
clerical boJy, n-. in Scollaiid. Eilucatioii is in

reality nol only not rcprt'dscd, but is ('iicoiiruyod

by the Pofnali (!) (Jlinrcli, und is a inigiiiy in.itru-

mont ill itti Iiaiul nnd ably ii.-.id." IIpiico tho oele-

brntfid IVoteslaiit Htateamnn, (Juizot, publi-licd

lutoly lliat llie fur bchlsclinol o! respect lowarda au-

tliority is tho Catliolic hcIhh.I. " In every street in

Rome," contiimos Lain{(, " lliere aio, iil ghort

diatuncca, piil)lic primary hcIiooIb forllif oducation

of tlie childnii of tho lower and middlo classes

in tht! neijrhbouriiood. Rome, with a populutidn

of 158,078 souIp, has 1172 primary hcIiooIb (and

some more accordino^ to the olTicial statement)

with 482 toaclicrs, and 14,000 children attending

them. Has Edinburgh so many echools for the

instruction of those ciitt-HttH?"

And you know Rev. Doctor, tinitScotiund intone

of the boastotl lands of common schools.

Therefore, since yonr school system is the ruin

of religion, and persecution for our Church : since

we know, at least as svell as any body else-, how

to encourage, diffuse, promote education, (Laing,)

and better than you (CJuizoi,) how to tencii respect

towards authority: God and his Cliurch, parent

and government; since we are under the blessed

principles of religious liberty and c(jiial civil

right, we must have, and we will have, tho full

management of our scliools, as well as Protes-

tants in Lowe. Canada ; or the world of the

19th century will know that here, as fiocwher',

Catholics, against the •^onutitution of the country,

against its host and mo^t sacred interefit.-", arc

persecuted by the most cru(d and hypocritical per-

secution.

I have the honor to be, Rev. Diictor,

Your iiumble anJ obedient servant,

(Signed) fARM'DUS. FR. MY,
Bp. of Toronlo.

Rev. Dr. E. Ryerson,

Chief Superiiit,eiu}"nt of Schools,

Toronto.

v. Letter from the Chief Supr-rintendent of

Schools to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,

in reply to the foregoing ;

IDci)nrtntent of JJublic tustiuctfon,

Ej)11CATION OFFtCE,

Toronto, 24lh April, 1852.

Mt Lord,—The receipt of your letter of the

24th ultimo was promptly acknowledged by Mr.

Hodgins in my absence : and continnod oliicial

engagements, since my return, having provented

an earlier reply, 1 have now to observe, that,

finding your allusions to the coloured people of the

town of Ciiatham not nuHtaincd liy a communica

tion from tin nifclves, I did not deem it necemtai/

to correct your mistake, or advert to tho circiim-

fitanci' in my reply. Having received a complaint

from the coloiirt'd people of Chatham, respecting

their uflairH, I rejilied to them, uinl wrote to the

Hoard of School Trustees in Ciiathnin on the same
subject. I did not, tiicreltirc, tliink it necessary to

allude further to the subject in my reply to your

liOrdiihip.

As to my alleged omission in regard to the com-

plaint respecting tho Roman Catholic School in

tho town of Ciiatham, I received a letter from the

Trustees of that Sclioid, and enclosed to your

liOrdsliip a copy of my reply to their communica-

tions.

In rei,'ard to Coldsmith's Elementary History

of England, your Ijordship did not intimate that

the Roman Culliolic ohiMren were compelled to

use it contrary to the wishes of th' ir parents or

guardians, but simply represented that it was used

in thi! mi.\od school ; and it was to this point

that my remarks on the subject in reply were

directed. I confmed myself to general remarks

on the point for another reason—namely : from

the fact that there being n separate Roman Catho-

lic School in Chatham, tho condiict;)rs of it could

have no personal interest or concern as to what

text books w to used in the mixed school, from

ail connection with which they iuid formally with-

drawn.

As to the claim of the Trustees of the Separate

School to share in the ^^eliool moneys of tiio town

of Chatham for 1851, they could not besanciioned

liy law, since the school was not applied for until

March of that year, and tho 19th section of the

School act do.'s not permit the alteration of any

School Section, or the esiablishmont of any sepa-

rate -ehool before the 25lh of December in any

one year.*

Having thus replied to the complaints prel'erred

by youi Lordship, I would not avert to other

topics which your Lordship has introduced, were

not my silence liable to misconstnielion, and did

I not feel it my dntv to defend, as well as to ex-

plain and impartially administer tho Common
School &ysteni which tho Legislature Iuik estab-

lished ill Upper Canada ;—a system which has

been in operation for ton years; whicli was cordi-

ally approved of and supported !)y the late lamented

Roman Catholic JMshop Power; which was never

* " t'rovi.lcd aKvriVH thni pacli such F(>|):;raic srliool shiill po into
opcriition at till! siiiiK^ lime witli iilloralinns in srJiool ^e'tioiis."
— Firsi I'riiri.in, in VMh sr.rliiin of the. Sihnol /Icf •—•' Provided
secondly, iliat any nlli-rations in tlii,' boundaries of a sclioul sec-
tion bfiall notf-'o intoelli'r.t Uelore Ilie Twenty-liftlulay olUecdin-
ber, next alter tlie lime when ii >liall lia\'e Ix^en made."

—

Second
Proviso in fuurlli clause of itilh aecUon uj the Schuol Act,


