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INCOME SAVED FQR INVEST
MENT IN 1894.

sRATIÔ OF ASSETS TO LIA
BILITIES, DEC, 31, 1894.

EQUITABLE.... 125.40 p.C.
............, 112.86 p.0,

....... qa.80p.ft

............. lit. 85 p.o.

ASSURANCE IN FORCE, DEC. 
81, 1894.

EQUI TABLE. $913,556,733 
854,710,761 

New York.. .. .... 818,294,160

135,907,796

INCREASE IN ASSETS IN «. Fifl 
YiARS, 1885-’94.

EQUITABLE...$127,173,189
Mutual....

New York.. ..

Ætna........ .. ...

RATIO OF SURPLUS TO LIA-, 
BILITIES, DEC. 31, 1894.

EQUITABLE
Mutual.... ......

25.40 p.c.
.... 12.55 p.c.

New York'..................................15.80 p.e.

19.66 jtc.

Figures for the Canadian com
panies are stated on their own stan
dards, which are on a less rigid bas
is than that of the Equitable.

(Est.) 18.40p.ft

.......... 8.99 p.ft

.......... ii.i7p.a

EQUITABLE ...$16,243,243
Mutual....

New York..............

Ætna..................... GiMutual........................

New York....... ...
Ætna...............

Mutual 14,877,638

12,343,884

1,689,380

100,194,821 

... .... 103,551,792 

••• •• 12.219.4U

.... ..
■j!

*4Ætna Ætna

Figures for the Canadian com
panies are stated on their own stan
dards, which are on a less rigid bas
is than that of the Equitable.

(Est) 118.40 p.c.

..... 108.99 pc.

......... 111.17 pa

/
m

Canada 1,255,2<K)

362,420

628,218

66,807,397 

26,465,342 

,« 81,528,670

Canada...........

Confederation 

Sun........................

Canada..................

Confederation.. 

Sun........................

Canada..........
Confederation,

Canada..........
Confederation

8,790,591 

3,463,878 ; 
3,779,522

■ Confederation 1
SunSunSun

# mp

•JBEST OF ALL
IN ALL THINGS AT ALL TIMES.

THE INCREASE IN SURPLUS IN la 
YEARS, 1885--94. M

EQUITABLE..$27.017,995
Mutual............... ...

New York......

Ætna............. .

■

............. 16.652,664

.... .. 14,883,707

•••• - 1,890,051

Figures for the Canadian com. K 
panfes are stated on their own stan- 1 
dards, which are on a less rigid bia
is than that of the Equitable.
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There are many GOOD life insurance companies, but among them all there must be 

one BEST. THE BEST is THE EQUITABLE. If you wish to know why, send for: 1, the report of 
the Superintendent of Insurance for the State of New York on the examination of The Equitable; 2, 
for actual results of maturing policies; 3, for statement of death claims paid in 1894. Then you will 
know the three great reasons of The Equitable’s supremacy: 1st, its financial stability; 2nd, its great 
profits and advantages to living policy-holders; 3rd, the promptness of|its payments and liberality of 
its settlements. *
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Canada,....................... (Est) 1,119,954

Confederation................

Sun........................................

132,931

353,237
i

,
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St
Jt ■1 INCREASE IN ASSURANCE IN 

FORCE IN 10 YEARS, ' 
1885-’94.

EQUITABLE. $604.147,662 1

502,921,475 I 

683,911,574 1 

51,244,205 1

CASH DIVIDENDS PAID IN
1894. THE EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETYEQUITABLE. ....$2,139,735 

1,308,845 

1,681.755 

806,859

Mutual.... 

New York. 

Ætna ....

Mutual ......

New York..(i 

Ætna.................

H. B. HYDE, PresidentOF THE UNITED STATES.JAS. W. ALEXANDER, Vice-President
r

GEORGE BROUGHALL, General Manager, !

32,796,531

13,085,157

24,684,166

Canada...............

Confederation

195,665

67,342

22,306

Canada Corner King and Yonge, TORONTO.
Confederation ....

Sun.SURPLUS, $37,481,069.Sun ASSETS, $185,044,310. '

' 1i !"

