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THE HON. DR. EDWA RDS
AND SCHOOL GRANTS

The Hon. Dr. Edwards has been
discussing the Separate School
question in various parts of. the
province. Last week he paid
London the honor of a visit and |
addressed the Ministerial Alliance
on the subject as well as a ‘‘ mass
meeting.” This, in point of attend-
ance, at any rate, must have been |
disappointing ; though the apostle
of the Publie School Defense League
appears to have convinced at least a
portion of the Alliangg.that in his
plea that the ministers hear both
gides and make a fair study of the |
question the Rev. W. R. MecIntosh
(whom we quoted last week) was
advocating a work of supereroga-
tion.

In his public address Dr. Edwards
said :

“Let me say that I want to
present a few facts for your consid-
eration and a few facts for your |
approval or disapproval. 1 will |
refrain from saying anything that |
will offend any person who is|
willing to look at the question
squarely. . . . Bishop Fallon, in his |
address at Massey Hall, Toronto, |

| certain

of grants’’ would have to be desig- ]
nated in plain Anglo-Saxon by a
short and ugly word.

The Honorable Dr. Edwards may
choose his own horn of the dilemma.

In his Massey Hall speech Bishop
Fallon faced this question of grants
squarely. It had for some time
before been exploited, just as Dr. 1
Edwards continues to exploit it.
The Bishop is not the man to shirk
an issue of that sort. And he did
not shirk it, Dr. Edwards to the
contrary notwithstanding. He ex-
plained it just as he explained it in
his letter to the Free Press after he |
had read Dr. Edwards’ insinuation

foGulre, 249 Main | of ghirking and his plain statement | affected. “‘This

of “the fact that he has not made
any mention of the grants.”’ l
The Bishop, as reported in the |
Globe, added :
“It really isn’t anybody’s l)usi-f‘

lness, because it is our own money. ~

It is the Separate school portion of |
It is divided |
by a law we didn't make, by regu-

the legislative grant. ‘
lations for which we are not.respon- \
|

| sible.”

But perhaps Dr. Edwards does |

| not read the Globe. He may read |

the Telegram. Well, The Evening |

| Telegram, Saturday, Feb. 11th, gave ‘l

more than a column to the report of |
the Bishop’s straightforward and

| plain dealing with the question of |
| legislative

grants to Separate
schools and the publicity given to |
the pother made about them by |
individuals. Yet Dr.

Edwards permits himself to “call |
attention again’’ to the significant |
“fact’’ that Bishop Fallon * has not

made any mention of grants!”’
And London is not the only place ;

he has done so elsewhere and per- |
sists in doing so. |

Perhaps there is a reason.

Bishop Fallon in Massey Hall
when talking about grants pointed |
out that in the County of Frontenac |
—Dr. Edwards’ county—in the
township of Bedford—Dr. Edwards’ |
township—there are two Public

| schools, one with a registration of |

one pupil, the other registering two,
where the grant in each ‘case ex- |
ceded the teacher’s salary—over |
$300 a pupil in one case and between \
$600 and $700 a pupil in the other !
Dr. Edwards would give the whole

THAT “"AGREEMENT"
AGAIN |
Dr. Edwards told us at the public
meeting that in 1841, at the time of
the Legislative Union of Upper and
Lower Canada, (Ontario and Quebec)
the old Province of Canada was
about equally divided in population

between Protestants and Catholics, |
the proportions in Lower Canada | lally :

| ministry was constituted, the gov- |
|

being reversed in Upper Canada.

\ For this reason, he averred, there

was an ggreement or understanding
reached by which no law affecting
either section of the provinece should

be enacted unless it should receive |

in that section 8o

a majority
was agreed to,’
said this deep and impartial
student of Canadian history, “‘by
the leading men of all parties.”

‘And he further revealed to an‘

audience, of whose ignorancé of
history he must have felt entirely
assured, that this was wrigidly
adhered to so far as Lower Canada
But in the matter

was concerned.

of the Separate School Act of 1868 |

this agreement was broken, a

majority of ten Upper Canadian |

representatives having voted against
the measure.

Like many of Dr. Edwards’
“ facts ' this would be very signifi-
cant if it were true. e

But it is grotesquely false.

It is true that
deemed it impossible or inexpedient

| to carry on if a majority of Upper

Canada membera were against
them. And French members endeav-
ored at various times to secure the
of the double
p,‘/vm'r’/:/n to Lower Canada, They
failed.

