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THE CANADIAN BISHOPS

AND THE EDUCATION CRISIS,

From The Tablet.

It is owing to something more than a
purely fortuitous cvincidence that the
same question is simultaneously agitating
the British Islands and the Dominion of
Canada, with a like result of shifting the
political landmarks, and substituting
fresh frontiers for the old lines of party
demarcation. Liberalism moves every-
where towards the same goal, guided,
whether consciously or unconsciously,
by those who adopt its livery at any
particular moment, towards the ideal
prefixed for it by the leaders and creat-
ors of the Continental revolution. That
jdeal is the control of the human con-
science by the manipulation of human
power in the interests of secular or irre-
ligious education, since the two things,
though separable as phrases, are shown
in practice to be identical. To assert
that in the training of the young there
can be neutrality as regards the princi-
pal subject of human thought, is one of
the modern sophisms used to confuse
the issue by the adoption of a mislead-
ing eatchword. That the bulk of the
London School Board teachers are un-
fortunately practically infidels, was suf-
ficiently shown by the indignant protest
of the great majority when asked last
summer to impart to the children un-
der their charge,in conformity with the
requirements of the existing law, some
jnstruction in the fundamental truths of
religion. The prevalence of such opinions
among them illustrates the spirit in
which the Education Act is administer-
ed, since it shows that the negation of
Cbristianity must be regarded as a quali-
fication for the position assigned to them.
While in all other subjects of the state
curriculum some test of competency is
impesed, in’ religion alone is it regarded
ag tyrannical to demand any proof of the
adequacy of the teaching. Yet it is to
a system thus perverted to the whole-
sale inculcation of atheism that many
nominally Christian parents are conteut
to entrust the educationof their children,
while the whole Libern] party in Eng-
land is committed to'its maintenance in
the name of freedom and progress.

Here then, in this country, as in Can-
ada, comes the crux of religion and
politics effacing the old party dis-
tinctions, by the introduction of a new
and broader grouné of difference, going
to the roots of all convictions and beliefs.
And as the Irish Catholics have shown
that they hold their allegiance to their
Church on this question *higher than
fidelity to their party, we may hope that
the Catholics of Canada will in the com-
ing struggle, display an equal loyalty to
their bereditary faith. For in the Dom-
inion, too, they have, in Ontario, been
Liberals, and must here, too, sacrifice
the old ties of habit and expediency to
the higherloyalty of conscience. The
occasion is one of gnpreme importance
to the future of this country and their
religion, since it is a clear case of the
illegal oppression of their co-religionists
by atyrannical local minority. For re-
ligious minorities in Canada, unlike
those similarly situated in this country,
have their right to denominational edu-
cation safeguarded by the constitution
itgelf, expressly framed to meet the con-
tingency which has now arisen. While
this right has been scrupulously respect-
ed in the Catholic Province of Quebec in
regard to the Protestant minority, it has
been ruthlessly trampled on in Manito-
ba, where the preponderance of numbers
is the other way. As our readers know,
all attempts to induce *the Provincial
Legislature to redress the acknowledged
wrong baving been contumaciously re-
sisted, the Dominion Government ir-
troduced 2 bill into the Federal Parlia-
ment to override the illegal contraven-
tion of the Constitution, and restore the
rights of Catholics ag guaranteed to them
under the solemn and binding Act of
Federation. That Bill, introduced by a
Conservative and Protestant Govern-
ment, and opposed by the leaders and
bulk of the French-Canadign Liberal
party, as a contravention of provincial
rights, to which they are committed, was
eventually lost, after having pagsed the
second reading, by the obstructive ]
tactics of the Opposition, during the Jast
days of an expiring parliament, Tpe
dissolution which followed has brought
the country face to face with the prob-
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lem, and the general elections which
will take place at the end of June, will
be decisive on this momentous question.
The issue between secular and religlous
education i8 complicated by that of
Federal versus Provincial right, while
the tariff question also divides the
parties, the Liberals being, as their
name implies, in favor of free trade, and
their rivals, of protection. The result
will depend on the proportions in which
the electors on both sides trarsfer their
votes to their former opponents, in obe-
dience to the new considerations involv-
ed. The Catholic support gained by Sir
Charles Tupper in Quebec and other dis-
tricts where the French Canadians are
numerous, may be counteracted by the
witbdrawal from him of an equal or
Jarger number of voters in Ontario and
thronghout the West generally, where
the Orange or ultra-Protestant element
is in the ascendent. All the machivery
of bigotry and intolerance will be set in
motion to defeat and discredit the Gov-
ernuent, apd the Great Dominion will
be torn from the Atlantic to the Pacitic
by the religious dissensions which the
New World has inherited from the OlJ.
The old boundary posts are swept away,
and in the new situation created no one
can tell to what extent personal preju-
dice or conviction will prevail over party
discipline or opportunism. The position
takeu up by M. Laurier, the leader of
the French Canadians, is, from a Catho-
lic point of view, indefensible, since he
maintains his right to exercise private
judgment on a question in which the
interests of religion are directly involv-
ed. He has, therefore, elected to go to
the country asthe opponent of the Bill
for the relief of the Catholics of Manito-
ba, on theground of its being an infringe-
ment of iiis view of Provincial rights. a
fetish: which he thus sets up above the
obligations of good faith, of public law,
and of-the Censtitution to-the obser-
vance of which the recalcitrant province
is solemnly pledged.