>:>

SURPLUS EARNED IN 10
YEARS, 1885-’94.

EQUITABLE..$46,259,509
41,384,120 

33,993,408 

8,266,010

Figures for the Canadian com
panies are stated on their own staa- 
dards, which are on a less rigid bas
is than that of the Equitable.

Canada..........................(Est) 3;803,848

775,302

668,tea

INCREASE IN PREMIUM IN
COME INTO YEARS, 1885-’94.

EQUITABLE..$24,007,601
22,272,905 

18,452,023 

2,145,024

INCOME SAVED FOR INVEST
MENT IN 10 YEARS, 18S6-’94.

EQUITABLE..$126.000,761 
. 91,621,748 

. 97,643,828 

,. 11,838,633

INCREASE IN PAYMENTS TO 
POLICY-HOLDERS IN 10 

YEARS, 1885-’94.

EQUITABLE. .$12,278,566
7,166,195 

8,930,048 

1,142,909

INCREASE IN TOTAL INCOME 
IN 10 YEARS, 1886-’94.

INCREASE IN INTEREST IN
COME IN 10 YEARS. 1885-’94.

EQUITABLE. $28,666,246
Mutual...............

EQUITABLE. ...$4,658,645 
3,882,736 

4,176,360 

534,458

Mutual.. 

New York 

Ætna....

Being 
lectioi 
ever i 
this c 
fully
Costin 
for me
Coun
utter

Mutual..........

New York... 

Ætna..............

. 26,661,211 

. 22,650,

,. 2,578,971

Mutual.........

New York 

Ætna

1Mutual
Mutual.. . 

New York 

Ætna....,,

New YorkNew York 

Æ tna.... Ætna

980,231

457,697

957,687

.. .. 8,633,803

.. 3,365,496

.. 3,673,054

Canada.............................

Consideration..............

Sun.......................................

Canada..............

Confederation.............
613,613

352.206

Canada................

Confederation. 

Sun............ .

..... .* 1,337,716,

680,272 

.. ., 1,113,385

367,666

122,691

156,453

Canada..... 

Confederation.. ■►._ 

Sun....... ..

Canada
Confederation 

Sun.......................
Confederation .. ..

Sun287,902Sùn

pealed on the ground that golf is no® 
one of the games Intended to be jw 
actually forbidden to be" played o9 
Sundays by section 3 of the Lord’s Dajsf 
Act, R.S.O., cap. 203. That section adf 
far as It affects this case reads aa foI.E 
lows:

“3. It Is unlawful for any person «i 
that day to play at skittles, ball, foot® 
ball, rackets, or -any other note* 
game." ; .

In the first place the statute does 
not render unlawful the playing of 
all games. It specifies four named 
games, namely, skittles, ball, football 
and rackets. It then specifies by genei< 
al words a further prohibition, name*S 
ly, the playing of any other note*, 
game. It Is freely admitted that the 
game of golf Is not equivalent t»:. 
either skittles, football or rackets. I|j 
Is clearly proved In the evidence thag| 
it Is not a noisy game, so as to comfflj 
within the general words used In thgi 
statute. The County Attorney, iSj 
supporting the»convictions, rests their! 
validity upon the fact that golf Is £g 
game of ball, and as such is within tMB 
mischief aimed at by the statute.

Now games of ball have probable 
been in existence from time Immemorial; 
al; and according to common and 0® 
dinary acceptation, It 
between two or more. In which a 
is thrown or tossed from one to 
other, or knocked by a club or 
from one player to another, as 
cricket or baseball. The ball is luu 
ed by the player and is thrown fi 
one to another in the course of 
game. Golf is described as essentii 
different.

If the statute had intended to 1 
hlbit all games In which a ball

bee honorably redeemed and have never 
since tried to go back on It— though 
only promised on their honor as an 
overwhelming majority. In reference 
to this we may ask, What is to pre
vent that majority, which still exists, 
from passing a law abolishing sepa
rate schools and leaving the Protes
tant minority of Quebec in an infin
itely worse position than the Roman 
Catholic minority of Manitoba?

