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A STRIKING CONTRAST.

In last week's issue we drew what we
considered a very striking contrast
between the open banded, generous lib-
erality with which the Protestant min-
ority is legislated for in the Province of
Quebec, and the stinted, grudging, hslf-
hearted policy that barely tolerates the
existence of Catholic Saparate schools in
this Province. Whatever concessions
bave been granted by the Protestant
majority to us Catbolics were obtained
only after years of contention, bitterness
and strife at the pollicg booth. From
the year 1850 to the year 1863 the
whole country was agitated over the ques-
tion of Catholic Separate schools for the
Catholics of Ontario, It was the test ques
tion put to every candidate for Parlimen.
tary honors, O:spgemen and Protestant
fapatics of both the Gritand Tory factions
fosleted on a promise of refueal to vote in
favor of Soparate schoole, Cathollcs, on
the other hand, rcfused to vote for any
csndidate who would not pledge himeelf
to vote in their favor, For eome years
the houss was cqaally divided, and the
de facto Government was on more than
one memorable cccaslon faved by a
majority of one, Finally Sir Joha threw
up thesponge and resfgned, when the Sand-
field McDonald and Sicotte G>vernment
was formed In 1863. The late lamented
Thomas D’Arcy McG2e was a member of
the Cabinet of the new Ministry. He
declared in his first speech to the new
house that he accepied a portfolio in
the new ministry on the understanding
that the Catholic Separate school ques
tion ghould be cettled at once and for.
ever, Thereupon an Independent
member Mr. R, W. Scott, stood up and
proposed a bill for the establishment of
the Catholic Separate schools, which he
had been maturing for some time.
With a few amendments, proposed by
the late Dr, E Ryerson, Chief Superin-
tendent of Education, the Separate
School Bili as proposed by Hon, Mr.
Scott was carried almost unanimously,
Thus, for thirteen years, ending in 1863,
the country was agitated from lake to
oceau by the siruggles of the Catholic
people of Upper Canada to obtain the
same privilegss for the education of their
children that were frecly granted to the
Protestant minority of Lower Canade,
The contrast was certeinly very striking
between Catholic and Protestant legisla.
tion for weak minorities, In Iower
Canada the Qatholic Government made
provisions, from the very beginning, for
such education of Protestant children as
would satisfy the most exacting Pro.
testant parent, In Upper Canada,
on the contrary, the concessions made
to the Catholic minority were gained
after a long struggle, after many suc-
ceeding waves of intolerance and bigotry
had passed over the Province, after the
Toronto Colonist and the Torontn Globe
had lashed into fury the ever.restless
tide of ignorant prejudice and Protestant
fanaticism, and only after the leading
politicians of both Provinces saw the
impossibility of establishing a stable
and permanent goverment, under which
both the majority and the minority
could live contented and united under
& common flag, and with proper guaran.
tees and safeguards for the protoction
and loyalty ot all, Yut the concessions
80 grudgingly yielded to the Catholic
minority are away bzhind and very in.
ferior to the liberal provisions made,
without any oontention or disturbance,
for the Protestant minority in Quebec
Province. Let us cite a few instances:

In bis London speech Mr. W, More-
dith quoted the entire length of a long
letter written by the late lamented
Archbichop Lynch on the occasion of the

-@lection of a echool trustee in which the

Archbishop, among other things, stated :
“The Church justly and religiously
claims the right to define the bounds of
her own rights and juriediction, Were
this in the power of the State the Ohurch
would not always be permitted to preach
the true gospel of Christ, Now we pro-
nounce that the election of Saparate
school trustees is a religious attair, and
that each elector must answer before
God for his vote, ‘Obey your prelates
aad be loyal to them, for they watch as
baving to render an account of your
souls, that they may do this with joy and
not 'with grief.” God will not bless
those who disobey their lawful eoclesi.
astical superiors in sacred matters.”

This teaching of Arcbbishop Lyneh on
educational matters fs derided snd de-
nounced by Mr. Meredith, who eald that :

“No man who was not & traitor to his
country would bave sdmitted the right of
the Church to define the iimits of its
jari-diction, and to hand over directly to
the Chursh the control of the edncational
affairs of any portion of the people of this
Province. I eay it would never have
been assented to by sry Leglslatare in
this Pzovince.”