The Catholic Bishops, on thie otler
hand, bave entered the arena in defence
of the principles of religious education,
so flagrantly violated in the case of their
co-religionists in Manitoba. Their yiews
have found voice in a striking sermon
in which Mgr. Lafleche, Bishop of Three
Rivers, condemaned Mr. Laurier’s speech
in moving the rejection of the Remedia]
Bill, as the utterance of a raticnalistic
Liberal, formulating a doctrine entirely
opposed to the teaching of the Catholic
Church, viz., that a Catholic isip his
public life set free from the obEgationg of
religion. He quoted with equal reproba-
tion, the declaration of another French
Canadian candidate, who, while gek-
nowledging that Mgr. Langevin, Arch-
t)isi.op of St. Boniface, had a right to
deal with the Remedial Bill from 4 reli-
gious point of view, repudiated hig tjtle
to dictate its treatment from a nhational,
constitutional, or political standpoint,.
This dictum the Bishop condemneg gag
pure Liberalism, denouncing the prin-
ciples professed by hoth these gentlemen
as diametrically opposed to Catholic
teaching, and declaring that on hig -
filment of the duty of warning them of
their error, depended the salvation of
his own soul, and of all those committed
to his charge. Relerring to the aggaggi-
nation of President Carnot, as a striking
example of theresults of modern aqyca-
tion, he went on to instruct his Learers
and all the Catholics of his diocese to
lay aside party feelings, and give tpeir
votes only to candidates pledged tg sup-
port the Remedial Bill accepted hy the
Bishops. This address which ecanpot
fail to exercise considerable infinence
on the result of the elections, Lias cayged
a great sensaiion throughout Canada,
and has evoked a storm Ot angry feel-
ing in the Liberal camp. The organg of
the party in their comments on the
challenge of the Bishop of Three Rivers,
ring the changes on the the old ghib-
boleths of spiritnal dictation and the
separation of polities from the sphere of
religion. Their diatribes will bave Jittle
effect on the minds ofthe wass of Franch
Canadians, who will on this occasion, we
are confident, show themselves Catholics
first, and political partisans only ip a
gsecond and subsidiary sense, They
cannot hesitate in a case involving the
subjection of their race-fellows and co-
religionists to the most odious of all
tyrannies, that invades the sphere of
conscience and violates the sanctities of

