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themselves a?jd ttieir children frotn these ife institutjAns and their fellow citizens,

and to erect and sustain separate establishlents for themselves—and also in the

greater mental ,oiiltuj» and wealth of the Pr testaiit minority as compared with the

Roman ^niM^c majority in Lower Can la thanMhat of the Roman Catholic

minority jw^pper Canada as corppared wi i the iRestant majority.* Ithink I

have ai|0"4howii, that Bfshop'Charbonnel ar his oollfciigues claim upon the ground

of ^KW^cientipuft convictions " a legislati >, enactment to deprive the Romao

CktDolios of the indiv^ual right of choice i school matters,—st /erine thom from

Jterest of tlje populaupn by law, an^ not;by individual option—thftt the three

l^'i^hops <^aim Fl-otestiAt taxes as well as Ibtestant schooi property in support of
'

'feoman Catholic schools, and the discretio'uai subjection to them of the School fund

and all the municipalities of Upper Canada.

:i» Under the'se circumstances there are oljously three courses before the Icgisia-

jMfQ to raain(W the /leparate school provions as they are, and leave separate

*'^hool8 to work out the experiment of theirwn destiny; to concede to the claims

<rf Bishop Charbonnel and his colleagues, anthus bring on a war with the munici-

palities and*people qC Upper Canada such asas never been witnessed ;;or to abolish

the-fetparate school provisions of the law algether, allowing exclusive privileges

*o nofte, but equal rights aAd protection to a|

,1 have t honor &c»

(Signed)
j

'

The Hon. John A. Mmjdonald, M.P.P.,
|

Attorney General for Upper Canada,

Quebec. j

E. RYERSON.

• Bat Dotwithstandin^ these facts, there are fewer drate schools in Lower than in Upper Canada,

«h»BUinber in the former (L. C.) being 43, in the latter <}.) 6S
: this shows that the school ktw must b«

TOOMflkJorable t^aepante schools In Upper Canada thaiiLower Canada.
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