Most certainly it never would in this
bigoted Province, but it has been
assented to in the tolerant, Christian
Province of Quebes, Down there they
do not consider themselves traitors to
their country when they place the legis-
lation of their school matters entirely at
the dispossl of the Protestant Church,
The Rev. Mr, Elson Rexford tells us, in
his cflicial report :

“That attached to and forming part ot
the Council of Education in Quebec is a
Protestant committee whicb is composed
of ten members appointed by the Gov-
ernment, tive members appointed by the
committee iteelf, and one member
elected by the Provincial Association
of Protestant teachers of the Pro-
vincs, The members apppointed by
the Government sre taken chiefly
from the reuks of the Protestant clergy,
with the Protestant Bishops included.”

And to the members of thls commit-
tee the Cathollc government of Qae.
bec hands over the whole and sole con.
trol of the educational matters of the
Protestant people of that Province.

Me. W, Moredith declares that “noman
in this Provisce of Oatario could aseent to
a similar llne of action unless he were &
traitor to his conntry.” How differently
constituted are the two peoples living
under the same fl+g and paylag alleglance
to the same 20verergn | It happens, too,
that both nationalities are contemporane-
ous, and that both are surrourded with all
the i1 flaences and lights of the nineteenth
century clvilization; yet the people of Que-
bec, who, every day, are taunted with
med’sval bigotry, beld up to contempt as
the Inferior race, and subject to Ultramon-
tane dictation, are willing to hand over to
the Protectant Church the eiucation of
the Peotestant children, and have been
doing o for the last fifty years.
Bealdes, it must be admitted that there
s no Third Party or Equal Rights
Assoclatlon eming them calling for
the abolition of Protestant Separate
schools or looking for any interference
whatever with the rights of Protestant
parents in Quebec to educate thelr own
children as they deem fii aud proper.
Were Mr, Mercler to proclaim it in a public
speech, when anncuncipg the programme
of his political party, that no man in
Qaebee except a traitor to his country
could ssent to the continunation of such
liberal leglslation, he would be denounced
83 a bigot by every fair-minded man in the
Dominion, whether Catholic or Pzotestant,
This, however, is what Mr. W, Meredith
bas done in his Landon speech, when
he said : “That no man who was not a
traitor to his country would have
assented to legislation which admitted
the right of the Church to define the
limits of its jurisdiction and to hand over
directly to the Church the control of the edu-
cational o ffairs of any portion of the people of
this Province

O.her instances of the atriking diffsrence
between Catholic and Protestant leglsla.
tlon for religious minorities will beshown
forth In & future number, The above
contrast must etrike every one as glaring,
if not, Indeed, Incomprehensible,

THROWN BY THE PROTES-
TANT HORSE.

Mr. Frederlck J. French, M, P, P, for
Grenville, and Mr, W, R, Moeredith, mem.
ber for London, have been rendering
themselves tidiculous In the Ontario
L glslatare by ralsiog fooltsh lssues on the
Separate school question. The school
law of 1863 prevides that whenever there
Is & munleipal or provincial grant for
school purposes, the Ssparate schools
shall have an apportlonment of the
same proportlonate to average attendance
at the respective echools, In ascordance
with this provision, a grant of $23,000
belng proposed for Pablic poor schools of
the Province, §1 800 were proposed to be
apportioned for Separate pcor echools.
Oa this belrg announced by the Govern-
ment, Me. Moredith occapled the time of
the House by ralelng the objection that
the grant would encoursge the establish.
ment of Ssparate schools, Our eminent
legal light, who fs 80 learned, especlally in
school law, was obliged to subside, though
very unwillingly, when hs was shown,
what he seemed not to be at all aware of,
that the law requized the spportionment
to be so made,

Mr. French made himself equally ridi-
culoas by asking, amid a great flourish of
trumpets, whether the pupils of Ottawa
convents had been accounted on the
school returns as Separate echool pupils,
Complaint had been made by the secre.
tary of the Ottawa Pablic school board
that this was the case, but Hon, M, Ross,
inreplying to Mr, French's questione, ex-
plaind that there is no foundation for the
statements made. The facts of the case
are that the Ottawa Separate schools
are orowded, and in consequence of this
two rooms in the oonvent were used
temporarily as Separate school rooms,

the olasses being inapected in the usual
way.

T ehow the enormlty of the crime com.
mitted by the Sa;arate school trustess in
thus providing for the n2eds of the puplls,
Me. R polnted out that Pablis echools
head several times used Caurch buildings
without eny objection belng offsted, He
instanced Kew Beach church, two Baptist
m!sslon churches, two Anglican churches
or Sunday school rooms, one Method!st
and one Presbyterian Suuday school room,
80 the P:otestant hores collapsed,,

WHY CUMBERETH IT THE
GROUND?

