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No. 9.

. W. B. Richards {o Biskop De Charbonnel,

Letter of Hon, W, B. Ric “Quebe:‘;, Nay 20, 1855,
My Lord,~I hope the provisions of the Bill will be
guch ag to prevent future dispute and difference. _Asl
said before to,you personally, Liisve endesvored to gire to,
separate seboo)sin U %the ;Bamefrights’ and, pOWErS; 2

EntiichoolsamLower Canada have:

.
the dissenjentidel have:) ‘?:§
Sy 5

At this peried the people arose én masse throughout the
country, a?:d petition}; pgured into Parliament, bearing the
signatures of upwards of 18,000 of the freeholders of both
sections of the Canadas. At the head of these patitioners
were the Archbishop of Quebee, the clergy and laity of
Montresal, and M. Cauchon, the present Commissioner of
Crown Lands, as lender of the famous Catholic Institute

f St. Roch's.
° No. 11.

Daring this session also, the. Separate School Question
coming before Parliament, the Hon. Francis Hiacks, the
leader-of the Reform government, gave the following bril-
liant{estimony to the moderation which Bishop De Char-
bonnel bad shown in the Separate School question:—
Speech of the Hon, F. Hincks, the Premier of the Reform

U Government in June, '63. -

T do not believe but tbat if thers had been anything
Jike fair play, and what'T know of the venerable prelate
of the Ohurch st Toronto, (Bishop De Charbonnel) and
whom ] knew for n great many years before be went to
Upper Oanada, and for whom1early formed a great re-
spect; ot only for bis abilities, but for all ‘his views, as
far ag'T-could ascertain them, I say, thatTam perfectly
certain, thatit would have been quite possible 1o have
gone on upon fair terms, if there bad been onything like
modeération on the otber side; but I'do not think that
there was, and I think thot that never will be, while par-
ties-have it-in their power to do just as they like.” -~

S “No. 12. L

A Bill passed this session, usually called the Separaie
School Act of’53, which, through the changes made in it,
became partially inoperative. ; This Bill was denounced by
1be Montreal True Wifness as a’ * mockery and a snare,"
and o few weeks experience proved the truth of the asser-
tion. Soon much trouble arose from the imperfect cha-
racter of the Act, and the question of its amendmert be-
came & necessity, . .

o4

No, 13,
Bishop De Charbonnel.

. : # Quebec, Aug. 3rd, 1853,
My Dear Loed Bishop,—~I have learned with much re-
gret from~ yourletter of yesterday: that a fresh dificully
has arisen.regarding vour schools in Toronto. = Believe
me, my ilention shall be prompily given to the subject of
tbe grantwith a view. to find a remedy, if tbers be any
attemptto obstruct the working of a law honestly intend~
ed by -the.:Government to beal up wounds which:were-
most injurious to the:peace of socieiy.. I regret my inabi-
1ity to'call'on your. Lordship and express o you personally

Lctier of Mr, Hincks-o

my great reapect for your worth, which I hgd much plea-|

_sure in doing on the floor of Parliament. .
oo e © o ©P. Hiwers.!
Tl e - No 4. T
Letler of Vicar-General Cazeau io Bishop De Charbonmel.

. ¥ Quebec, 18th August, 1853,
My Lord,—I have scen Mr. Hincks. Your: school
question vexes him very much. He will write strongly to-
Mr. - . .-to moke him- interpret--the-law. in’
such & way:as to do justice to Catholics If.the lawis;
ot interpreted ag mecessary a new one shall be enacted in
order torequire imperiously that the: Catholics:.of Upper
Canada should be treated with the same liberality a9, Pro-
testants.are in:Lower. Oanads,: and. thus justice-shall be
obtained. It is-s.life or death question. ” Ar.. Hincks-un-_
derstands it very well.? - - . e T e o0

No. 15. _
Lettér of Mr. Hincks to Bishop De Charbonnel,

i * Quebec, Aug. 27, 1853,

‘ My Dear Lord Bishop,—I am of course most snxious

.

