separate

Schools, there is nothing in the recent address which is not contained, ex-

plicitly or implicitly, in the resolutions adopted by the Convention in June
last. This larger question, I humbly think, should be earnestly considered

by our people, and is not prematurely brought forward ; but till public

opinion declares itself with sufficient authority it were unreasonable to expect

that any Government should stake its existence on definite action in relation to it.'

(The italics in this and other quotations are, of course, mine.)

Some months before the last session of the Ontario Legislature

Dr. Caven in a public letter to a Lindsay paper had given this

answer to a statement that he was opposed to the Ontario Govern-
ment and to myself as first minister :

—
" The inference that my

connection with the Citizens' Committee implies opposition to Mr.

Mowat is entirely gratuitous. I claim the liberty to speak freely

on the whole subject of ultramontane aggressiveness wherever it

reveals itself, but I have never stated, nor has anything done by
me afforded just ground for the conclusion that I wished to see

Mr. Mowat superseded." The reverend doctor further said that

to hold me responsible for the Jesuit Estates Act seemed to him
" quite singular."

After the recent session of the Ontario Legislature, and at a

public meeting in Ottawa on the 15th April, Dr. Caven said :

—

" He had no fault to find with the legislation of the session."

Mr. Charlton at the same meeting said, "He thought that Domin-
ion politics was the field of the Equal Rights Association." He ad-

ded :

—
" Whatever legislation had been passed by the Ontario

Government had been in the direction of progress. If the Roman



Catholics did not want the ballot it should not be forced on them.

As a Protestant Liberal he had no hesitation in saying Mr. Mowat
had his confidence so far as he had gone. Mr. Meredith would
be allied with the very party they were now fighting in Dominion
politics. He would vote for Mr. Mowat. He deprecated the at-

tempts to unfairly prejudice the public mind against Mr. Mowat."
Mr. Charlton has since published letters and made speeches pro-

testing against the principles of the Equal Rights Association

being made to do duty against the Ontario Government.
It was the proceedings of the Dominion Government and Parlia-

ment which gave rise to the Equal Rights Association, not any
proceedings of the Ontario Government or Legislature.

Mr. Sutherland and Mr. Barron, two other Reform members of the

House of Commons who were in the minority of 13 that voted for

the disallowance of the Jesuit Estates Act, have spoken to the

same effect as Mr. Charlton. In fact, all the Reformers who were
in that minority have testified that their action implied no com-
plaint against or dissatisfaction with the Ontario Government,
and they are giving to us their hearty support.

MR. MCCARTHY AND MR. RYKERT.

Mr. McCarthy, the principal author of the Address, is making
speeches in different parts of the Province to induce Reformers
and others to vote against Reform candidates. Now, Mr. Rykert
was a prominent speaker against Mr. O'Brien's motion for the

disallowance of the Jesuit Estates Act, and, besides, was so ob-

jectionable a man that his conduct in certain grave matters was
unanimously declared by the House of Commons to have been
" dishonorable, corrupt and scandalous ; " yet Mr. McCarthy made
no speech against him in the recent election in Lincoln. Mr. Mc-
Carthy wants Protestant Reformers to reject all candidates who
support the Ontario Government, though that Government had
nothing to do with the Jesuit Estates Act, nor with Mr O'Brien's

motion to disallow it, nor with the Separate Schools in the North-
west ; but Mr. McCarthy is quite willing that the Conservative
Mr. Rykert should be re-elected, notwithstanding his position on
these subjects and all his misdeeds. That single fact demonstrates
that Mr. McCarthy's course in endeavoring to promote the rejec-

tion of the Reform candidates for the Ontario Legislature is

dictated by political and not religious motives. Most Reformers
see this perfectly, and refuse to be used for this purpose. It ought
before the 5th of June to be equally clear to all.

Protestant Reformers should, in view of the facts, regard the

Address of the Equal Rights Association as the Address of the
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Conservative Mr. McCarthy and the other Conservatives of the
Association, and of no others.

The Address contains many statements which, in the sense in

which they are read by Conservative journalists, Dr. Caven felt

it his duty to repudiate. Other things in it I have observed upon
in other connections. A few things I may remark on here. The
Address speaks of the line between civil and ecclesiastical author-
ity requiring to be defined. This suggestion, I presume, when
affirmed originally by the Equal Rights Association, referred to

the Jesuit Estates Act ; but that Act is not mentioned in the pre-

sent Address, and the observation as it appears in this document
was intended by its author to be read by the general public as

referring to Provincial affairs. No Provincial legislation could

make the line between civil and ecclesiastical more clear than
it now is

;
provincial statutes give no authority to the hierarchy,

and need no amendment that I know of in that respect.

