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L Bishop Churhonnel. "In Lower Canada, any number whatever enjoy the right

of establishing separate schools, while in Upper Canada it is necessary lor twelve

resident heads of families to apply in writing to the municipal council or the buard

ot .school trustees in any city or incorporated village."

Answer. This is not correct. There can be ,no dissentient school district in

Lower Canada, which shall contain Kss than twenty children between the fige.s of

five and sixteen years; nor can any dissentient toiiuol be conlinued wKwXi is not

attended by "at leust fifleen children." See sections 4, 19. 2G. 27, Act 9 Vic,

chapter 27. These conditions are not so easy as those required of the same parties

in Upper Canada.

2. Bishop Charhanncl. "In Lower Canada, Protestants exercise, without

restriction, the right of establishing separate s(^houls, while in Upper Casiada,

persons desirous of doing so must be either freeholders or householders."

Answer. Tliis is a mistake. The U^pper Canada School Act specifics "resident

heads of families'' without any reference to their being freeholders or householders,

and the "parties petitioning for and sending children to a separate school'' elect the

trustees.

3. Bishop Churhonnel. "In Lower Canada, Protestants have only to signify

their intention of having started a separate school, while in Upper Canada before

any proceedings are taken, Calliolics must apply to a Protestant Board, before their

school can have an existence." " TImt the right has been bestowed of establishing

separate schools, even wliere a Protestant teaches a common school."

Answer. This is a mistake. The Superintendent of Education in Lower
Canada says, in his otTicial circular, '• The present act authorises the eslablihhnient

ol dissentient sciiools only upon the givuud of religious dijvrence, ai.d to the

inhabitants only forming the minority.'' "The law relating to coniinoa schools

does not recognise independent [Protestant denominational] schools."

(2) The Lower Canada School Act (9th Victoria, chapter 27, section 23)

authorises the commissioners of each school municipality (the same as a board of

school trustees in Upper Canada) "to regulate th. arse of study to be pursued

in each school, and to establish general rules for the manage nent of the schools

under their care." And in order to eslablihh a dissentient school, the 2(5th section

of the same act provides, "That wljenever, in any municipality, the regvlatinns and
arrangements made by the school commi;-sioi!ers lor the conduct of anv school,

shall not be agreeable to any number whatever of the inhabitants professing a
religioits failh different from that of the majority of the inlmbitants of such
municipality, the inhabitants so dissen' lent may coilectivcly .sj^nZ/y suck dissent in

writing to the chairman of said commissioners, and give in the names of three