if possible that the matter should be satisfictorily adjnsted

by the Department, and 1 therefore trust that you- will
cause o complaint to be made to-be made to Dr.
who will'immediately cause the grievance to be redressed.
e e “F. Hixcgs..”
RS No. 16. : el
‘Lelter of Mr. Hincks to Bishop De Charbonnel, ~
L ‘¢ Quebee, Oct. 11, 1853,
¢ My Dear Lord Bishop,—In reply to your enquiry, I
beg to ssy that I would like very much to see precisely ihe
nature of the proposed amendment to the present law.
When received, it shall receive the prompt attention”of the
government, and we shall be able to inform you whether
we will bring it forward ag g government measure.
A o , “F, Hinews.”
S - No. 17, T
Lelter of Mr. Hincks lo Bishop De Charbonnel.
o ' # Quebec, Nov. 23, 1853,
“My Dear Lord Bishop,~On consideration, I have
taken the liberty of transmitting your letter to my friend,
Mr.~——, who iz in my entire confidence,” and who is as free
as I trust Iam -myself from any feeling of bigoiry and in-
lolerance,: such 05 is, 1.regret. to say; entertained by too
many Protestants towards our brethren of the Catholic.
persuasion, - My object in-sending the letter toMr.———m, |
is, because it is so much easier to discuss suck questipns
jn conversation than by letter. Mr.— will see you on"
the subject; and after we fully understand one another’s
views, we shall be able to state to you what we can do
as a government,

“T. Hixexs”?
- . No.18. .
of the ‘Archbishop and the Bishops of the Province lo
v o . His Exzcellency Lord Elgin, - :
¢ - - un W June, 1854,
¢t Your Excellency will not be suiprised that Bishops,
seeing with the deepest grief, the evils which are the ordi-
nary conseqguence of mixed schools, presume to ask aid and
yprotection to obtain a just and equitable law on behalf of
1he Separate Schools. They do not ask exclusive privi-
leges ; they demand simply and solely that the law which
regulates Separate Schools in behalf of. Protestants in
Tower Canade should be extended to the Catholics of
TUpper Caneda, It isaright which we trust they will
not ask in vain from your -Excellency.” . »

Letier

19.- ’

Bishop De Charbonnel.
- ¢ Quebee, June 12, 1854,

)My Dear Lord Bishop,~I can-assure your lordship

that Ishall seize the enrliest moment of giving my best

attention to the subject, and I hope you believe that I am

most anxions to meet your views,”

No.
Leliér of Mr..Hincks {o

Ce No. 20. .
Letler of Mr.. Hinclks to" Bishop De Charbonnel,
o e % Quebee, June 23,1854,
«3fy Dear. Lord Bishop,—I - have jast- recsived - your
Lordship's note, but I iave not yet seen the papér handed

to Mr! Morin, and cannot, therefore, spenk with confidence | - .- .7 - L
Shenile 0 L EE e Bishop Phelan do the
P Enges | oy

ag to what Wé may be ableto do; - -

T el g, S

1{“Hon,4. N. Morin to Biskop De Charbonnel. - =
R o ¥ Quebee,' 1'Sept; 1854,

s i 11 dsposed

“ 43116 your great quesiion’ Mr. Hincks is

SHhalllaice withiSiE Allen
Cathiolics about,seya
e e ’

prrticular manner.” .

\Bill, which

No. 22,
Vicar General Cazeau fo Bisho}é;.g

My Lord,—All the Lower Canaditn
mnintaineIt‘i i% tll:xe (igbine; :1de ugt dec
"ing’yoiir Liordship; that they agreed, a3 a‘cont

. 53 FATl » th)x;t justic’e'ﬁ,ghhll-be d
parate schools.” &

S y
Esq., lo Bislgi :

# Quebec 4

“With regard io the school bill, Iha.gg;:‘bggmmform
by Mr. Cauchon that the Government will introduce &
bill on t?xle sub:;fe_ct. wi g, BOW}S-”

&

iy

Letter of J. G. Bowes,

b v Nb. 240 ¢ g
Letter of ‘Bishop Phelan to Bishop De Charbonnel. -
o ‘ . ¥ Kingston, Nov. 10, 1854.
i)y Lord,—I bave had a letter from our Altorney-
General, in which he promises. that he will pass a bill-that
will be satisfactory to us all. Notwithstanding all his
promises, I still feel anxious to see that some action would
be taken on our school bill. I have recommended the
matter to the prayers of our faithful people.

