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" To the Edilor. of the Callolic Citizen.
Su-_-As :you have published: in your columns the
slatements and altacks - referred to in the ' following
communication, as well as nany.others of the same
kind, I have to request, as a matter of usage and an
act of justice, that you will insert my general reply
to thew.—I have the honor {a be, Sir, your obe-

dicnt servant,
I. Rvenson.

%

Education Office, i
Toronto, 26th Aug., 1854.

Ny Lord——Durmg some wanths past, your Lord-
ship has been pleased several times to attack me per-
sonally by name—attacks which have been often re-
peated am variously enlarged upon by the newspa-
per organs aof your Lmdslnp. On two gecasions es-
pucm”y, once in Lower Canada, and onece in Upper
Canada, you have charged me with ¢ falsehood.”—
“The former of these allacks was made by yonon the
decasion of a Catholic Institute at Quebcc present-
ing an Address to your Lordship, and in which Mr.
Cauehon, M.P.P., fook a part, under the smiling
approbation of your Liordship. This proceeding was
first reported in Mr. Cauchion’s paper Le Journal de
Ouebeo,and afterwards translated for, and published
in, the Catholic Citizen, of Taronto, the 22nd of
Juue.  The latter of your Lordship’s attacks was
made in an address to a * Catholic Tastitute” in lo-
ronto, and reported in the Catlolic Cilizen of the
201b July.

I am quite aware that these attacks upon me, i
connection with the provisions of the Jaw in regard
to Separate Schools, were designed to influence the
recent eleclions ; and for that very reason I thought
it proper not to notice them until after the elections
—that your Lordsbip might have every possible ' be-
nefit of them, and that T mmht not give the slightest

Education Office,
'oranto, 26th Aug., 1854,

pretence for a charge, that T interfered in the “deci-

sions. Indeed, at no period during the last twenty-
five years, have I electiopeered for'ar against any
canlidate whatever. I hate at different timea, espe-
cially during the many years that I was an Jditor of
a weekly paper, earnestly discussed great prinei-
ples of gavernment and civil rights, but ia the appli-
cation of those principles lor’ or against any particu-
Jar candidate at.an election, I h:ne taken 1o active
part, nol even s0 much as to gn‘(. an advice in any
instance ; nor can aoy wman truly charge me with
doing so.

Bt as that reason for my silence no Ionger exists;
andl as my silence seems to Lave been mistaken for
an inability to answer, your Lordship’s statements and
imputations, in consequence of which ope or two re-
spectable journals in Lower Canada have been led
into the error of supposing that there was some
grouad for your Lordship’s chax rges, I will briefly re-
ply to them.

In my last Annyal Report I stalcd that support-
ers of Separate Schools in Upper Canada oceupy
the same pasition in respect to the Public Schools as
do the supporters of Separate Schoals in Lower Ca-
nada. Your Lordship charges me with the ¢ direct
assertion of falsehoed,” with asserling the . reverse
of truth® on this subject. -

Before noticing your Lordship’s clxaroes in detail,
1 may remark that when public men ha\e said that
they will advocate granting the same privileges to the

Catholics in Upper Canada as enjoyed by. I'rotest-
ants in Lower Canada, they are quite nnht, and say
no wore than I have..said {rom the beﬂmnmfr—nu
more than I have sincerely- mtended—no more than
each succeeding adwministration has :'intended—no
more than the late Attorney General (now Judge)
Richards believed was {ully secured to them by the
Supplementary School Act for. 1853: for. after he
and L had gone over the several'clauses of the fourth
seclion (relative to Separate Schools) of the Sup-
plementary School Bill, he asked me if' the support-
ers of Separate Schooh weére now placed on the
same footing in Upper Canada asin Lower Canada;
Treplied I believed thiey \Were in every rcspect—lint
in some particulars there was a difference in'the mode
of proceeding in the two sections of- Canada, arising
from the existence of - Municipal Councils-and assess-
ments in Upper -Canada, and the payment of all
school oneys by County‘ aid Towh - T'reasurers,
which did not exist in Lower Carada—that in re-
gard to these’ pcculmnues,,,nothmu Vs reqmred of
the Trustees of Separate Sthools: .\vluch was not re-
quired of trustees of. ‘Public Schotls;:with the single

exception that in the semi-annual returns of the for-

mer the names of children and, their pary ents or guar-
dians weré,included, with,(he amounts of their:school
&ub=crlphons, in order:that it might” be lnown whom