Often Lower Canada was gov-
erned during whole administrations
with the overwhelming majority of
its representatives in opposition.

The ‘‘ Double Majority”’ in the
sense explained by Dr. Edwards—
which is not the sense in which the

extension magjority

| term was often used in those days—

a French-Canadian member sought
to have embodied in a resolution

| which he submitted to in Parlia- |

ment. Mr. J. E. Thibaudeau, mem-
ber for Portneuf, brought for-
ward a motion declaring ‘‘ that in
the opinion of this House any
attempt at legislation which would

expressed the wish that a large|game away if he noticed a thing | affect one section of the province in

part of his audience might be com-
posed of those who did not agn‘el
with him. I have the same wish in |
connection with this meeting. 1|
would much like to be able to t:

to many of the bishop’s follow’;lr‘;l t-he bases ‘on: which th(t Educa- | quences which would be detrimental l\ fessor of history in any Ontario |
tion Department apportions the | to the welfare of the province and | University this question that covers |

that I might have an opportunity of
convincing them of the error of
their opinions.”

Shortly afterwards he prefaced\
his remarks about legislative |
grants with this amazing statement
reported—and correctly reported—l
as follows by the Free Press : ‘

|

“I cannot understand why Bishop |
Fallon has not made any reference |
to the legislative grants in all his |
discussion of the school question,”
continued the speaker. ‘‘There are
two main sources of revenue for the |
schools, legislative grants and tax- |
ation. The question of grants is so |
pertinent that I want to devote |
gome time to it. Let me again call ‘
your attention to the fact that, 3
while the Bishop of London has |
made many complaints of unfair |
treatment of the Roman Catholics, |
he has not made any mention of the
grants which the Separate schools |
now receive from the Legislature.” |

| get full information as to legisla.

| afford

like that —so he accuses Bishop
Fallon of side-stepping !
These cases simply show that |

grant to individual schools work
out strangely at times in the
Public schools as well as in the
Separate. But to admit that |
fact would not suit Dr. Edwards’]
purpose. If you do not dare to |
accuse openly but desire to leudi
your hearers to believe what you |
dare not say you must carefully |
select your facts.

‘* Any person desiring to face this ‘
question squarely "’ can doubtless |
|
tive grants from the Department |
of Education. Any person desirous "
of humbugging the ignorant, and |
of prejudicing the case for Separate |
schools by suppressing the truth |
and suggesting the false, cmmnt:
“to face the question |
squarely ”’ and must sedulously

| avoid securing or giving honest |

First, Dr. Edwards insinuates |
that Bishop Fallon has deliberately ‘
dodged an issue that had re(‘vntly\
received much publicity through
the press; and then, * again calls
attention to the fact that, while the
Bishop of London has made many
eomplaints of unfair treatment of
the Roman Catholics he has mnot
made any mention of the grants
which the Separate Schools now
receive from the Legislature.”

If the Honorable Doctor’s insinu-
ation were justified, if his reiterated
and emphasized fact were true, if it
were one that could be honestly
wsed by “‘any person willing to look
at the question squarely,”’ then the
significance of the subsequent facts
that he adduced relative to Separate
school grants would be enormously
increased. Of this the speaker was
evidently very well aware.

Now although Dr. Edwards
referred at the outset to Bishop
Fallon’s Massey Hall address,
quoted from it at times later on,
and although throughout his whole

gpeech mentioned Bishop Fallon |

again and again and again—making
it plain that he was definitely reply-
ing to the Bishop—we are through
politeness compelled to believe that
Dr. Edwards did not read Bishop
Fallon’s
any report of it.

Otherwise Dr. Edwards’ emphatic
and rei

Bighop has not made any mention

information on this subject. “

A Mr. Spotton, who is associated |
with Dr. Edwards in this unsavory 1
business, selected three Separate
schools in Biddulph where the |
grants were high and omitted the |
fourth where the grant was excep-
tionally low ; another peculiar in-
stance of facing a question square-
ly.