religious conviction, The settlement of

the question by a decisive majority is
the more desirable as behind- the elect-
oral and parliamentary campaign, form-
ing the present phrase of the crisis looms
the still more serious coustitutional con-
flict between the contumacious Legisla-
ture of Manitoba and the authority of
the Federal Government. Manitoban
intolerance may indeed prove to. have
been the evil genius of the Dominion, in
raising a question thus fraught with pos-
gibilities of disraption, Should the local
mnajority, after the adoption of the Re-
medial Bill by the new Parliament, still
refuse o give its provisions effect, the
strain on the relations between the pro-
vince and tbhe Federation will have
reached the breaking point. There would
remain for the central authority only
the choice between the extreme meas-
ure of armed intervention, and tame
confession of its own impotence in pre-
sence of an act of overt rebeilion against
its decree. Already the French Cana-
dians are asking to what a constitution
serves whose provisions cannot be en-
forced, and the secession of Quebec is
discussed among the pessibilities of the
future. It is obvious that if the Domin-
jon have no power to compel compli-
ance with the act by whieh it is consti-
tuted as such, it ceages to have any real
existeuce, and sarviveg jn name and on
sufferance alone. There is, however,
good ground for hoping that if the Cana-
dian Catholics do their duty and secure
a decisive preponderance in the present
juncture, they will not only redress the
wrongs of their co-religionists, but lay
the sceptre of disintegration by showing
that might as well ag right is on their
side.

CORRESPONDENGE

To the Editor of the Tribuhe.

Sir,—We have seen in & recent issue
of tne Tribune, a letter signed by one
James Stewart, of Yrince Albort, in re-
ference to the Separate School Question
in Manitoba. He predicts that gome
tronble of u similar character may goon
arise in the Territories and he indulges
in & lot of the old abuse of “Rome” and
the “iiierarchy,” etec. With so myeh of
his letter we do not*propose to (Jeal. Mr.
Stewart is entitled to his opinions and
it matters very little anyway what they
may be—but he has made reference to
an application of some of the Suppnrters
of the separate school here asking to be

‘changed to supporters of the public

school. He has made, in this connection,
several statements which are not true,
and these we desire to point ont,

We are the persons wWho applied to be
so changed and may be supposed 10
know quite as much of the facts a9 Mr.
Stewart. He says, in describing the
system of Separate schools inthe North-
west Territories,that “they are coptrolled
bv the Roman Catholic clergy.” 7That is
not 80. By our schiool law, the minority,
whether Catholic or Protestant, may
establish separate schools and the law
is precisely the same whatever the reli-
gion of the winority may he, ¢, g., at
Duck Lake, the separate schiog] j5 Pro-
testant.

The same Jaw applies to geparate
schiools a8 to public schoolg—irnstees
elected in the same Way—ingpected by
same government inspectors_teachers
must have certificates ang geparate
school teachers must Pass the gyme ex-
aminations as public 8choo] (eachers,

and the teachers are chosen and hired

by the trustees in all cases,

The clergy have no contre] gyer either
public or separate schools 8Xcept so far
as their advice may be consijered by
the trustees.

His next statement iz 5,4 these
schools are “conducted chiefly by nuns
and others who bave no qualification
recognized by the board of ingiryetion.”
This i8 not true—every teacher must
have a certificate—the nung w5 teach
here must have certificates of firgt and
gecond class,

He pext says that “they recejve their
appointment from the bishop op priests.”
That this statement i8 incorrect ig obvi-
ous from what we have already gaid.

He then says *the whyle tronble
seems to be that the Roman Catholic
bishop insists upon running the separate
schools aceording to hisown gweet will,
having an eve to the handling of the
funds and letting education look out for
itself.” This contains a shamefyl un-

truth.