We agree with the Address that the State " cannot without
abnegating its just authority ask or accept permission from any
ecclesiastical persons or organizations or from any extraneous
body whatever, to exercise its own functions and perform its own
duties." Every member of the Ontario Government subscribes to

that doctrine, and our practice has been in accordance with it.

The State has full control over all temporal matters which are

within Provincial jurisdiction, and no action now is needed to

give the State such full control. It has control already, and as per-

fectly as any legislative or other Provincial action could make it.

We agree with the Address that English should, as far as possi-

ble, be the language of instruction in the Public Schools of the

Province. We have made regulations for that object, and are do-

'

ing, and will continue to do, all that can be done to secure it

" as speedily as possible."

We agree with the Address that every teacher in a Public

School should be able to use the English language efficiently in

imparting instruction, and we are taking the best practicable

meams for accomplishing that object.

We agree also that the text books used in the Separate Schools

should be those authorized by the Department of Education, ex-

cept any which the rights possessed by Separate Schools under the

B. N. A. Act, entitle their trustees to use without the authority

of the Educational Department. I have already mentioned that,

as a matter of fact, the authorized text books are now largely

used in the Separate Schools ; and I have confidence that, under

the prudent management of the Educational Department, their use

will speedily be universal without the necessity of resorting to

the Courts to decide any question of jurisdiction.
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The Address goes for the abolition of Separate Schools ; ad-

mits that their abolition is beyond the power of the Provincial

Legislature ; but asserts that a " motion for the repeal of the

limitary clause must by constitutional usage originate in the

Provincial Legislature." I presume this was stated by the Coun-
cil of the Association in reliance on the constitutional opinion and
assurance of Mr. MacCarthy ; but the statement is quite incorrect.

There is no such " constitutional usage," and in fact there is no
" usage " of any kind on the subject. The amendments which, at

the request of the Dominion Government, have been made by
the Imperial Parliament, were so made with out any motion in

the Dominion Parliament or any Provincial Legislature.

The concluding paragraph of the Address is this :
—

" Candi-

dates in the field should be approached by our friends in the con-

stituencies, and he who

—

other things being equal—is found to be

most in accordance with our principles should receive their hearty

and undivided support." Intelligent Reformers know that, as

between a candidate who is a supporter of the present Govern-
ment and a candidate who favors the Opposition, other things are

not " equal ;
" and neither the Rev. Principal, nor any Reformer

in the Council, meant to say that this difference was to be disre-

garded. It is onty where " other things are equal " that the

Address undertakes to advise electors to vote for the candidate

most in accordance with the principles set forth in the Address.

Some of its statements, here called principles, have no application

to Provincial issues ; others are erroneous and misleading ; and
there is nothing in the Address of a practical kind, and proper

and desirable for the Provincial Government and Legislature to

adopt, which the Ontario Government and Legislature have not

adopted already, and are not now carrying out.

CONSERVATIVE MISREPRESENTATIONS.

Mostof the misrepresentations made by our opponents to advance
the religious cry are collected and adopted in a printed Conserva-
tive document used in the interest of the Conservative candidate

in one of the electoral divisions, and probably elsewhere also. As
a matter of convenience I shall use this document for the purpose
of giving you a summary of the numerous misrepresentations

made in Conservative newspapers and by Conservative orators,

some only of which I have already-mentioned. Most of the state-

ments in this document relate wholly to the subject which I have
been discussing. A few relate to other subjects, and are equally

false, but with these I am not dealing here. In this document it

is stated that

:

"1. Mowafc maintains union of Church and State.
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"2. Mowat maintains that French shall be the school language of those

who desire it.

"3. Mowat maintains that Separate Schools may and do use French,
Yankee and other disloyol text books as the priests direct."

All these statements are untrue. I maintain no such things.

4
'4. Mowat maintains that the priests may control the schools for the church

.

The Romish church not the Roman Catholic people shall be supreme."

I have never said one word to give the shadow of an excuse
for this misstatement. On the contrary, I have pointed out that as

far as the law is concerned, the control is with the ratepayers

exclusively.

