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and jealous, would be in cestasy if he were told that this in-  PROTESTANT SEPARATE SCHOOLS IN CATHOLIC

dividual in black was the famous George, the Polytechniciun,
the yonng exquisite so much boasted of.

Alas! that dire event was to huppen.

V1.

Ono day as the father and son were promenading on the
boulevard ; tho first well shaven, wearing a long, buttoned
frock coat, und o hat shining like the sun; George, in his
coarse raiment, absorbed 1 thought, found that he was walk-
iy alone.

He turned and suw his futher at a stand, who called to him:

“ (o on; I'll catzh up.”

“ \Why ?"

» Nothing,  Go ahead,”

It was for something.  Mr. Rondelet had noticed Mr.
Bouloron coming toward him, carrying liis head high, with a
sly, mischievous smile on his face.

“The two ol men stopped to chiat for & moment,

« Now,"" smd George, when his father rejoined him, *tell
me what all that means.” .

The old man did not reply. 1le was oppressed with gloomy
thoughts. . A

On arnving home, he threw himscl{ into an armchuir,
and stammered out:

w(lonscience! ['ve gone too far.

«“ How s0?"

«] daro not tell you. I'm ashamed.”

« Speak on," cried George.

« Well, Mr. Boulorou spied me just now and asked mo
whether you were my son.”

e And?”

« And, on my word, I had boasted to hitn 50 much of your
elegant appearance—and to-day you were dressed so oute
landishly —and, then, this old man has such 4 bad tongue—*'

Mer. Rondelet could nou help botching his words,

At last, saud hie, with an exploston of comic earnestness,
1 told him no. [ disowned you pomt-blank.”

“You disowned me?”

“Yes,” acknowledged the old man, lowering s head,”

Quick as thought two arins were thiown around his neck,
and a joyful kiss resounded on his cheek.

+You disowned me! How ciever you are!”

“Eh! What?”

Mr. Rondelet, opening his eyes, and half opening his mouth,
quoried whether Ins son was not bv_cn-ning a lunatic.  "The
latter aliowed him no time for questions.

s Yes, yes,” he eried gayly: «* you disowned me.
an angel.  This «vening 1 return to my tailor.”

« What's the matter with you?™

« O, nothing!”

George wentout.  Reaching the staw-liead, he turned round,
and throngh the heavy door ealled to the old man who was
still musing in bis anmn-chair:

» Now, Father, wo are square.”-—The Iudependent.

But 1t was your fault.

You aie

A good 1Mlustration of a spirit and a system which areas old
as British rule in Ireland was given by Mr. Alfred Wobb in
n speech somo days ago at a Nationul League meeting in
Dublin. Mr. Webh is the Puotestant Natwonalist who has
recently been elected o member of Larlinment for ono of 1he
divisions of Waterford Connty. Speaking of his experionco
and observation in the House of Coinmons.  Mr. Webbsaid :

« One of the oarliest things which ocenrred to me while
watching the proceedings of the House was the difference
between the way in which British justice was meted out
between frishmen and LEnglishmen. Mr. Mclnery (an
Irish Editor) 1s suffering nine months' imprisonment for an
article which he had published in his paper, and he had
suffered serionsly in his health while confined m ‘Tullamore
Juil, but no step was taken to better his condition. But
what happened tn the case of Mr. Cranford, who was a
British ofticer stationed in Siworra Leone? He tied up a
native servant and flogged him to death; he was tried for it
and sentenced to twelve months' imprisonment, but on his
removal to jail his health was pronounced unsatisfactory and
o was sent off to Liverpool. On his arrival there he was
exmined by a doctor, and was allowed to go scot free.”

QUEBEC.

Ix no respeet, in what we call free countries is there a
more general disregard of the feelings, not to say the rights,
of religrious minorities than in the matter of edneation, It
iy both pleasant and profituble, therciore, to glance at the
exeeptions to this rule. In a previous number I set forth,
in a brief way, the history and import of the law of Ontario
in regard to the establishment and mamtenance of denomina-
tional schools; in ths article I purpose dealing with the
educational codv of Quebee us it affects the Protestant minor-
ity, und in that regurd 1t would be diflicult to find 2 letter
examplo of cquitable dealing. Dr. Robins, n prominent
Protestunt edueationist, in his report as principal of the
MeGill Normul School to the Superintendent of Public ln-
struction, suys:

* 1 should do less than justico to leading politicians of all
shades in this provinee were 1 not to atate my admaration of
the attitude they maintain towards education. During an
associution of more than thirty years with the public educa-
tion of Quobec—an association which has repoatedly brought
me, a suitor on bohalf of education, into contact with men of
influence of all political parties—I havo found an umversal
desire for the spread of popular education, a vallingness Lo
listen patiently to the views of practical cducators, 1 wide
love of fuir play for the educational rights of the minority,
and & determination to hold the precious interest of education
aloof from the turbulent arena of political party strife.”

'he school law in force in Ouebee when the Canadian Con-
federation was formed in 1867 provided that the religious
minority in any municipality might, for educational purposes,
soparate themselves from the majority, establish a school or
schools of their own, and elect trusteos for the managoment
of the same.  On their domng so they were entitled to a pro-
portionnte share of the amount denived from the loeal sehool
tax and of the general school fund. If dissatisfied with the
arrangement in vogue for the recovery and distribut.on of
the local assessment, they had authority to levy on and
collect from the dissidents the necessary school rates. I'he
law requived the corporations of the cities of Quebee and
Montreal to appoint twelve school commissioners, s1x of
whom were to be Catholics and six Protestants, formmg two
soparate und distinet corporate boies for tho direction of the
schools of their respective religious beliefs ; and further, that
the teeasurer of each of the said cities should pay to the
respective schoul boards thus constituted, in proportion to
the population of the religious persuusion represented by such
boards, a sum cequal to the amount apportioned to each city
out of the common school fund of the province. ‘The gene-
ral control of education was vested in a council and superm-
tendent of public wstruction, appointed by the lieutenant-
governor in Council.  No provision existed for the represen-
tation of valigious minority on the Council of Pablic Iustrue-
tion. The superior education fund was distributed by the
guperintendent, subject to the approval of the government ;
and, although a share wus given to Protestant mstitutions,
there was no stipulation to that effect m the statute.

Such was the law at the date of confederation ; and. speak-
ing of it, the lute Sir John Roso (a former associate of the
Vice-President of the United Stutes in the well-hnown firm
of Morton, Rose & Co.) said in one of his union speeches

« Now we, the DProtestant minority of Lower Canada,
cannot forget that whatever right of separate education we
have was accorded to us in the most unrestricted way before
the union of the provinces (of Upper and Lower Canada, in
1841), when we were in n minority and entirely in the hands
of the French population.  We cannot forget that in no way
was there any attempt to provent us educating our children
in the manner wo saw fit and deemed best; and I would be
untruoe to what is just if I forgot to state thatthe distribution
of state funds for educational purposes was made in such a
way ns to canse no complaint on the part of the minority. I
beliove we have ulways had our fair shace of the public
grants in so far as the French clement could control them,
and not only the liberty, but avery facility for the establish-
ment of separate dissentient schools wherever they were
deemed advisable.”