It was never suggested by those ap-
pealing thag the bishop interfered or
thought of jpterfering with the funds.
Under the Jaw he could not if he wistied,
any more {)};gn the clergymen of Mr,
Stewart’s church conld with the public
school fundg, The bishop was in favor
of having t1,e nuns retained as teachers,
some of yg thought that a male teacher
would be t},e Letter, especially for the
larger boys, and Wwe are still of that
opinion,

Now, why does Mr. btewart interfere
with what does not concern him? No
one asks him to #end his children to the
nuns or to contribute to the separate
schools; we bhave pot asked him to
champion us, wetcan take care of our-
selves, .

Hitchegwill take place in all schools ;
there have peen troubles in the public
8chiools Jyere, followed by the discharge
of Lwo or tliree teacliers yet no Catholics
Write to the papers ahout it—it was none
of our business.

We trust that you will give this letter
an insertjon go that errors may not go
uncontradicted.

As to Mr, Stewart’s philosophical
opinjong we have nothing to say.

Yours respectfully,
(Signed.) C.DE L.AGORGENDIERE,
H. Lacrorx,
Lovis VALADE,
Opsrox S1. DENIS,
G. W. Lacroix,
Prince Albert, N. w. T., June 10, '96,

et

MR. J.S. EWART AND REV.
JOSEPH HOGG.

The following letter was banded to the
Free Préas for publication simaltaneous-
ly with the same letter seut to the Tri-
bune. The Free Press did notinsert it,
upon the ground that 1t was a commu-
pication in another puper. But as the
Tribune seems to have declined it, we
give it publicity, in fairness to Mr.
Ewart.—Editor Free Press.

To the Editor of the Free Press.

8ir,—Rev. Joseph Hogg bas done wel]
to allow worethan two weeks to elapse
since 1y criticism of his “Vote for
Jesus” and Joe Martin sermon, and to
make his reply in the columns of a news-
paper in which the criticism did net ap-
pear. He has thus gained the immense
advantage of speaking to persons who
either never read, my letter, or who
have probably forgotten the point taken
in it.

In his sermon Mr. Hogg made certain
statements as to the school law of Que-
bec. and added : “Let the Roman Cath-
olic minority be treated in Manitoba as
the Protestant minority are treatetl in
Quebec, and even every true Orange-
man in the province would espouse their
cause.” ’

In answer, T appended to each of hig
three statements of the Quebec law the
phrase, “LThat is not true.” Ithen, in
pine varagraphs, summarized the Que-
bec law, giving the numbers of the gec-
tions of the code, to assist confirmatioy ;
and I offer on hehalf of the minority in
Manitoba, to-accept less than the miner.
ity in Quebec enjoyed.

After two weeks Mr. Hogg replies, He
does not attept to support 4 single one
of his statements—not one ; and hLe does’
pot attempt to deny a single one of
mine. He says nothiing about any of
them. That is the ad vantage gained by
delay.

But he has to gay something, 80 he
changes the issue, and makes further as-
sertions a8 to the Quebec school law.

He says, first :  “Iy the case of indus-
tries whose stockholders are Protestants,
and this is said to be the case with nine-
tenths of the industries of Montreal, the
taxes are not divided between Protest-
ants and Catholics, but go wholly to ihe
support of Roman Catholic Schools.’
Once more, I reply, That i8 not true.
Such taxes are divided “in the same

proportion asthe government grant for|

the same year is divided.”
Code, See. 2143,
He says,secondly : “Why should the

See the

bistop alone have the power without

consulting other denominations, to re-
arrange the boundaries of the parish, so
that one in which there was enough to
support a dissentient school, may be so
divided that such a school cannot be
maintained, according to law, and the