II
5. Mowat maintains that old Romish standards used in Quebec before

Confederation shall be legal in Roman Catholic Separate Schools in Ontario."

I maintain no such thing.

" 6. Mowat maintains that, willing or not willing, Roman Catholic citizens

shall be rated as Separate School supporters at the direction of the priest or

other person."

I have over and over again maintained the very reverse. I

have maintained, ever since the question was first broached, that

without giving the required notice no Roman Catholic ratepayer

can legally or properly be rated as a Separate School supporter

either " at the direction of the priest or without any such direc-

ion ;" that the law requiring a written notice by the Roman
Catholic ratepayer has never been repealed ; that, on the con-

trary, we actually re-enacted it in the consolidations of 1877,
* 1883 and 1886. The High Court has since decided that I was
right ; and our Act of last session provided new machinery to en-

sure the law being carried out.

"(7) Mowat maintains that the Romish Church shall have a special

trustee on High School Boards, who shall be appointed, not by the people,

but by Rome."

This is false, like all the other statements. A Roman Catholic

trustee is only appointed on the High School Board in places

where there is a Separate School, and he is appointed by the

trustees of such Separate School, who are elected by the people.

The trustee is thus by law appointed by the people. The law
gives no authority to " Rome " or the " Romish Church." Rome
or the Romish Church has nothing to do with the appointment,

except as the people who belong to that church may choose, in
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the exercise of their legal rights, to defer to the opinion or wish
of those who to them represent their Church.

" (8) Mowat maintainsthat Romish school trustees shall be elected by open
vote, so that the priests may control the elections."

It is not true that I desire the priests to " control the elections."

The " open vote " has been the only mode of election for the half

century that there have been Separate School trustees ; the mass of

the Roman Catholics are not yet prepared for, and do not yet
desire, a different mode, and no Roman Catholics have been ask-

ing us for a differeut mode, or have been saying to us that a new
mode is needed for their protection. The matter concerns Roman
Catholics and not Protestants, and what I have said is, that the

propose change should not under these circumstances be hastily

imposed on Roman Catholics by Protestants.

" (9) Mowat maintains that Romish convents and nunneries may draw
Government support, while Protestant ladies' schools and colleges may not."

I maintain no such thing.

" (10) Mowat maintains that Roman Catholics may at their will or their

priests' will change from supporting one school to another.

"

A Roman Catholic who has been supporting the Public School
may> by giving the proper written notice, change to the support

of the Separate School of the locality. But this has been so for

nearly half a century ; it is a right which is now guaranteed by
the Constitution ; and is a right which all admit that the Pro-

vincial Legislature has no power to take away.

44
(11) Mowat maintains that only the Romish Church authorities can

repeal Separate School laws, viz,, their consent must be obtained before
repeal.''

Neither Mowat nor anyone else maintains any such nonsense.

On the contrary, instead of the " Romish Church authorities
"

having the sole power to repeal Separate School laws, they have
no power at all to repeal one particle of any Separate School law,

and they do not pretend to have. The document says :
" Their

consent must be obtained before repeal." No one maintains any
such thing. Whatever in the Separate School laws the Provincial

Legislation has the power of repealing, they require no consent of

the Romish authorities or anyone else before repealing ; and what-
ever can only be repealed by the Imperial Parliament, that body
may repeal without the consent of the Romish authorites or any
other. All this is too clear to need being " maintained " by any-
one, and the contrary is maintained by nobody.
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(12) Mowat maintains that the people's representatives in Parliament, or
out of it, may not say what shall be the nature of the religious instruction

given in Separate Schools ; the Romish priesthood alone decides that, even
the Roman Catholic ratepayers have no say."

Everybody knows, that the very purpose of Separate or de-

nominational Schools is to enable their supporters to determine
" the nature of the religious instruction " given to them. But it

is not true that " the Roman Catholic ratepayers have no say."

On the contrary, so far as the law is concerned, the Roman Catho-
lic ratepayers and the trustees whom they elect, have everything

to say on the subject. The only authority of the priesthood is

the authority which the Roman Catholic people choose, as a mat-
ter of duty or just deference, that they should have. On this

subject the church has doctrines, and as members of the church,

the people (I presume) accept those doctrines, but without one
single Legislative enactment requiring them to do so.

"(13) Mowat maintains that Separate Schools shall be perpetuated,"

On the contrary, I should be glad to see Roman Catholics

attending the Public Schools and abandoning Separate Schools.