. _“} PaTmick, Bishop of Garrhe.”
25 .
Leller of Vicar-General Cazeau to. Bishop De Charbonnel,
¥ Quebec,-28th December, 1854,
“ My Lord,—It has been resolved in the Council that
justice should be done to the Separate Schools. ' Sir Allan
hastens to ‘tell me that he had always been favorable to
1tlhen::, and I reply4hat your lordship had.always relied on:
im.” ' KRR : T .
: ‘ No. 26. o
Letler of Rishop. Phelan to Bishop De Charboanel.
R # Kingston, Jan. 8, 1855,
“1 have deferred answering you until I bad aninter-
view with the Attorney General, who assures me that he
has a school bill prepared for us in Upper Canada. He
says that be gave it to the Hon. Mr. Morin, as a Catholie
in communication with the Rt. Rev. Dr. De Charbonnel.
The Chief Superintendent read it -nitentively, and said
nothing against its provisions.” o
. No.2T. o
Leter of Bishop Phelan to Bishop De Charbonnel.
% Kingston, Jan. 16, 1853.
“1 assure you that I have my misgivings about the
new school bill as unobjectionable to——, - and therefore I
earnestly requested of the Attorney General to send usa
copy of it, thit we might send back to him our remarks.
on the margin of it. He promised to send it.
1o have great confidence that the Hon. Mr. Morin, as s
Catholic, will make the snitable amendments that may be
necessary. in his bill. Henry Smith; the Solicitor General,
has given me the most solemn promises that our school
bill will be satisfactory.” Co .
o ' . No. 28,
Lastter of Hon. W, Cayley to Bisiop' De Charbonnel.
. ' : * Kingston, Jan. 22, 1853.
" YNy Lord,—I hasten {0 answer your Lordship, that
the matter referred to will, without loss of time, be sub-
mifted for:the consideration of the government.” [Ap-
other move for the petitions which were sent from the
three Dioccses, of 10,000.] S
: ‘ ' © No.29.
Bushop De Charbonuel,
: ;. . “Kiogston, Feb. 2, 1855.
I do -not' ses -in what the Bishops do not ngree, for as
far as] am concerned I have not,.to my knowledge, yet
disagreed with any Bishop on the School question. - I do
not ses hotr members can know that which does not exist,
1.¢., digagréement amongst Bishops. ' T 'am determined not
to let it go with them without telling them'my sentiments
on it. .Don’t you think that Mr' Cauchon will befriend us
a3 to the:school bill? I cannot say what Mr. Cartier is

.:'.‘j Lelter of Bishop Phelun'io

disposed to do.” _ ]
[ . No.30. = o
*Lelter of the Hon. J. Cauchon to Bishop De Charbionnel.
P * Quebee, 13t March, 1855,
My Lord,—I am busy with your school question in a

- No. 31.
‘Letter of ‘the Bishop of Bylown {0 Biskop De
C Bytown, March 2, 1855.

# My Lord—Your protestation reached me in the midst
of the bush. I signed sod sent it immediately to Bishop
Phelan ; were it lost, send o duplicate and I will sign it.
We ask merely and only for the law' which rules Lower
Caneda.  Go to Quebec if you can, for you -are amongst
us the most able to treat the school question with the go-

Charbonnel.

.vernment. Try to take along Bishop Phelan to Prescott;

T will go thither and give you all powers and our. petitions
for:the schools. ’ -
No. 32,
Letier of Mr. Hincles to Bishop De Charbonnel.
e - “ Quehec, Mar. 5, 1855.

¢ 1 have no doubt that Ishall be enabled to give my
cordial support to any measure which. the government
may agree to for seftling the -question ‘of Separate

Schools.” S g
o No. 33. -
“Lelter of the Bishop of Bylown to Bishop D
: Byiown, 13th March, 18535
# Dear Lord,—I entreat you: to- start for Quebec with
the signatures of the three Bishops; our preyers and those
of all Cathalics will "accompany you.
age you speak of I refuse him. You may say to—
that if he be sent I wifl protest immediately against him.-
T would be astonished:that I sbould give the reasons there-
of? e .

e C/mrbonncl.

No. 34.. .
Letter of Biskop Phelan-lo Biskop De Charboninel
: -+ . .Kingston, March 13, 1855.