to exempt from' the’ payment o}' puhhc school ta xcs.'_

: la\v, and new inputations agmnsl. myself,

But I desired the Attorney General to examine for

" | himself .the provisions of the two laws in regard - to

Separate Schools. At his request, I took the school.
law of Upper Canada as existing and as propesed,
and he took the school law of {.ower Canada, and
went over the provisions clause by clause relative to
Dissentient Schools, while I referred him to the cor-
responding clauses of the school law of Upper Ca-
nada; and after he bad fivished, he said the equality
in the two cases was perfectl, and he was prepared
to defend it. After this examination, and with this
conviction, the Attorney Genera!, with the concur-
rence of his colleagues, brought lhe Bill before the
Legislative ns=embly, and it was passed—after which,
and for several months, your Lovdships newspaper
organs boasted of it as subverting the foundation of
our public school system, which your Lordship had
so fiercely denonnced, and would soon secure its
overthrow. This turns out to have been a great mis-
take—onr school system is neither shaken in its foun-
Jations, nor impeded iu its progress ; and your Tiord-
ship manufactures new charges against the school
I will now
quote and answer them one by one.

1. Bushop Charbonnel—* In Lower Canada, any
number whelever evjoy the right of establishing Se-
parate.Schools, while in Upper Canada it is peees-
sary for twelve lieads of families to apply in writ-
ing to the Municipal Couneil or to the Boards of
School T'rustees in any city or incorperated vil-
lage.”

Answer—This is not correct. There can be no

dissentient school distriet in Lower Caradz, which
shall contain less than erenty children between the
ages of D and 16 years; nor can any dissentient
school be contireued which 1s not attended by *at
least fifteen children.” See Sections 4, 19, 26, 27,
Act 9 Vic., chapter 27. 'I'bese conditions are not
so easy as those required of the same partles in Up-
per Canada.
" 2. Bishop Charbonnel—* In Lower Canada, Pro-
testants excrcise, without rustncuon, the right of
establishing Separate Schools, while in  Upper Ca-
nada, persons desirous of doing so must be either
frecholders or householderss. -

Answer—This is a mistake. The Uppcr Cana-
da School Act specifies ¢ resident heads of families”
without any reference to lheir being Ireeholders er
householders, ard the ¢ parties petitioning for and
sending children to a Separate School” elect the
trustees.

3. Bishop Charbonnel—* In Lower Canada,Pro-
testants have anly to signify their intention of havmg
started a Separate Schoo] while in Upper Canada,
before any proceedings are taken, Catholics must
apply to a Protestant Board, before their school can
have an existence.” = ¢« That the right has been be-
stowed of establishing Separate qchoola even where
a Protestant teaches a Common School. L

Answer—This is a mistake. "'he Superintendent
of Liducation in Lower Canada, says, in his official
Circular, ¢ The present act authorises the establish-
ment of Dlssenhent Schools only upon the grounds
of religious clz,feumce, and to the inhabitants only
fomuna' the minority.”” « The law relating to Com-
mon Schools does not recognise [ndependurt [Pro-
testant denominational] Schools.”

'(2.) The Lower Canada School Act (9th Victo-
ria, Chapter 27, Section 23) authorises the Com-
missioners of cach School Municipality (the same as
a Board of School Trustees in Upper Canada) “ to

regulate the course of study to be pursued in each
school and 10 establish general rules for the manage-
ment of the schools under their care.”” And in or-
der to establish a Dissentient School, the 26th sec-
tion of the same act provides, ‘-Tlnt whenever in
any municipality, the regulations and arrangements
made by, the School Cornmissioners for the Londm.t
of any scliool, shall not be agreeable to any number
whatever of the mhab:tants professing a religions
faith different from that of the majorily of-the Tha-
bitants of such municipality, the inhabitants so dis-
senlient may collectively signily such dissent in writ-
ing to the Chairman of said Comnsissioners and give
in the names of three trustees, chosen by lhem for
the purpeses of this Act; and such; trustees shall
have the same powess and be subject to the same du-
ties as School Commxsﬂlouers, but for the manage-
wment of those schools only which are under theis
control 5 and such dissentient inhabitants may, by the
mterventlon of snch lruslees, establlsh m tlu. -

dml suer\'lslon, &c The "'hh section. of the

"Act provides,-that no such school . shall, receive: any

thing trom the School Fund unless 1t ¢ has been m
actuul operation during at-least'8 calendar:-months;”

and “ has- been. attended: by-atleast filteen ch\\dren., :

- By these prov:snons, itis élear-that the' dissentiens
must- elgmfy in wrmng to the Chalrman of the local

