APPENDICES

which their Lordships were referred in these Statutes is
section 129 of the former Statute, This seetion provides
that no persons shall require any pupil to read or study in or
from any religious book or join in any exercise of devotion
or religion objeeted to by his or her parents or guardian,
and this provision preserves these rights. Indeed this clause,
in their Lordships’ opinion, indicates that the whole course
of religious teaching in the separate schools is outside the
operation of the Circular, for the Cireular applies to publie
schools and separate schools alike and impartially, and if it

contained provisions with regard to religious instruetion in
the publie schools, by virtue of this clause those provisions
would not apply to the separate schools; throughout the
whole of the Cireular, however, there is nothing whatever to
indicate that it is intended to have any application, excepting
it may he in the case of public schools, to anything but
gecular teaching, and it is in this conneetion that clause 3
must be read. This is the paragraph which regulates the use
of French as the language of instruction and communiecation,
and it is against these provisions that the complaint of the
appellants is mainly directed. The paragraph refers equally
to public and separate schools, and directs that modifications
shall be made in the course of study in both classes of schools,
subject to the direction and approval of the Chief Inspector.
In the case of French-speaking pupils, French, where neces
sary, may be used as the language of instruction and com
munieation, but not beyond Form I, exeept on the approval
of the Chief Inspector in the case of pupils beyond Form I,
who are unable to speak and understand the English lan-
guage. There are further provisions for a special course in
English for French-speaking pupils, and for French as a
subject of study in public and separate schools,

Counsel for the appellants urged that so to regulate use
of the French language in the separate Roman Catholie
schools in Ottawa constituted an interference, and is in some
way inconsistent with a natural right vested in the French-
speaking population; but unless this right was one of these
reserved by the Act of 1867, such interference could not
be resisted, and their Lordships have already expressed the
view that people joined together by the umion of language
and not by the ties of faith do not form a class of persons
within the meaning of the Aect. If the other opinion were
adopted, there appears to be no reason why a similar claim
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