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pears to b1e an organiztuion in Montreal, dat their church, that Romnan Catholics and the
inc their petition froi Moutreal on the 3rdi members of the Church of England find them-
of November, 1892, stated that there was a selves unable to partake of advantages which
treaty in 1870 between the Government of the law offers to ail alke. Their lordships are

Csensible of the weiglht which nust attach to the
Catda asd the people of Manitobathtt unaninous decision of the Suprene Court. Theywhieh it was agrreed that their separate have anxiously considered the able and elaborateschools should bc preserved to theln. It ju nnts by lieh ltlat dIeision has been sup-

also refers to ithe Treaty of Paris of 1763. ported. But, they are unable to agree with the
and it impugns the judgment of the Privy opinion which the learned judges of the Suprene
Council. Now. the whole complaint made by Court have exprcssed as to the rights and pri-
the ptitioners, if we take the last docu. vileges of Romian Catholics in Manitoba at the
nieu first, is tlat there was a treaîty i time of the union. They doubt whether it is

1870 fonde, nodout. pon he xpldedpermissible to refer to the course of legislation187, iri1.1111o right. u thte exPloded QIfourth lld, of rights, andthat there ws a between 1871 and 1S89O, as a means of throwing
fe'blo' n< light o rw ract ie or . the onkstrue-

TUre ty of Par.is. which no persn here lfs io of th savizig clause in the Manitoba Act.
ventured to refer to as haviug aIIythiug They cannot assent to the view, which see:ns
in the least to do with the subject. And, w'a to be indicated by one o the immbers of the
come back, then. Sir, to the charges tha t Supreie Court, that public sclools unde'r the
werie i:de i tle petition ema ilatinfr[rin Act of 1SO are in reality Prote;stant schools.

the proince itself, and theseharges :rT 1he legislature has declared in so îuany words
Thatth1ese schooils wrPrtestanlt sehools. that the publie schools shall be entirely un.-
and theŽ seientS i indue t :hat these sectarian, and that principle is carried out

a ud tls le lifit fi lZmithroughout the Act.
schools are untit for Roinu:u n Cathlolies t o
attend. Now. Sir, vith regard to t Ihese fthen,:Sir. thé.elius a1t' lit,

scho-s bein:s Protestanut sehools. I Cau only
say as h asbeen said more thanîîi once il ishu.. e baek te tln

discussion, tht that chilrge has been comn-
pltely dispos of.:a tthat ihlat hir istttes on'r.(f the pvtion-fur catliolies
answered :d decided by tie Iirs. devision of e

te Priy Countil. The Act of IIo iself sys
tliat tlhey are to )be non-setarian. If thit in Freneli, -Ild that the worls 1.uaveru'te

soaisr nt-slrti.acording.to the ai-) Inttlîikthat if
Act, then they are not Protestant. and th t
Judiini omtit tee of te rivy oucililvoldtheIli!..y oulei bnd the.' h:îrgeuuîde. 1flua t hese sehîols areconideedthat very question. 41nd(1if 1 I m:ycc'sîdredt ia VOV llIStill.ai<~ ~ uti it for cjhrt o :aile, (I. But. Iwlma tis
trouhi. thillo use wii extract froi their.Iille sir?'l'iaut is, illat t liose s.
judgmîent upon tiut point. I think it Iustatit' iîar ihie 1k-elois. eouîuIii' 'H t.
disp1:se of it s a 1r. :at al events, as it iS li t ut'rest of Uic I'oni

poshefori:acor ofhnyto diLspose of t heiol 1dnA
q u e sti o n . I ri S i r (4w it h y o ur p r miss io n,1 ls j lza i. îe v a re e x a cue e.1

1If tn bei tee stheopublie seools oiis
Notwiîlustandlingfll- e Public Sehools Act. lS9o, pronin ce o Otaro and thoseotaIo.w

R~t; ~ CM a bù i~and ?!j1xlh'h)0j of î ivex-y )tlwr - tid. --.o fleias 1 kîîow. îheu-e is 110 suh-
religious body ilManitoba are free testablosh stantial diffcekoence betwee the public
schools throughout the prov ince ; they are fresehat ls of thesollierools aunti-thue
to inaintain ther schools by sbool fees or vol- h of the province or no C a .
untary subsriptions ; they are f ree conduct Sir. 1 atteIl o furtiper. If an properly in-
their sebools according to heir own religlous forî tIin Fr e selools o flthec wiority o! te
tenetsditboutrolestation or nternerence. Noothha

ild is compelled to attend a publischool. tha e
No -s-pecial advantage other than the advantage ter ; sehools thaterare, and ean be attend-

efuel. Sir? he at is, that these schools

o a free education In schools conducted under o n li n
peublic inageuua is held out to those who do Sirvl .It o tuf' he Doinion. 1 I doinc ea?
attend. But.then, iy is said that it is impos- The fact in our own proince. proed by sta-

.sible for' Ronian Catholics, or for nenbeu's of tie(s. is. that ut otwithjstanding the rigbt toi he 'hîurieh of Eugland (if their views are cor- separate sehools, notwithstanding the power'n y the Bishop o! Rupert's to have them, more than ia lf-some say
Landi. who bas given evidence In Logan's case), neariv two-tlilrds-eertaliily niore tuan l!«-ldo fend their chflrdren to public schools weher
che education is flot superintended and directed 'of "le chidren of the Roman Catholie In-
by the authoritiengof the church, and that, there- habitants of Oi.tar1o are actually attending
fore. Roman Catholis and ier bers of the the publie schools of that province.
Church o England iho are taxed for public
schools, and at the samerine feel thenselves Mr. CMERON (Inverness). They wilIf
compelled to support their own schools, are in they are fairly treated.
less favourable position than those who can
take advantage of the free education provided Mr. MCARTHY. They always wiellif
by the Act ou 1890. That may be so. But what they are farly treated, fayenMychon. friend,
rcght or privilege is volated or prejudically and hope they always wll be fairIy treat-
affected by the law? It l ot the Iawthatdagne
fault ; It la owing to religlous convictions, whiche
everybedyprust respect, and to the teachingi of se any attept to proselytize or interfere

Lan. whoARhasgvneidnei ognscs)
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