School Board their intention to establish a Separate
School or schools the same as in Upper Canada ; but
they are not entitled to a Separate School wntlmut
avowing their dissent from the regulations made by
the very Commissioners to whom they are required
to make the application ; nor can they receive any
aid from the Schoo! Fund without having had a
school in operation at least eight months, “and at-
tended by at least fifteen children. Another sectien
of another Act requires semi-annual returns made by
them on oath of at least two of the trustees of the
dissentient School as to the actwal number that las
attended their school—three conditions these, and
very serious ones Loo, which are not required of the
trustees of Separate Schools in Upper Canada,

4, Bishop Charhonnel—*In Lower Canada, the
clergymen of all religious denominations in cach mu-

nicipality are eligible without any property qualifica-
tions, to the School Comnissioners.”

Answer—So may they be elected trustees of se-
parate or other schools, or appointed school superin-
tendents, in Upper Canada, without any property
qualificntion whatever—without even heing residents
in the school seclions where they are elected—and
even without being Dritish subjects, or faking the
eath of allegidnce,

5. Bishop Charbonnel—* Trotestant Trustees in
Tower Canada have the same powers accorded to
them as is given to Catholic Commissioners.”

Answer—The powers of trustees of Separate
Schools in Lower Canada are confined to the dissen-
tients and the schools under their control. It is the
same in Upper Canada.”

6._Bishop Charbonnel—* Protestant Trustees in
the Lower Province are constituted a Corporatien
for assessment and collection, and are entilled to re-
ceive from the Chief Superintendent, if they please
the sum proportionale to the dissenting population.”

Answer—The trustees of diasentient schools are
designated by an inferior title to that given to the
managers of- the Catholic Sclools in Lower Canada.
Theyv are:called © Trustees of the dissentient schools
in tlie' municipality,” while the others are designated
“ The Schoo! Commissioners of the mumupahty,
and are declared to be a Corporation under that
name, The Protestant Schools are not honored
with the name of * Separate Schaols,” but are de-
signated “ dissentient Schools,” and the managers of
them are not called “ Commissioners,” but « Trus-
tees,” in contradistinetion 1o commissioners; and
are required to apply to the # President of the School
Commissioners” for any lists of assessments and
names of school rate payers, &c., in which they are
interested, and fo express, ** at feast one month be-
fore the first day of January and first day of July,
that they are not satisfied with the arrangements an-
tecedently made by the School Commissioners in said
municipality,’? in order to obtain 2 release from the
payment of school rates to the Catholic School of
such municipality, and to collect them for the # dis-
sentient School or Sclhools.”

Nor is it correct 1o say, that the School Fund in
Lower Canada is given (o the trustees of a # dissen-
tient” school in a municipality, “ proportionate to
the dissenting population.”” This was the case under
the Sehool Act of Lower Canada of 1846 ; but this
provision was repealed by another School Act (12
Vie., Chap. 50) passed in 1849, the 18th section of
which provides, that the ¢ dissentient schools” shall
be entitled to receive from the Superintendent shares
of the General School Fund (that is the legislative
grant) bearing the same proportion to the whole sums
alloted from fime to time to such municipality as the
number-of children attending such dissentient school
bears to the whole number of children alteuding
school m such municipality at the same nme.”  Ac-
cordingly, in the School Act of Upper Canada,
passed “the year after the passmg of. the School Act
of Lower Canada, just quoted, it was provided that
“each Separate School shall be entitled to shore in
the School Fund according to the average attend-
ance of pupils attending each such Sep"tr.m. School,
as compared with the whole average altendance of
pupils attending the Common Schools in such City,
Lown, or To\vnshlp Thus the basis of distribut-
ing the money aliotted by the Chief Superintendent,
to Mumclpahttes ‘between the Separate and Miumici-
pal Schools, is prec:sely the same in both parts of
Canada.”

1. Bishop Charbonnel, -—-“Lve:y facilily is al-
forded to Protestants {or the eollection of the sums
10 which they are_entitled. They have: tlie. same
n-rht of employm“ the mumclpn[ afficers. or not at
their discretion,”"

Answeri—"The tmstees of Sepnmte Schooh hnve
preuselj the same rights and -the same facilities of
procuring the. mlormatxon they may ‘require from- the:
Assessor’s Roll of schiool tax-payers, as liave’ the )
trustees of-‘the; Common Schools, and. as have, the:

can’ employ any person as their collector of the rates
imposed by them who is willing to accept the office,
the same as the (rustecs of Common Schools:

'S. Bishop Charbonnel—¢ They have tbe right of
receiving a due proportion of the building fund.”