Many of Dr. Edwards’ other
alleged “‘facts’’ were of the same
order ; sometimes he denatured
Bishop Fallon’s statements, and so
refuted arguments the Bishop never
made. Of course, at times, he
honestly commented on undisputed
facts and his numerous references
to Bishop Fallon were always cour-
teous. He kept fairly weli his
promise not to be offensive. But
there is a deeper courtesy that
Catholics would greatly appreciate
and that is, eschewing appeals to
prejudice, to treat this question
honestly and on its merits. That, it
will rejoice fair-minded Protestants
as well as Cetholies to know, is not
go rare as might be supposed were
one to take London as representative
of the province. In Peterborough
the Hon. Dr. Edwards addressed a
“mass meeting’’ that was even less
“massive’’ than here;

and the

|
|
|

Massey Hall address or Ministerial Association of that city | it.

passed a resolution calling for a

% square deal for Separate schools in
terated statement ‘‘that the | the matter of taxes, but pleading by this admit or sanction in any

for one High school.

opposition to the votes of
majority of the representatives of
that section would produce conse-

give rise to great injustice.”’

Now this is precisely the ‘‘ agree-

ment or understanding’’ that Dr, |

Edwards declares was entered into

after 1841 by ‘‘ the leaders of all|

parties;’ the * agreement’” that
was ‘‘rigidly adhered to so far as
Lower Canada was concerned,” and

| that was violated in the passing of ‘

the S. S. Act of 1863.
Yet this resolution of Mr. Thibau-
deau in 1858—five years before 1863

| —was defeated after debate by a|

vote of two to one, ‘‘ Messrs. Brown,
Dorion and Mowatt and other mem-
bers of the Opposition voting with
the John A. Macdonald Minictry
against it !”’

This

‘“ agreed

the

to,”

is “ understanding "’

according to Dr.

| Edwards “‘by the leading men of

”»

all parties !
The late Professor Edward Kylie
in “Canada and its Provinces” dis-
cusses this question with the im-
partial scholarship for which he was
noted. We have quoted him before ;
but the persistence with which, for
an obvious purpose, this distortion
of history is put forward, makes it
desirable to repeat the quotation.
Professor Kylie writes :

This situation gave rise to the
demand that the Administration
should possess a double majority—a
majority, that is to say, ineach half
of the country. When, under Lord
Metcalfe, after the resignation of
Baldwin and La Fontaine, the
French had little or no voice in the
Government, the necessity for a
double majority was urged in Lower
Canada. When the tables were
turned and the majority of the
French representatives, but a
minority of the English, supported
Bald #in and La Fontaine and later
the conservative administration, the
‘demand came from the English side
of the house.

“Vet it cannot be said that the
double majority was ever accepted
either as a principle or a conven-
tion of the constitution.

“Party leaders would have been
only too glad to secure it, and in
opposition they were sometimes
ready to insist upon it, but they
were not deterred from holding
office by a iailure to command it.
The governors consistently opposed
Though Sir Edmund Head in
1856 ‘looked on MacNab's resigna-
tion as a virtual dissolution of the
existing administration, he did not
way the doctrine

of ¢ double or

Governments |

the |

| sertional majority as necessary to a
government in Canada. On_ the
“(-untrury, he stated unhesitat-
ingly that it was «a doctrine
“‘ul once irrational and wncon
| stitutional and if carried out
| might involve the consequence of a
| ministry being obliged to resign
| although the party by whom they
| were defeated did not and could not
possess the confidence of the Legis-
lative Assembly.” When the new

ernor told Colonel Tache that he
| expected the Government formed
| by him to disavow the practice of a
| double majority. The idea lingered,
"hnw«-vw. and to those who could
not accept representation by popu-
lation seemed to offer the only
| escape from what they regarded as
| a fundamental change in the whole
| constitution.

‘ ‘though formed in part of advocates
of representation by population, de-
cided to onpose any revision of the
representation in the sense of
| making population its basis.” But
| it was stated, in order in some
measure to meet the views of Upper

| Canadians, that the Government on |

()f

gecure

character
merely

local
not

questions
should

a

also a majority of the representa-
tivea of that section of the prov-
ince to which the measure under
| debate especially applied. The
| governor-general, however, ‘felt at
| the time that this arrangement was
vicious in principle and impraetic-
able in action, but as it
assumed the form of an understand-
ing amongst the members ot the
A dministration, he did not think it
| advisable to carry his opposition to
it so far as to prevent the formation
of the Ministry, feeling convinced

that it must be abandoned in prac- |

tice.” His judgment proved sound,
and, when the ministry decided to
appeal to the country, he was able
to announce that ‘no change had
been made in the general policy of
the Administration beyond the

abandonment of the double majority |

practice and making the question of
representation an open one.’ "

The italics in the above quotation
are ours.

