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municipal constabIes,have never beentakenseriously,
Then Mr. Speaker, has the principle of compulsory
school attendance been passed upon and approved
of by the electorate of this province ? Is there a
single mem^r of this House, except perhaps themember for St Louis who submitted this question

r^uLtnT^'"'^'*"'^^"^''^'^™-^-

NOT A QUKSTION OF EELIOIOX.

In the course of his remarks, the member for St
Louis observr^d that the question under considera-
tion is not one of religion. I agree with him on this
head. But It IS precisely because it is not a ques-
tion of religion that there is no reason why we
should create a distinction between those who prac-
tise the Catholic faith and those who do not, and

r f, • un""'"''°
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by his bill IS repugnant to reason, cannot be sup-
ported and should not be introduced into our legis-
lation, f we are ready to enact a regime of coercionwe should do so for all ; otherwise we would not be
law-makers worthy of the name. For it is not as
Catholics or as Protestants that parents should send
their children to school, but as fathers and as such
alone can they be compelled to have them educated

I formerly voted for a bill authorizing the cremai
tion of bodies in this province, but the question was