© Rt, Rev. Lord,—1 have received your communica.
tions, with a printed copy of a project of o bill for sepa-
rate schools, which is;very good a3 to. the principle, hut
which, in my opinion, is not sufficiently explicit in its de-
tails,; therefore I took the liberty of adding to it some few
words. I sent my protest to the Attorney General, and
requested that such clauses referred to by your lordship
would not be put in his bill. :Now, as the Attorney Gene-
ral West-has answered my protest by.requesting us-to put
in writing such alterations and. amendments to the pregent
school act as weé want, I'am happy to have your project
withthe comparative table attached to it, thnt he may see
whatwe want, 1 rescived-notice by telegraph to-day
from that hon.  gentleman, stating that Megsrs. Morin and
Cazeau are preparing. our ?bill,,,an_ requesting me again to
send him my views id writing: your projéct, with the few
words I added, ‘comprises, I'believe, ail -that' we may re-
quive. I give you the same authority to act for rie-as yon
offered tome for yourself.” .. = . ... -
' " ) NO- 35. _'_' . .
Hon, Attorney-General Wesl,

: C ey 1ot March 14th, 1855,

- ® Hon. 8ir,—In necordance with. your request, I send
youin Writing my views in respect to the Separate School,
' srdently Yope- you will'pass in”the present
‘sesgion-of ‘Parliament.: ‘These.aré the views of the Bishop

to caise thit the law-that suthorizes’ séparate; s¢hools6f Toronto, to whichI added a.few amendments; they

should be s truth.” 5

are algo those of the Bishop of Bytown, and ‘of all tbe

T ooaOathoriis of hghen

-{neeted with the welfare of religion. . . .

He secems |

As to the person- |

1school gections.” -

¥ince. . There cannot be any
ed a3 to the necessity of sepa~

oubt ationt_ olir. bein gy

*|.raté schools in Upper; Odnada—Protestants have them in

Lower*Oanada : ‘all - Wexwant is that our separate schools

.apqmgiﬁ%i; tablished=inSUpper Oanada on a principle

imilar-tolthe separate:sthools iu Lower Canads,, You
\ t:that'neither’péace or %n}tegtgnen’t‘{mm, ver
*:50p8: Sstablighedion

dy relyotiit:that n ! !
:qggtq?qd gj,ihtlggfsqgamie schoolg Are.e

rinciplesiofleanity, and fairnesd iliagno. réasonable
“"*éhgé%t 31t is useless o think ofAmak-
‘Whichiwould still leave us in the ne-

"sil.hﬁ'il"ﬂé;gvislature every year for addi-
' thigtbehalf,

: ) No. 36.

Demands of the three Bishops, signed by them in Prescott

224

being a Protestant clergyinan,' 24, {0de trustee by ward,
and one board for the different wards. 3rd. Free circum-
scription of separate schools. '4th. Equalshare'in public
school funds, according to population or attendance ; and
at least frée enjoyment of our pwi municipal taxes, 5th,
Repeal of the contribution 1o Protestant school houses
and Libraries, 6th. Repeal of the very hard annual de-
claration of each supporter of separate schools. 7th. The
Act to be ifi force from Jan. 3st, 1856, © ' - 1T
S . No. 31,

Letter of the Bishop of Byluun 1o

Ficar- General | Cezean.
o <. - 7. BMarch 25, 1855..
Y Mr. Vicar-General,—The Bishop of Toronto went
down to Quebee fully determined to succeed. The three
Bishops of U-C. metat Prescott.to give him. full power;
ongd if he should require new ones, we. should: give them
to him for we ere deécidéd to.push the matter through

much as possible in & ' work which i3 so intimately: con-

- No.

: 38,
Lelter of Judge 4. N,

Morin 1o Bishop De Charbonnel.
‘ ol % Quebee, April 4, 1865.
» % Ny Lord,—You have my project of a Bill which. you
may dispose of as you please,.and which does not deserve
somnch gratitude as your lordship’s.kindness leads you'to.
E.‘ZPTEES. ' : - " S Nl R
) No. 39. o -
Letter of the Bishop of Bytown to Biskop De Charbonnel.”
: ¢ Bytown, ‘April 4, 1855,
*¢ Dear Lord,—I am convinced that your . presence and
onr union will serve to ameliorate the new Bill. - The mo-
ment is come at 1ast to obtain a;-_lea.s.t_sqmc -j_ustige. Rely

ALWAYS on onr co-operation.” T+

- Noos0. ..