The Preshyterian Witnus, of Halifax, N,
8, 1s very greutly sngered by an sble
exposition of Catbolls doctrine, and »
refatation of certaln doctrinal fallacies
fssued as & pastoral letter by His Grace
the Most Rev. Dr. O'Brlen, Archbishop of
Halifex. His Gzace points out that the
theory of man’s future lot propounded
by the divines of Acdover college under
the guise of “Progreseive Orthodoxy,” s
modern invention, having no foundaifon
in Holy Scxipture or teadition. Aocording
to this novel teaching, man must have
after this life a period of continuous pro-
bation, inssmuch ss many men did mot
know svflisiently God’s will while they
were on earth, His Grace properly con.
demus this invention of mew doctrines
snd passing them cff as If they were
divine revelations, a practice which Is very
commsn nowadays among the various
sects,

His Grace eays : “The only probation
ground for man is this world, for it is
appointed unto man once to die, and
atter this the judgment,” (Heb. ix, 27.)
.+ o 8nd “those who lived under the
law as the Apostle taught were judged
by the law; those who lived without
koowledge of that law are judged by the
law of nature—that iz, by the use they
make of their reason and free will and
the initial grace of prayer.”

The Presbyterian Witness congratulates
His Grace on his having tome acquaint-
ance with “the great debate” on this
subject of “the Progressive Orthodoxy
of Andover.” It is great only in the
sense that it shows that the whole the-
ology of that institution oonsists in sub-
stituting human fancies for divine revel
ation, and the debates on the revision of
the Westminster Contession are great in
exactly the same sense, His Grace,
epeaking of the Confession, says, after re-
ferring to the ‘‘cruel Calvinistic doctrine
of foredoom :*

*Let those look to the rock from which
they were hewn ([s. li ), and ask them.
selves why or how their confession aiose
at all. Clearly it cannot be God’s work,
elso to revise were to incur the anathema
pronounced by St. Paul: ‘But though
we, or an angel from heaven, preach a
goepel to you besides that which we
bave preached to you, let him be
anathema.” It cannot have been the
creed ot the early Caristians, for
that we find identical with the teach
ings of the Catholic Ohurch, always
living, always progressing, always devel
oping new beauties, and more perfeot
symmetry of form, but always on the
same lines acd in the same essence,
Why, then, does this reversable Confes-
sion exist in our age of enlightenment
and culture 1"

He then explains that were it not for
the prejudices of education and for want
of reflection on Catholic unchangeable
truth, “thousands would cry: ‘cut it

down ! why cumbereth it the ground.’”

The Witness is not pleased with His
Grace's forcible logic, and, like many dis
honest controversialiste, anewers with a
volley of abuse, which we pass over in
order to reach its attempt at reasoning
It says: “As might be expected, His
Grace misapprehends the relation of the
Presbyterian Church to the Qonfession
of Faith, We never received it as a
revelation from God, as infallible, or
irreformable or unrevisable, We know
it to be a buman production, and do not
pretend that it is anything else, We
do not deceive ourselves or our people
by claiming that it is inspired or in
fallible,” . . . and more of the eame sort.

Surely this is a very convenient way to
excuse oune’s Church for having taught
false doctrine for nearly three hundred
years: “We always held it to be revie-
able, We always knew it contained
merely human doctrines.” Why then
has Presbyterianism alwave claimed to
reform the one true Caurch which Christ
instituted, and to substitute its now
acknowledged errors for the doctrines
which have come down in the Catholic
Chaurch unchanged from the Apostolic
age? What have men gained if they
are merely to be taught suoh absurdities
as foredoom, future probation, and, above
all, tbat the Pope is anti Ohrist, instead of
the venerable doctrines of the Catholic
Church, whereas it is now admitted that
the Presbyterian mnovelties are errors
which must be revised out of the Con-
fession? Aud by what claim can Pres-
byterian teachers, with these falsehoods
on their lips, profess that they have re-
ceived from Christ the mission to ‘‘teach
all nations all things whateoever I have
commanded you{” (St, Matt. xxviii,
20) With what face but a brazen one
can they pretend that Christ promised to
send the Paraclete, the spirit of TRUTH,

to teach them ALL TRUTH, and to abide
with them forever ?