It is perhaps too much to expect
Dr. Edwards to study this question;
but perhaps some members of Min-
isterial Associations rather than sit
at the feet of this Gamaliel for their

| history would prefer to read the
matter up for themselves.
reference is ‘‘ Canada and its
Provinces,”” Vol. 5, pp. 148, et seq.

| Also, *‘Sir John Macdonald,” by |

| Sir Joseph Pope, reference, “Double
Majority " in index.

We challenge the Hon. Dr.

| Edwards—or any of his admiring |

| followers—to submit to any pro-

| what he openly states or necessarily |

| implies
| did the French-Canadian members

standing acquiesced in by the lead-
| ing men of all parties?

Only before a jury entirely ignor-
ant of history can Dr. Edwards
| secure a verdiet in thc sense he
| desires.

It is only the obvious intent and
purpose of Dr. Edwards’ statement
| in this connection that matters.
l.deepen prejudice, to stir up strife

and ill-will, is a sorry business at
| pest ; to distort history for this pur-
| pose despicable.
| Letus face facts squarely.
|
i s —-=
| MISREPRESENTATIL IN AS
‘\ A POLICY

By Tue OBSERVER

» misre gentati f the con- | : s .
The misrepresentation of the co | legal rights in this matter, as fol. |
|

ditions on the border of what is
called *‘ Ulster” is merely
latest manifestation of an unvarying
and traditional practice. The Man-
chester Guardian’s special corre-
spondent makes it clear that the
account of the commencement of
the recent disturbances in Belfast,
which has been circulated from
Belfast, is false. The first killing
was done by an Orangeman; and it

was from that that the recent dis- |

orders began, The Guardian’s cor-
respondent does not say that either
gide is free from blame since then;
but he does say that there had been
a considerable period of peace; and
that that peace was broken by the
Orange party.

Further, with reference to the
affair at Scones, a falsification has
taken place. The truth is as fol-
lows: a party of “ Ulster ”’ con-
stables were en route from one part
of *“ Ulster” to another, and were
at Scones, which isnot in “ Ulster,”’
an 1. R. A. party approached them ;
and the Commandant ordered
them to put up their hands. That
order may may not have been

| legal ; but it gave no excuse for
what followed. The I. R. A.
mandant was shot dead. Then
general shooting followed. The
affair wes bad enough ; but it has
been studiously misrepresented as

or

Com-

The ministry of John |
Sandfield Macdonald, for example, |

an |
| absolute majority of the house, but |

only |

The. |

In enacting the S. S. Act of 63, |

violate any agreement or under- |

To |
| should the Board of Education have |

the |

‘un unprovo’ked slaughter of the
| ““ Ulster Specials.”

\ Similarly, the kidnapping of a
| number of Ulstermen have been
| reported, for the most part, as un-
ipmvukwl outrages; the fact being
| that the arrest of a
| from the South preceded in point of
| time, all the that
| oceurred.

The Belfast street sniping and
| other disorders and crimes have
| been put before the pyplic as though
| they originated with the Catholics
and were practically confined to
“thum. Bombs were, only two or

kidnappings

| three weeks ago, tossed amongst

| Catholic children playing on the

The Manchester Guardian corres-
pondent relates a recent case of the

murder of a young Catholic man ; |
planned |

calling it deliberately
erime. He was tied and gagged;
and then shot to death.

One of the few consistencies in the
Anglo-Irish Protestant system of
dealing with the majority in that

a

| and without a break, the policy of

misrepresentation and falsificationof |

the facts. England and the Anglo-
Irish ** Garrison "’ had a monopoly
| of the writing of Irish history, for
a very long time, and a monopoly
of the credulity of the public which
alone could ever have given accecept-
ance and belief to the sort of
history thus written. The latter
monopoly is enjoyed yet. And why
wonder at it? People must get
their ideas somewhere; and when
almost the whole news gathering
gervice of the world is venal, par-
tisan and prejudiced, what hope can
bz entertained that facts will ever
get an equal chance with lies ?

Time was when
politician who had turn
administering Ireland, had
corps of hireling writers to blacken
the Irish race and to misrepresent
every aspiration and every claim
they were known to have or make.
The thing is not quite
brazenly now ; but it is done ; and
done to substantially the same
effect. Lord Carson has told us,—
when rogues fall out, you know !
—how Mr. Lloyd George used to
say : ‘I give the Times to you:
| the so and so to you—The so and so
| to you—See that they all agree
tomorrow.”’