Their abolition is not for us a question of practical politics.

"(17) Mowat maintains Government shall be on the basis of pandering to

the Romish Church Hierarchy—who hitherto have held the balance of

power."

I maintain no such thing. The Ontario Government is not and
never was, and never will be " on the basis of pandering to the

Romish Church Hierarchy ; " the hierarchy, have not " hitherto

held the balance of power ;

" and so far as I know, they have not

pretended or claimed to do so in this Province.

"20. Mowat maintains that in elections to the Legislative Assembly the

ballot shall be numbered, and for Roman Catholic Separate School trustee

elections voting shall be open. This enables the Government and the

Romish hierarchy to trace and control the votes of liquor sellers and Roman
Catholic electors."

The Ontario Ballot Law, which requires the ballot to be

numbered at elections to the Legislature, is taken in that

respect from the Ballot Act of England, Ireland and Scotland,

where the system has been in force ever since 1872, and with the

approval of all parties. It had its origin in the Australasian colony

of Victoria, and is the same as the Ballot Acts of some of the most

important Australasian colonies : Victoria, New Zealand, Queens-

land and Western Australia. No ballot system is perfectly secret,

but this system is practically as secret as the ballot system of
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the Dominion, which the opposition pretend to desire to

substitute ; and incomparably more secret than the United States,

system. It does not " enable the Government and the

Romish hierarchy to trace and control the votes of any class."

It was adopted without any thought of " liquor sellers and Ro-
man Catholic electors." The numbering of the ballots, as provid-

ed in the Imperial and Colonial Acts mentioned, and adopted with
the concurrence of both sides of the House in the Ontario Act
which followed them, has for its object to prevent the stuffing of

the ballot box with false votes which can not otherwise be sepa-

rated from the good votes. No access to the ballots is permitted

except under the orders of the Courts, and then only to the ex-

tent necessary for tracing and withdrawing ballots not put in by
electors entitled to vote. The system is in advance of the Domin-
ion system, and practically quite as secret as regards all genuine
votes of electors.

The whole crusade of the Opposition would amount to nothing
but for their many misrepresentations, I hope that all our people

will see in time what the truth really is, and that none of our
old friends will be found on the 5th of June voting against the

candidates who support the Government. I am sure that the Re-
formers of North Oxford unanimously unite with me in this hope.

If we lose some Reform votes which we should receive, their

places will, I believe, be more than supplied by new votes, from
all classes and creeds, which are to be given to our candidates

;

but I shall be sorry to lose one old friend anywhere, and that
is the reason of my writing so long a letter.

I remain your faithful friend, and grateful representative,

0. MOWAT.



HH

^PPEISTDIX.

Note.—The compromise in the Quebec Resolutions of 1864 with re-

spect to Separate Schools was at the time so acceptable to the public

generally, that a recent search failed to discover but one journal in

Ontario, the Newmarket Era, in which the propriety of the compromise

was questioned. The Globe of 28th November, 1864, contained the fol-

lowing editorial article in reply to the Era :

THE SCHOOL QUESTION.

The Newmarket Era complains that by the resolutions of the

Quebec Conference the continuance of the Upper Canada Separate
School law " has been guaranteed for all time to come." This is

true—with the exception of course that no constitutional arrange-

ment is for all time. In a free country no constitutional system
ought ever to be put forward as a finality. The new constitution

which it is proposed now to adopt, in these Provinces, is simply
represented as being the most satisfactory which can be carried

in the present state of public sentiment. If there should ever be
a great change in the feelings of the people of the Confederation
—if we should ever happily reach the day when all creeds will be
content to see that their religious liberties are not oound up in

the principle of state paid religious education, it will be possible

to amend the constitution in accordance with the altered require-

ments of our circumstances. But for some " time to come " we shall

undoubtedly be obliged, in accordance with the proposed regula-

tions in the new constitution, to continue the Separate School law
of Upper Canada where it is.

The guarantee which displeases our contemporary, however,

does not in any sense make matters worse than they are now. We
now have Separate School law. We could not repeal it in the

present Parliament nor in any other which could be elected with-

out a marvel of change in public opinion. We have never had and
could not get Upper Canada to be at all unanimous on the ques-

tion. There are nearly or quite a score of constituencies in this

section which will always return members friendly to Separatism.