The Confession of Faith which is thus
acknowledged to be but a tissue of false-
hoods, & mere buman compilation put
forth under pretence of being the divine
snd revealed truth of God, ought indeed
to be revised—out of existence, The
Courch of Christ, styled by St, Paul “the
piller and ground of trutb,” should teach
nothing but the truth of Christ; but of
this compilation of error the Archbishop
very properly azke : “Why cumbereth it
the ground 7"

Noi His Grace, but the Wilness, mis.
apprehends the relations of the Presby
terian Churca to the Confession. The
Church formally claims that the Qonfes-
sion contains “God’s undoubted truth
and verity, founded only upon bis writ.
ten word. And therefore we abkor and
detest all contrary religion and doctrine.”
Further, the Ohurch declares : “To which
Confession and form of religion we will
ingly agree in our ocobscience in all
points” Among the dootrines thus
solemnly pronounced upon, it condemns
“the usurped autbhority of the Roman
anti.Cbrist.” (Sze National Covenant of
1590 and 1651.)

I this were not the case, how oculd
» Presbyterian Apostle presume to act
upon the directions of Ohrist to go forth
from the unbelieving house or city which
refused to receive him, shaking the dust
from His feet, in the consciousness that
because of His divine mission, it would
bs “more tolerable for Sodom and
Gomorrha on the judgment day than for
tbat house or cily 1"

The same covenant declares *'before
God and the whole world” tbis Confetslon
to ba “the only true Christian falth and
religion pleacsing God and bricging
salvation to man,” And all this is not
oply affirmed, but is sworn to by the
Caurch most solemnly,

The Witness, however, has a queer
theory In regard to revislon, It states,
in reference to the doctrine that the Pope
{2 anti-Cirlct : “Now, no doubt the Pope
{s (ant! Chrlet) but many of us tolnk it
would be well not to have the statement
in the Confeselon,”

If this be left out of the Confession, of
course it wiil be no longer an obligatory
doctrine to be believed, and it will no
longer be sworn to by the clergy, We all
know how difficult it is to have the
Presbyterians believe what is actually in
the Confession ; but if it ba left out of
“the only true Caristian faith and relig-
ion,” how is it to be expected that it
will be received as a part of revealed
truth? It is & queer method of obeying
the command to teach all which Christ
revesaled, to leave some of His revela-
tion out of the body of doctrine because
“gome think it would be well to leave
teuch & statement ocut.” When the
Presbyterian Church organs speak in
such a style, it is surely time to ask
“Why does the Confession any longer
cumber the ground,”

The Church organs may try to conceal
the fact under a delusive form of words,
but the reason why the revision move-
ment has grown g0 strong is that Pres-
byterians no longer believe in the West:
minaster Confession of Faith. They
know it to be false in many parts, not-
withetanding 1ts pretensions to be the
truth of God, Why then cumbereth it
the ground ?

We will not here refute the nonsensi-
oal statements of the Witness that Cath.
olics are guilty of Mariolatry, or that the
Catholic Oburch has many *‘un.Christian
features,” It is ensier to make such false
statements than to prove them, and the
Witness does not atiempt proof, because
it well knows that 1t would fail lament-.
ably.

ENGLISH TEACHING
FRENCH SCHOOLS.

The E iucation Department for Ontarlo
has published a valuable pamphlet con-
taining the evidence of well-known educa-
tlonists in Eagland, Scotland, Wales, Ire-
land and the United States in regard to
bi-lingual education. The universal
testimony of these educators ls what was
to be expected, that where chlldren are
accustomed to ome labgusge at home,
which differs from that which is preva.
ent in the country, and to which spectal
attention Is pald in the school.room, the
only means of teaching successfully fe
tbrough the mecium of the language
which {s heard at home, This is the case
equally In districts of Wales, in the
Highlands of Scotland, in those parts of
Ireland where Irleh is the prevailing
tongue aud among the Indlans in the
Western portlons of the United Statee.
In every case the writers state that where
the mother tongue is ignored, the children
make little or no progress, and even
where some progress ia made at school,
the natural result of the ignorlng method
of treatment Is that the children grow up
detesting one langusge or the other., In
most cases they detest the language which
they aze forced to learn at school, as being
imposed upon them by an allen race
desirous of suppreesing everything which
savors of their own nationality, In some
cnses they grow up detesting their own
natiouality, which they are forced to look
upon as {nferlor,

We may aafely say that In either case a
grievous wrong is {vflleted. It s mnot
dealrable that childzen sh)uld leara from

IN

cbildhood to detest thele own rece snd
natiopslity ; neither s it good they ebould
foster & batred towards thut of thelr com-
panions who sonstitute the predominant
element In the country,