That is a very important system
of manufacture ; the manufacture
of public opinion.

every English
a

his

done

NOTES AND COMMENTS
Pusnication orF the following
| letter was refused by the Toronto
| Globe, no doubt because it puts a
| erimp in the entire argument for
Itho non-sectarian character
| Public schools, at least so far as
Toronto is concerned :

“There is a short and simple way

of determining whether the Public |
that |
arian. |

schoola of Toronto are what
name implies, or merely se
If they are really ‘Public’ why

decreed that the national flag fly

over all of them on the Twelfth of |

July ? ‘Actions speak louder than
| g » l
words.

football team |

street : two killed and ten wounded. |

country, has been to maintain always |

at |

80 |

|
of |

the monasteries, Cromwell, and the
| Reformation would supply material |
for non-Protestant revelations ‘
| frightfully unsettling to the non- |
gsectarian minds of the poor little |
Protestants.”

Mr. Barpwin, therefore, rly_m'y%
affirms, what is too generally for- |
gotten in the fervor of declamation
that “much confusion would be
avoided if it were generally ad-
mitted that Protestants and Catho-
lics differ fundamentally, and that |
in the matter of the education of
youth they cannot agree.”” There |
are, it is true, earnest minded Pro-
testants who realize the dangers of
divorcing eduecation from religion, |
and lament the present day trend |
along that line. Then why, it|
cannot be too often asked, shuuld:
they seek to put stumbling blocks
in the way of Catholics who
into practice what they
preach ?

put |
only

Tre peatH of one Pope and the
election of another are great events
in the history of the world, yet
how soon they pass into the great
stream of affairs and cease to be
the theme of comment or discussion.
Benedict XV. was a man who in the
| way of either mental endowments
or personal character suffers not by
comparison with the great Popes of
the past. To his lot it fell to steer
the Barque of Peter through one of
the most troublous periods in
history and by the common coinsent
of all thinking men, this great

responsibility was discharged with

honor alike to himself and to the
| Master whomn served. And ye
it is already as if his passing

been an event of
of but of
does the

he
years ago
)"~!~"‘;i:x\’.
of human
resume its resistless tread.

so quickly

march affairs
As by
the burning flax a Pope is reminded
at his coronation: ‘' So passes the
glory of the world” Ben&dict has
passed into the wings and another
Pius comes upon the scene.

Or Prus XI. the world has already
heard much that is pleasing and
assuring. Still in the prime of life
as Popes go, endowed with a scholar-
ly mind and having a great fund of |
varied experience to draw
few Popes have entered upon their |
stewardship under more propitious
cirecumstances. That he may belong
spared to rule the Church will be
the prayer of all. From what the |

he will have won for himself in the

name as Pontiff he has chosen.
| According to one who has known
| the new Pope intimately for over
| thirty years, Pius X, isindeed one of
his enthusiasms. And to the
numerable spiritual

admirers of Cardinal Newman
will be gratifying in the
degree to know that in the regard
of Pius XI. the English Cardinal
Pius Tenth’s

in-
and
it

ghest

]

children

LlI
| occupies a place at

>.!‘1\‘
|

To Tur same or like effect Mr. |

‘ Harry Baldwin of Toronto, a gentle-
| man with ‘‘Public school’”’ experi-
| ence, writes in answer to a shallow
exponent of the gathering spirit of
animosity to Catholic natural and

| lows :

l “If there exists the slightest
| doubt as to the exclusively Protest-
ant character of the Public schools,
let one of Mr. Dixon’s Catholic
Public school teachers produce his
(or her) rosary some May morning
and, by way of achange from the
Protestant version of the Lord’s
Prayer, recite a decade or 8o before
a crucifix which might for the
nonce occupy the place of honor
usually allotted to the portrait of
the Prince or politician of the
moment. Let this Catholic teacher
make but one sign of the crossin
this non-sectarian (but not Protest-
ant) school, how long would he (or
she) be ratained by the non-sectarian
(but not Protestant) Board of Trus-
tees 7"’
Axp, HE adds, ‘‘at the history
hour, should this same deluded
teacher attempt to broaden the
non-sectarian minds of her little
pupils by non-Protestant interpre-
tations of English history, picture
the results : Henry the Eighth, the
genial founder of this Church of
England, distorted beyond recog-
nition ; his little affair with Anne
“ Boleyn disapproved by the Pope be-
| cause, forsooth, it was immoral ;
| the divoree refused because divorece
‘ was not recognized by the Catholic
Chureh ; the Virgin Queen shown
up_as being rather a bigger rascal