.Bishop Phelun to Bishop De Charbonnel. -

‘ r . ‘1 April 11th, 1855.
“Rt. Rev. Lord,—The only way to overcome fear by

fear is to get & majority of the membersin ourfavar for

that mensure, and thus to 'compel the ministry 1o kave it

Rm:igﬁs are for us, I do not see why you could not suc-
ceed, C oo

No 41, v

Letier of Bishop [helan fo Hon. Altorney General Mac-
. ' -, ‘donedd, S T
: - "'WKingston, 11th April, 18535,

 Hon. Sir,—Althotigh you informed me in your last letter

that it is, and slways was, your object to ensble the Ca-,

tholies of - Upper Genada to, educate their youth in their

own way, it does not appieir however at

you intend making, at this Session, any:of the amend-

ments in the present School Act,yvhich you,required me

Jwhat was the use of asking me for my viewsion,the sub-

culties on this point :, the.chief; superintendent of schools:
of Canada West especially beingopposed.to any.measure.
that would be. favorable to” our sepdrate schoals, and
consequently ' détermined- “tp ‘prevent,”if - possible, * the:
amendments we require,. But'I {rust neither yon nor:the:
ministry will be: prevented: from doing us justice; by your.
allowing us the same rights and ;privileges for our sepa-

.| rate 'schodls as are granted 1o the, Protestants of L. C.—

If this be done at the present session we' will have no
rearon to complain, and the ddium thrown: upon youfor’
being_controlled by Dr. Ryersen..will Ue- effactually re-.
moved. If, on the contrary, the vaice of cur:oppoment
upon the subject of separate scliools is niore attended to
and respected than the voice'of the Catholic Bishops, the
clergy, and nearly 200,000:0f Her Majesty’sloyal Catho-
lic subjects, claiming justice .for the educationof their,
youth, surely the ministry that refases us such rights can-
not blame us for béing displensed with thém, and conse-
quently for being determined ‘to' ‘use'évery' constitutional
means in our power to prevent their fature return to:
Parliament. This of course will be the disagreeable
alternative to which we shall be obliged to bavé recourse;
if full justice be not done u3 at this session with regard to
our separate schools: - - . B
“1 have the lLonoer to.be, hon, sir, your most abedient
servant, TR ’ o
: ‘1 PaTrICE, Bishop of Carrhs,

‘- Administrator Apostolic of the -

. ~Diocese of Kingston:
*Hon, J. A. Macdonsld, S

Attorney. - .

Genperal West” = . )
This was sent to the Attorney Geueral with 'the ‘con-

currenee of the two othe;-Bishops of Canada West.
T Nedar U
Bytown to'Bishop De Charbonael,
: "¢ Quebee, April 17, 1855, *
Y Dear Lord,—~Alr Langevin .gives me hope that you
will .come_off suceessful in the-:siruggle :for Separate.
Schools.” May the hope. be realized! But pray! igsist
much that Catholics may th__e.m_s_e'wes; ) circiimsc;ibe-t’lxeir

- Letfer of the Bishop of

C Noi 43 -
of 'St. Hyacinthe
Chorbonnel; = -
. .- % 8t: Hyacinthe, April 18, 1855. -
# Militant - Lord,—Our crusade is for equal justice and
true liberty. If this Session do notgive you your rights,
itis an insult to Catholicity; and the Bishops have no!
cause 1o hesitate any-lo:_:ge;;.’ SRR : o
Letier of the Bishop of . Bylowii to Bishop De Charbonnel.
© 7 “Byiown, April 23, 1855,
* Dear Lord,~I am ‘waiting with impatience for the
result of our demands, and the promises which have.been
made. We plny a parttruly humiliating by praying and
supplicating in order to obtain mot o favor but what
ought to be conceded the humblest ecitizen; forit is only
the exercise of an inherent right, ‘' Fortunately we can
bear witness of ourselves, thatin -making: these demnnds

Leiter of the Bishop o Bishop De

humiliative position of our ‘ministers?-. For they canrot'
concea]l from *themselves that Mr,——-=is playing an
hypacritical part. - Since.he acknowledges ‘the Tights of
Catholics, declaring at the.same ‘time that be has caused
clauses tobe insertedin ‘the léw which will nnnibilate
those very rights,’ Nor' can; they but see that there’is'a
monstrous” injustice ‘id'-depriving ‘of .its" rights a :.large
proportion:of the inkiabitaits of Upper Canada. : That by-
accomplishing this act of, justice they twould only rouse a

fanatical opposition "whick would be naturnlly “without'