In Canads we are pecullssly situsted
owing to the exlstence of two lavguages,
each of which fs predomtnunt in its own
locality, Yetitisto the interest of the
whole population that both races shall
feel themselves to ba traly cltizens erjoy-
Ing equal rights before the law., It
would be disastrous to fores on one-third
of the population of the Domicion the
conviction that they are regarded ms
allens or intruders in the country. The
French Canadisns are neither allens nor
intruders, They are the original possess:
ors of the sdil, and the ploneer settlers of
the country. When Canads was cedcd to
Great Britaln, they were gusarauteed the
full privileges of British citizensblp, eo
that any sttempt to place them in & posl-
tion of inferlority would be as"unjust as
it were ungracious,

It bas been sald by one of the fore.
most of Oanadian statesmen that the
me)ority of the population of a country
should treat the minority not only with
justice, but with oveiflowing generosity,
preclsely because they conmstitute the
msjority ; with euch generosity should
the English speaking population of Can-
ads, and especlally of Oatarlo, regard the
French Canadians, the more so becanse
the latter have in good faith mecepted the
pesition of British subjects, relying upon
the promtses which were made to them.
O: rather, it {s more accurate to eay, the
forefathers of the present race of I'cenck-
Canadlans accepted this position, and
malntalned it at & time when great in-
ducements were ¢ff3red them to abnegate
it. By thelr loyalty to the Britlsh throne
they preserved this Dominien to be a
British colony. Sarely by such devoted:
nees they earned for themselves and their
poeterity all the equal rights to which
Brit!sh subjscts are entitled.

Bat the present race of Frinch Cana.
dians have, if poesible, still stronger claims
upon the Engllsh epeaking population,
They were boin Britlsh subjects, equally
with the Evglish speakivg portion of the
country, aud they have contributed thelr
share towards building up and defending
the Dominion. Nothiog less than the
moit narrow-minded bigotry could bring
the English epeakicg sectlon of the popu.
lation to deprive thelr French- Canadian
fellow.cit!zens of thelr rights in the
smallest degree. It would, thevefore, be
& most inexcusable plece of tyranuny to,
attempt by force to deprive them of their
language.

It ia not long tince we had ccaaslon to
rebuke a contemporary which maie an
impassioned appeal to the people of On.
tarlo to suppress the French “patois.” To
charaeter'z2 the language of a Chateau-
briand, a Bssuet, a Fenelon, a Lamartine,
a2 a petols, which ounght to be suppressed,
I» indictive of an ignorance which ought
to be not merely suppressed, but wiped
ont of exlstence.

We etay then that the crueade which ia
beiog carried on agatnst the use of French
in Oaztarlo schools {s nngeneronr, narrow
aud upjust, It is not desirable, if it were
posible to suppress it. The testimony
of the phamphlet issued by the Govern-
ment proves to demonstration that the
best way to bring the French Canadlan
population in Eistern snd Western
Ontarlo to a knowledge of English, {s to
teach both langusges effectively in their
schools. Lst it be the alm to teach Eng.
lish especially, but not through the total
excluelon of French, which is the means
which Mr. Meredith, the Mail and the
London Free Press would adopt for this
purpose.

There {s little if any doubt that in tlme
the English langusge will prevail even in
the Frencb settlements of Ontarlo, The
French settlers are gradually learning
Eoglish, and they are anxlous to have
thelr children aleo instructed in Eaglish.
As o matter of fast, the report of the
Commlissioners on French schools state
that in mavy of the localities which a fow
years ago were almost exclusively French,
Eoglish is the prevailing langnage now,
and Is In some casce almost exclusively
taught. It is not necessary, then, to use
violent means to suppress French, though
we are decidedly of opinion that it would
be well, on the contrary, to take measures,
not for its suppression, bat for its preser-
vatlon.

It is remarkable that Mr. Mareditb,
in the Oatario Legislature, acoused the
Administration of issuing campaign liter-
ature at the public expense, because of
the publication of the psmphlet to which
we have alluded above, Surely after the
fiery speeches which were delivered dur.
ing the past year on the necessity of hav-
ing English taught in all schools, it was
desirable that the public should have
some information on the best means of
teaching Eoglish, This information the
pamphlet in question affords, But it is
easy to see that the information goes to
prove that Mr. Meredith’s plan is not
the best, but that the Hon, Mr, Ross’s
moderate policy is the one best caloulated
even to attain the objsct whioch Mr,
Meredith professes to have in view, We
can only oconclude that Mr, Meredith’s
object is simply to gain the votes of

Frenoch Canadians in Ontario should

they should be bumilinted and per-
secuted for the delectation of Orange-
men and their glorification on 12th.of.
July platiorms. It remains to be seen
whether Mr, Meredith will gain his
object by his unpatriotic course,

ANOTHER MANIFESTO.