Answer.—The school Jaw of Lower Canada au-
thorises the expenditure of a portion of the Legislative
School Grant in the erection and repairs of sehool
houses. This is notallowed in Upper Canada, in ye-
gard to school houses of any deseription. The
whole of the Legislative school grant in Upper Ca-
nada must be expended in paying the saluries of
teachers, in which Separate Schools share equally
with other schools upon the same principte of distri-
bution as that which is pravided by law in Lower
Canada. There is, therefore, no school * building
fund” in Upper Canada; and therefore nons for
Commen, any more than Separate Schools,

9. Bishop Charbonnel.—* Of having in Montreal
and Quebee only one Board of six members wholly
independent of the other Board.”

Ansteer.—The Trustees of each Separate Schoot
in Upper Canada are constituted n Board of Lxa-
miners, “ independent of all other Boards” to give
certificates of qualifications to their own teachers—
a power given not to any ather Board of Trustees
in any city, town, or municipality in Upper Canada..

10. Bishop Charbonnel —* Of receiving in these
cities a sum proportionate to their population.”

Answer.—There is no scheol rate as such levied
in Montreal and Quebec. The arrangement of pay-
ing certain sams out of city {unds, which is confined
to those two cilies, and does nol extend to any other
part of Liower Canada, telis powerflully against the
Protestants in those two cities, as they are not al-
lowed to share in the fund according to their propesty
or the taxes they pay, but according to their numbers
—which are very small in praportion 1o their wealth,
and therefore sinall in proportion to what they them-
selves pay to the fund itself,

11, Bishop Charbonnel —4 And the still further
right of exemption from taxalion for the purpose of
estnbhshlng Common School Libraries and Build-
ings.’

“Answer.~The Schoo! Commissioners themselves
in Lower Canada are not authorised to levy rates for
libraries. The supporters of Separate Schools in
Upper Canada are exempt {rown all school rates for
hbr'me: as well as for the salaries of teachers, and
from all rates for lie erection of school houses ex-
cept such as were undertaken before 1he establish--
ment of a Separate School. Norare the supporters
of ¥ dissentient schools” in Lower Canada exempred
from thie payment of any school rates, whether for
schoo! houses or for other purposes, which were Jevi-
ed before thcy established Separate Schools, It
Trustees of Separate Schools in Upper Canada
have the same power, and receive the same assist--
ance, for the establishment of librarics, as do the
Trustees of Common Schools.

12, Bishop Charbonnel.—%The right is also
granted of corresponding with the Supeunlendent
.\!om. and that right of sueh large, beneficial and
liberal construction as will’ ensure the attainment of'
the objects of this Act, and the enforcement of its
‘several enacliments, au.oxdmg to their true intent,
meaning and spirit.”

Anstwer.—The same right exists in Upper Canada
in regard to the Trustees of Separate as well as of
Public Schools, and has unever been denied in any
one instance. Dut it is a regulation of my Depurt-
ment, that parties complammrr should furnish a copy’
of their communication to the parlies against whom -
they complain, and against whom my decision is in-
voked—and [ have adverted to a disregard of this’
equitable and' necessary regulation on the part of Se-
parate School Lrustecs in the city of "L'oronto, al-
though I did not even delay on that account to re-
ceive and answer their communications. ‘The pub-
lication of my -~ eorrespondence with these parms-—
and which has been withheld from the public in the -
Bishop's newspaper organs that have perpetually as-
sailed me—would furnish a complete refutation of
this unjust and groundless insinuation. It has ako
been shown above that the ¢ dissentient minority” jin
Lower Canada, must previously “correspond, > fot
« with the Superintendent alone,” and .not at all with
him, but with the Cathelic School Commissioners of”
the Municipality as to the establishment of a * dis-
sentient” school, and must make a protest against, or
avow their dlssent from the school regulations ‘made -
by such commissioners, in- order to establish a Sepa-
rate. School, and afterwards make another ‘wrilten
protest-in order to be exempted from the payment of
school rates levied by such- commtssloners—Regu!a-
tions:which:said commissioners- are not-required ta:
cémmunicate to.dissentients .at all..~Should: thé Ro-"

| man: Calholu: School . Comrmssxoners make'no . Re="

gitlations” to .which' the Protestants- could: objecl, ;

trustees of dissentient schools in Lower- Canada, and

¢ on the ground.of: religious: difference,”- they could