" March, 1855, for the Menisters> - [ -
1st. A special superintendent for separate schools, not |1

| 'traces of the beautiful zeal of which
: I'given 50 many proofs for. the support

come what may. Have the kindness to inferest yourself as |

Lettér of the Hon.

brought before the House and of course to favor it: if the |-

resent that’|

io ¢ommunicate in writing to you: if thisbe the case,| .

jectiof the separate: schools 21 am’ aware of- your 'diff- | :

we fulfil & duty, and. duty,is.never humiliation. . But |
what to think'of n. government which finds ifself in the |

honorable cause forit. Jbelieve with you that. if our
petition i3 without effect, we will be compelled te enter
the arena in the midst of the electoral contest. No
doubt it will be & painful step to take ; bat we will be-
conseicus of having been drawn into it
the:governmentfiowards theOathiolics ofiBy:
O\l Tvibuiet e ataried LA SAbEeoT be o
funjustéfasalof Separate Schgols'that wewill be-indebted
for the union of Catholics, That union will be powerful
enough to throw out those membors which ars opposed to.
us; and even Mr.~—, if he denied his antocedents in re~.
gard to Separate Schools, for the Oatholics are the thirg;
ofthe County. I tell you all this with the utmost confi
_dence, and I hasten to add that I stil} hope not to be forced:
:into such a course.”

No. 45.
Letter of Col. Tache to Bishop De Charbonnel.

o imne -4 Quehec, May 23, 1855
“ My Lord,~The expression of the apfnrobzﬁon’z of ;our
lordship concerning the little I have done
the edueation of the Qatholic children in Upper Canada is
very agreeable fo me; though in my opinicn I am convina
ced [ folfilled only. a duty, by .following at a distance the.
your lordship has
| 0 f of the faith of our
ancestors in the midst .of persecutions and troubles of
.every deseription. ' (The Bili passed refusing she demand
expressed in number 29, and imposing one
the 2 months cleuse) - - T
‘ “+ ... . - No. 46, :
Biskop Phelan to Bishop De Charbonnel,
*.June 5th, 1855,

T

" MRt, Rev. Lord,~I am in receipt of
.in Patliament for the separate schocls in U

‘éause I see many alterations have been made, (for its third
reading;) and these alterations :have been the work. of
some very wnfriendly hand? . T
T . No. 47. Lo
Bytown o Bishop De Charbonne!,

‘ o “June 12, 1855,

. ' Dear Lord,—I intended to thank you for the Bill.of
Separate Schools, for which we are indebted to your efforts,
1 knew that Bill. only by its ‘second-rending.  The third
unfortunately came to modify it But it is-certainly not
your fault.. The Parliament will sit next year in Toronto.
I m'nt pﬁrsnaded that we will obtain again certain amend.
ments. ‘ SR ’ ’ o

" Letter of the Bi’shop of

| N0.48. e
G. E. Cartier, ‘Provinciul Sceretary, to
Bishop De Charbonnel. ' :
i L 13 June, 1855, -

- ""Aly Lord,—I bave had the honor to receive 2nd lay be-
fore His Excellency, the Governor General, your lordships
letter of the 5th inst., tendering ‘your. resignation of your
-office as a member of the Council of Public Instruction.”

o 7 Nelas. .
Letter of Vicar-Generel Cuzedw to Bishop De. Charbonnel,
. . “ Quebec, June 14, 1855,

- ' My Lord,—A minister commaunicated to' me your let~
ters written to the Governor' General’ and’the Provineial
Secretary on tho 3rd inst. - The'step'is a'sharp one, and I
am convinced thet your lordship, did- notfail - to calculato
}vgu,;ts_;hearings, bowever, + = - e.oe e s
. beg
be better to witlidraw those letters.”

JAnswer of the Biskop of Toronto to~ Vicar-General Cuzeau..