%“Qn foundations of equity alone can a
great country be builtup, and with what.
ever skill decsyed material may be in.

rporated into the edifice, the day of

rial will discover its weakness and will

demonstrate the folly of preferring party
or temporary quiet, or the false repre-
sentation of cobarity, or anything elee, to
those olear principles which are the
safest guide of public action, and of
which perfect freedom and true charity
are the blessed fruit.”

This declaration is found in a preten.
tious document issued lsst wesk by the
Provineial Council of tae so.called Equal
Rights Association for Oatario, and if
the document in question confined its-
self to the enunciation of such views
we could cordially agree with it. But,
unfortunately for the peace of the coun-
try, the measures proposed therein are
quite at varianoce with these correct prin-
ciples.

Last summer the convention which,
under pretence of representing Onta.
rio, met in Toronto to consider the
Jesuit Eitates Act of the Province of
Quebee, and to impose the will of an in-
considerable faction in Ontario upon that
Province, advisedly refused to touch the
subject of Saparate schools. There is no
doubt as to what were the general senti.
ments of the assemblage, They would
willingly have put into their programme
a clause calling for the abolition of Sep-
arate schools in Oatario, but it was
decided that their doing so would
have endangered the privileges enjoyed
by the Protestant minority in
Qaebec. What else than this could
have been expected from a convention
led by the parsons who at their synods
and conferences pronounced that Popery
is & menace to the country, and that a
body of unostentatious priests who, un.
like these meddling parsons, mind their
own business and the calls of duty, are
endeavoring to subvert the Constitution
of the Dominion, and ought to be driven
from the country. In their mouth
“Equal Righta for all” means rights and
privileges for Protestants, wrongs and
persecution for Catholics,

This newly-iesued manifesto, however,
throws off the mask. It is now to he a
plank ia thelr platform to take out of the
Confederaticn Act the clause which saves
the educational rights of minoritles in
the Dominfon. At firet glance this might
seem fair enough, since they acknowledge
that the Pcrotestant minority of Quebec
must in such case be sutjected to the
merey of the Cathollc msjority, if the
Catbolic minority in Ontarlo be subjected
to the will of the Protestant msjorliy.
They eay, in fect :

“No one wishes to claim for Qatario
apything which would not be conceded
to Qaebec. All the Provinces should
bave liberty to establish or retain or
abolish Separate schools as they should

see cause, All should be placed on ex.
actly the eame footing.”

It would seem,  therefore, that the
party of Equal Rights are quite willing
to abandon their present proteciorate
over the Protestants of Quebec, provided
they can get into their hands the power
of dealing harshly with the Oatholic
minority in Ontario, It is difficult for
us to believe that a majority of the
people of Uatario {would consent to
adopt this platform so ungenerous.to
their own co religionists, even it they
were as anxious as are these Jqual
Rightiste to annoy Catholics.

But the concocters of this plan have a
method in their madness. They have
persuaded themselves that the people
ot Quebec will tamely look on, and will
continue to the Protestants of that Pro.
vince the privileges of Separate schools,
while the Protestants of Ontario are re.
stricting, nay abolishing, all the priv.
ileges which are now enjoyed by Catho-
lics They say :

“Should such modification of the
Federation Act be obtained as would
allow the Provinces to deal with the
whole question of education, and should
Ontario, in the exercise of her liberty,
abolish Separate echools, there is no fear
of Quebec making reprisals upon the
minonty of that Province,”

After this acknowledgment that they
have every confidence in the straight.
forward honesty and lberality of the
Catholle people of Quebec, whom they
admit that they think they cannot even
goad to ililberal measures, what are we to
think of the pretence of Ontarlo Equal
Rights orators who have all along made it
one of thelr chief arguments againast the
Catholic body that we are only anxious
for the opportunity to persecute Protes-
tante? The Equal Righte Gommittee
bave made it plain where the anxlety to
Persecute for conscience’ sake exlats,
Taey firmly belleve that they can bring a
majority of the people of Oatario to force
thelr obaoxions views upon Catholics ;
while they acknowledge that it is thelr
bellef that Cathollcs, where they are In a
majority, cannot even be goaded into,

those who desire not #0 much that the

making reprisals !

beoome skilful Eoglish scholars as that '

The Equa! Rightists may find thoms