Lower Canada, on the other hand, has usually been just as unani-

mous against us even when the question was one of granting new
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privileges, and would be quite as certainly so when the question

was that of taking away from the Roman Catholics privileges

which are already in existence. Thus we are certain that until

sound views of public education become much more prevalent

than they are we should always have a two-third majority in the

Canadian Parliament against any attempt to repeal the Separate

School law of Upper Canada. That fact, of course, is practically

quite as good a guarantee to the Separatists as any constitutional

regulation will be. Nothing short of a revolution in popular

sentiment in Lower Canada can affect either the one or the other,

and for such changes we fear we need not look for many years.

The arrangement relative to education which was made at the

Quebec Conference has very great advantages for the friend of

non-sectarian schools. Though the reservation is made on behalf

of existing privileges for the Separatists, the power to enforce

further concessions and to make further inroads upon our school

system will be taken from them. Legislation upon educational

questions will devolve upon local legislation and so long as the

people of Upper Canada are determined to maintain their excel-

lent educational system they will be able to resist any attack

from its enemies. Hitherto the great fear has been that the

assaults of sectarianism upon our school system would go on
until not only should the Romish clergy succeed in withdrawing
the whole Romish population of Upper Canada from the support

of the common schools, but also that ultimately different Protest-

ant sects would obtain the same privileges and thus complete the

ruin of our system. Happily these evils have never been real-

ised. The Romish clergy, thoughr
repeatedly getting the school

law amended in their interest and making strong efforts to get

their people to take advantage of its provisions, have never suc-

ceeded in establishing much more than 100 Separate Schools in

all Upper Canada nor in getting more than a very small fraction

of their people to patronize them. The Protestant sections who
have agitated or petitioned for Separate Schools have never even
made a serious effort to get the Legislature to give them the priv-

ileges which they profess to think that they ought to have.

When the Local Legislature of Upper Canada becomes an author-
ity on all school legislation there will be little danger of either

class of Separatists making much further progress. The little injury

resulting from privileges already in existence will be all that we
will be obliged to suffer. If any further concessions are made,
if any fresh blows are struck at our educational system the fault

will be our own. We are now, as we have been, at the mercy of

a parliamentary majority whose views upon this vital question

do not accord with our own ; and much that we deem utterly

'i
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wrong has been forced upon us by that majority. Under the new-
constitution that will not be the case. We will then be the pro-
tectors of our own rights, and notwithstanding the blemish which
the Separate School provisions form we will be secure in the pos-
session of a noble and invaluable school system, a boast which
perhaps we can hardly make with justice under existing consti-

tutional arrangements.
The guarantee which it is proposed to give to the Roman Ca-

tholic minority of Upper Canada carries with it moreover, a very
valuable guarantee for the Protestant minority of Lower Canada.
The claim of the Protestants of the Lower Province to Separate
schools is, as our readers are aware, a vastly different thing from
the claim of the Roman Catholics of Upper Canada. In this

Province the common schools are strictly non-sectarian and their

teachings do violence to the conscience of no one. All creeds are

alike free from the possibility of insult or tampering. In Lower
Canada, on the contrary, the public schools are undisguisably sec-

tarian. The dissentients have only the choice between paying
their money to the teaching of the creed which they do not
believe, and the establishment of dissentient schools. Notwith-
standing the difference in the character of the common schools,

however, the minority in Lower Canada have far less advantages
.than the minority in Upper Canada, who have so vastly less to

complain of. Not only will the guarantees relative to education

which are embodied in the proposed new constitution ensure to

the Protestants of Lower Canada the continuance of their rights

under the existing law, but it is also proposed next session to

annul the Lower Canada school law, in such a way as to make it

more just to the Protestant minority. This, it is to be remem-
bered, is a point of great importance inasmuch as in some par-

ticulars that law is now very unjust to the Protestants. We
could never have secured this boon for the minority in Lower
Canada without the compromise which has been arrived at

respecting the whole question. Without that we could never

have secured to them the guarantee of the continuance of their

present limited legal right. If we could have obtained for Upper
Canada the right to repeal all her Separate school legislation we
should also have had to concede to Lower Canada the right of

repealing all the Separate school laws now in existence there, and
of making the whole population of that Province contribute to

the support of the sectarian system. Surely we do well to obtain

so much both for ourselves and for the minority of Lower Canada
by simply consenting to the continuance of privileges in Upper
Canada which we have not the power to abolish.
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