: 7 7 ¥ Penetanguishene, June; 55,
. ' Mr. Vicar General,—I like* your letter of Tepresenta-
tions; - :It is the language -of &' trizd- friend.: I love- yoli
more for it; and be kind; encugh-:to:speak to

ters'who, according to the .unanimity of my friends have

‘colleagues think as-I'do,. T have:their letters. If they,
bave expressed their satisfaction, I was the first to do 80,
speaking of the Bill at it 2nd reading, but not as- conta-
minated by the third reading, As to withdrawing my two
Jetters T am prepared for it if the ministry is' prepared to-
send me 4 new. pledge that within the two first months of
the next session they-will introduce- the. amendments of
the three Bishops; the second of which will be to blot out
all the stding by which their Bill has been polluted before
them againgt o majority twice'secured to their will to do-
us Justice.
to pity the other Catholic ministersiwho have pushed us to
the extreme, ;
hejther the right of the church por her. anger, ageainst the
murderers of her children in mixed schools,” =~ ~ 1 . . -
o © . UNe. 8L - ’
"Vicar-General Cazeat'to Bishop De Charbonnel, -

) % Quebec, June 18, 1855.

"My Lord,—I received your letter of the 14th. I hasten
to assure. your Lordship that I partake of your astonish-
ment and indignation, therefore,. I .retract my -last which
I wrote to you under an.erroneous impression.” . .

- Letter of the Bishop of Bylown to. Bishop. De: Charbonnet,
“ Bytown, July 3, 1855,

# Dear Lord,—I am anxious to re-agsure yog 0,1’1 the im-
portant point of Separate Schools which you have so rauch
at beart. When I wrote to Mr; Oazeau to'thank - the min-
isters for the Separate Sclhiool Billy I wasunder the impres-
sion that it had remained in the same stlate as it was:when
it passed the.second reading. But'after having read at-
tentively the Bill as’ it finally’ passed. I remarked thatii
had been very much altered, and let Mr, Cazeau knotw the
pain which these alterations.would give both to the clergy
and the people. A division amongst. the Bishops is- no.
more to be feared for the future than for the present.”

.. . . No.s. . - .
Vicar- General Cuzeau to Bishop De.Charbonnel,

) * Quebec, July 7, 1855, ,
“My Lord,—Your Lordship must have ’rece_i{'eti my lot-
ter of apology. 1looked upon it as ‘my duty to send my

extract of the letter containing your grievances :and’ sn:

also his dissatisfaction. Iwanted o prove to our rulers
that you are not the only one complaining. * It i3 rep orted
that Mr.—————succeeded in introducing the amendment
sequently that he had tricked the Catholics,” -

; C o No. &4

Bishop Phelan to Bishop' De- Cliurbonnel..

B ' CwoLiser o oio.. " July 11, 1856,

i “Rt. Rev. Lord,~1. seo that Dr. Ryerson gives his own
amendment of 1851 is repealed, but it is our A'ttorney~'
‘in"our reporis:! the daily dttendance’, instead of ¥ the avesd

‘has blotted 'ou
Mr. Tollard to hold to-this.

aseicus of havin 1 drawa .into it against our wishes. .
Itkvaﬁﬁhsos.xwgmmedxum%offea#wus‘gﬁ"& @ DArtiof.
wu thatithe "

extra shackle, -

the late Act passed..
pper Canada, -
| and I.must confess I am very much disappointed in-it, be-:

10'suggest to your Lordship whether it )}fonla fxiof:

(desérved more than those ‘two- letters expressed.” My two -

For the Protestants they cannot understand

strength on account of its promoters being unable to show: '

for the' cause of. .~

By

! me-‘always .- -
‘with the.same frankness evern when. your conscience agd .
.mine will not meet,” ‘But.try {o find and read the bill such
83 the third reading has made” jt;- and probably "you  will "
‘come to'my opinion.: Ag before sending the two-lettersin . -
.question I had consulted the’ most -prudent men wlo live. -
around me, I canngt but regret.the conduct of -the. minig- .

Please to thank again' Mr, Tache, and-helpme .

protest to Col. Tache, sending to him gt the saime timean -

extract of a letter of the Bishop of Bytown, who expresses. .

' which destroyed all your labors, and thet le boasted sub~- -

interpretation to our, new School Bill, stating that tho .
General's opinion that it i3 not repealed : the doctor reads. © -

Tage pttzndq;’:‘_ce i.1n0w, our:Solicitor, Géneral, Mr. Smith, ...
.out:the; word dajl ¥, and authorizes the  Rev. ...



