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tion, had by law with respect to schools in the Province at the Union. Let us endeavour

ScZ r.mf7" ""' ^ case we would be justified in pronouncingI ComZBcLools Act 1871, ultra vires, and therefore v*
v^ommon

Except nn the mutter of compulsory taxauo here is no very great difference in prin-

r; IStT "th""""^'
^'""" ''' ^'^"^^ ^'--°' ^^* «^ ^«^« -^ ^^e ComZ Schol

,A Vl\ ^T g°^^"-"°'«"*. superintendence and control of the schools areunder both laws vested in a Board of Education almost similarly composed, the o W d f!ference be.ng hat to the Governor and Council and Superintendent,I added the Pre [-dent of the University, under the latter Act; in fact, the power to make Regulations forthe organization government and discipline of the Schools, appointment of Ex m sTe hers, and the power of granting or cancelling licenses, and of making such Regda-
.

tions as may be necessary to carry into effect th. Act, and generally to provide torCJ exigencies tha may arise under its operations, ai. precisely the same in both ;-(See sec
4, paragraphs 3 to 10 of the Parish School Act, and sec'e, sub-sections 4 to 8 of theCommon Schools Act

:
and the details are to be carried out by a Superintendent In pectors and Trusses, alike substantially under both Acts ; and the duties and pow;"sofTseofficers do not in principle substantially differ. But there are, of coui^'e, diffe encesIhose rehed on are that the Common Schools Act has no enactment simila to secTon 8of the Parish School Act
;
that the Parish School Act had no enactment similar to sect^a

58, sub-section 12 of the Common Schools Act; and this section, it is alleged, prh bits

tTlZ' "^T'f^^V'
-y ^-' Schools under the Common' SchoolsL and hby he 60th section of the Common Schools Act, all schools conducted under its provisionsshall be non-sectanan-a provision not to be found in the Parish School Act; and it isconten ed, that the omission in the one case, and the express enactment in the ther prjudicially affect the rights and privileges which the Roman Catholics, as a class of persons

under the Parish School Act; m other words, that the rights and privile^^es which thev

With reference to the omission : The Parish School Act no doubt declares that th.

ofX B bf"1r rf ''-'It' :" ''''-^ -^- P-"*« ^° not obS : e d ngof the Bible and that when read by Roman Catholic children, if required by their parel
It shal be in the Douay version, without note or comment. Here, we have exp^;directed o be secured to all children, what many persons no doubt c nsider a grearriSand privilege; and Roman Catholic parents have a great right secured to them vi fohave, If they require i

,
a particular version of the Bible read. As to the reason whv Isimilar provision, securing the«e important rights in which Protestants and Catho ics wereboth interested, was excluded from the Common Schools Act, it is not our W in s Jnquire; what we have to determine is, does this omission make the Law void f L ther"respect, unobjectionabe? We think not. If this was a right or privirege wi. oh , tjat the Union, the Legislature certainly have not protected it by any express raetmentBut IS t e right taken away ? May it not still exfst, provided aLyVitTrigh; whichlegitimately comes under sub-section 1, section 93? Because thai section decla el thatnothing ,n any such Law shall prejudicially affect any such right- and inMT

reading the Common School Law by the lighl of this seS would i be t tut^fthe Board of Education und.r the Common Schools Act, instead of making ReVuSoa

close the daily exercises of the school by reading a portion J ^..;^.„,. ..T.T
" t'om«on or Douay version, as he may prefer), and'by Bering Vho~Lord'7pia;;rlany