\t.han\ her sanguinary sister ; while

| AwD better than Newman |
| has outlined the duties of the faith-
| ful to the Pontiff set over them
| by God. ‘‘Of our obligations to
| the Holy See,” he said in that cele- |

WHO

brated sermon on ‘ The Pope and |
{ the Revolution,” “what need I say |
more to measure our own duty to |
it and to him who sits in it, than to |
say that in his administration of |
Christ’s kingdom, in his rvligiuu%i
acts, we must never oppose his will,
or dispute his word, or criticise his
policy, or shrink from his side ?
. We must never murmur at
that absolute rule which the Sover-
eign Pontiff has over us, because it |
is given him by Christ, and in obey-
ing him we are obeying his Lord.

We must never suffer ourselves to
doubt, that, in his government of
the Church, he is guided hy an|
intelligence more than human. His
yoke is the yoke of Christ, he has |
the responsibility of his own n(‘ts.[
not we; and to his Lord must he
render account, mot to us. Even in
gecular matters it is ever safe to
be on his side, dangerous to be on |
the side of his enemies. Our duty
is—not indeed to mix up Christ’s |
Viear with this or that party of
men, because he in his high station |

is above all parties,—but to look at
his formal deeds, and to follow him
whither he goeth, and to
desert him however we may be
tried, but to defend him at all
hazards, and against all comers, as |
a son would a father, and as a wife |
a husband, knowing that his cause
is the cause of God."

never

| quite

| reason, many communities,

| national
| by this apparent

upon, |

| Devoid of boldness,

| could hardly
{ world has already learned of him it | : o

is no hazard to conjecture that ere| ..
many months have come and gone |} o
< “"“ | house,
hearts of the'faithful a place beside | ; g .

- . | induliged
| the great and good Pius X. whose 20
| getting th
| the

| They

| of

BOY LIFE
sy
RECOGNITION OF SCOUTING
The spread and development of the
3oy Scouts Association depends to
an extent

upon expected

‘w!'»yni(inn from a community for

its seryices as a medium for char-
acter building and citizenship train-
ing among boys. For seme unknown

though

| profoundly believing in Scouting’s

worth,
openly ecommending
Movement for its
consequence tend
enthusiasm

are adverse
the
efforts

to

somew hat to

Scout
and in

stultify a
for Scouting
oversight. The
fact remains, nevertheless, that we
are greatly indebted to Scouting for
its work among boys ; its principles
are sound and good and true and

accordingly worthy of all honor,

| and therefore its devotees should,
| whenever possible, attempt to pay
| this debt of recognition and in so

doing to inspire the movement to
greater and more
effects than ever before
From time to time, however, the
value of the Scout Movement as
a factor in community building is
recognized as such and commenda-
tion forthwith in the
columns of the community’s press.
Such an editorial came to our atten-
tion recently in the
Sun-Times. It reads
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find one prominent organi-
zation backing the
Northeliffe section. I do not know
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boys club at

taking an active part in connection
with this particular branch of local
work. Recently at a luncheon held
by the sponsors of this effort, an
octette supplied the programme of
a most enjoyable half hour.
nervyness, in

| its nasty form, they exhibited an
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are making good, every one
of and the big are
helping the little fellows in a real
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The organiza-
tion having the matter in hand will

| find its reward in knowing that

it is responsible for the accomplish-

 ment of great good to the lads

and to the community at large.’
NAPANEE SCOUTS ADEPT FIREMEN
Another example of Scout train-
ing in preparedness and resource-
fulness comes from Napanee, Ont.
As their fire department consists of
only a volunteer force, owing to the
gize of the community, the volunteer
firemen are sometimes delayed by
various untimely circumstances.
At a recent fire in Napanee the
volunteer force arrived on the scene
some time after the alarm had been
given to find the hose cart already

| in position manned by three Scoute
|

of the 1st Napanee Troop and their
Scoutmaster. They had succeeded

in turning one hose upon the fire

‘Laml were in the act of laying a

second when the firemen arrived.
It is sufficient to say that the blaze

was extinguished in short order.
g

“\'nnl-i your non-Scout son be pre-

pared to

act in such an emergency
as this ?
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