Protestants are obliged to support the

public schools in reality the Roman
Catholic schools.”  Again, I say, that is
not true. The lieutenant-governor-in-
council alone has the power to “alter the
limits of existing municipalities, or erect.
new ones.” See the code, section 1973.
Further, there are provisions by which
the dissentients in two adjoining muni.
cipalities may unite (1989, 1990, 2083,
2085), and by which a dissentient in one
municipality may subscribe to a school
in a neighboring municipality (1993,
1995),
He says, thirdly : “Surely thosecan-
not mean whatthey say, who affirm that
the minority in Manioba would be per-
fectly satisfied with the educational
privileges thut the Protestant minority
have accorded to them in Guebec.” Can
the force of contradiction go further. Mr.
Hogg does pretty well when he asserts
the law to be that which the statutes.
say it is not (that may be a foolish over-
sight, «nd I am glad to believe that it ig)
but wien he takes to affirm that the
Catholics -will not accept that which
they unconditionally assert they will
accept, Le utters mere foolishness witi-
out the oversight,
To my clinrge that Mr. Houg objected
to the appropriation ot any public money
to sectarian purposes, and yet raised no-
objection to the Presbyterian church
getting thousands of dollars annually,,
Le replies that I do not seem to have
read what “the Tribune reported me as
saying TIurther, viz, that public funds
gshould not be given to one denowming--
tion, when the same could not be ex-
tended to all denominations.” [ read in
the Trioune the following : “See to it as.
God will enlighten you, that the money
of the province i8 never appropriated to
sectarian purposes” ; and Isaid that the
Preshyterian church took thousands of
dollurs annually ($15,000 for one school
alone), to help it to instruct Indian
children, not only in secular subjects,
but in Presbyteriun dogma ! Mr. Hogg
now defends thin. He says:
1. “The government emiploys these e~
nominations o carry on the schools
which it is bound by treaty to provide
for the Indian children.” That is not
true. There i8 no such treaty.
2. Again, Le says: “The work of
carrying on those schools as undertaken
by the government was a comparative
failure,” and so the Preshyteriang were
asked to conduct them., Iy Mauitoba
denominational schools are an abomina~
tion—inefficient, eXtravagant, tending
to division and disintegration‘and s0 on;.
but a'lime further west, what an untold
blfssmg ? East of the boundary, let the
government abolish the Catholicschools,
fu)d itself control education; but west of
it cannot we ses the Protestant schools
are the only thing possible—that govern-
ment there is 3 mere stupidity ? Surely
“nomne but the wilfully blind can fail to
see the vast difference,” as Mr, Hogg
8ays, between such cases !
Now. Mr. Hogg, we may, and we co,.
differ as to the school question. Do we
differ, also, a8 to the moral dymy of a
man who has publicly misstated many
facts relating to it, to acknowledze hig
error, and to make such redress as he
can? Inmy former letter I agked you
to state that your assertions ag to the
sehool law were entirelv wrong-—that
you had “utterly misle] your cobgrega'
tion.” A city newspuper urged you in
the same direction. You take no notice
of these appeals, although your silence
a8 to every one of such assertions shows
that you are convinced that you had
fallen into mistake. You have now ad-
ded two further statements, and can
easily satisfy yourself, with the help I
have given you, that these are also un-
true. Give us gn example, may I not
ask you, of the way a Christian minister
ought to act under such circumstances.
Do not be more ashamed to “vote for
Jesus,’than for Joe Martin !
JouN 8. Ewarr.
—Free Pross, June 11.

A Chance to Make Money.

I have berries, grapes and peaches, a year
old, fresh a8 when p‘i)cked. use the ga.li-'
fornia Cold process, do not heat or seal the
fruit, just put it up cold, keeps perfectly
fresh and costs almost nothing ; can put up
a bushel in ten minutes. Last week I sold.
directions to over 120 families ; any one will
pay a dollar for directions, when they see
the beautiful samples of fruit. As theré are
many people poor like myself, I consider it
my duty 10 give my experience to such, and
feel confident any on= can make one or two-
hundred dollars round home in a few days.
I will mall sample or fruit and complete.
directions, to any of your readers, for e ght-~

ual cost of the samples, postage, etc., 10 me.
FRANCIS GASEY, St. Louis. Mo
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