A minority of Manitoba asked that 
the following provision be placed in 
the act of . Confederation, 1870, and 
this, too, was a Protestant minority:

MANITOBA ACT.
"22.—In and for The Province the, 

said legislature may exclusively make 
laws in relation to education, subject 
and according to the following pro
visions:— ' •

"(1) Nothing in any such law shall 
perjudlcially affect any right or pri
vilege with respect to denominational 
schools ■ which any class of persons 
have by law or practice in thei .Pro
vince at the union.
s‘(2) An appeal shall lie to the Gf>v- 

ernor-General in Council from any act 
or decision of the Legislature of the 
Provincejor of any Provincial author
ity affecting any right or privilege of 
the Protestant or Roman Catholic 
minority of the Queen’s subjects in re
lation to education.

“(3) In case any such Provincial law 
as from time to time seems to the Gov
ernor-General in. Council requisite Tor 
the due execution of the provisions of 
this section is not made, or in case 
any decision of the Governor-General 
In Council or any appeal under this 
section is not duly executed by the
proper authority in that behalf, then , , , _ ... . „
and in every such case, and as far only 1 sphere was used, it could have 
as the circumstances of each case may YfFY. 8*mply expressed. It simply pi 
require, the Parliament of Canada hiblts four named games, and in Mj 
may make remedial laws for the due *J°n a11 .n®.|.,e,an?es- .Tbd 
execution of the provisions of this sec- Jb® w°rc1., bal} la tbe, c*au8f. *ou 
tion and of any decision of the Gover- i?dc\at,e tbat, ** re*<:rred,t° 
nor-General in Council under this sec- tbe date of the. passing of the *t*tu 
tlon/’ - was evidently some game as wi

Unlike the former case, tills was anti ear‘marked as eMjttil
granted them, but instead of the pre- £°°tba * , or t ldmMn 1
vious rights of the Roman Catholic ™^°pl^i° ie£p^?ted to
being allowed to remain, the present ,j a baU.???
Protestant majority of Manitoba pass- bau®e„*L!,t1,™ef”t„*baiI„t1l}®r®^,““Li
ed a law abolishing separate schools, .litLilt,Ln ®specially ePu™nI* 
and thfe minority was obliged to fall lkhÎLL )!„Ll t„ba11LLi *'b*|
back on the constitution and the right ,„ d’. The w“rjL
of appeal abive qpoted, and which the j® {?ynP?,”!£5 a ^
formpp PrnfPQtflnt minnrltv fls ^ ® IlOt 1186(1 to indlC3.t6 & ClMta safeguard minority received as game8- but from lt8 collocation and/

The great trouble with a large num- «delation with well-known games OrbeTofSe7sUthatWtheyaiiokgeatn?his ^/To^mean'nC’th^m ‘a^» 
question not in the light of the con- E™» vPntPL,
struction of the act of 1870, but from aî,tbe date of th* *^
their own bias in regard to Roman b of =Lhthis bet
Catholics, and in regard to separate l1’. .Ei^lnLLLLmetk
schools. There are, as we all khow, reff i”emany Protestants whq despise Roman ^0„e m "The U
Catholics, and many Roman Catholics L1,1®, comjPtnL?iL,™’nf nfr«M
who despise Protestants. ’ In the same h 8 mhall
way we find such a feeling existing be- h«,ff°PSî™Ltlon’ 
tween verlous sects of Protestants. It bEldt“ f0obe 
is natural to some minds to kgow no
right except what they themselves do SUoE L?L^ ™?iet,Snf t
or what they believe. To» may icall v88a
this “bieotrv” or bv what namp von I*ord s Day Act has rcôcivcd jti 
choose, but it has been found that “toi- j gBL12i^,£“MInth^ 
eratlon” is much more conducive to Ep mm»113-1™1 thtrad<
the well being of every community, i manPr wnrkms
The whole question is. as Principal 1 ÎEbE; , ™ ’whl^ev!
Grant puts it, a mixture of "law and i, borer’ OT, ,otheJ. per8?a 
fact.” The former has been decided L£onl exf,rcl5bie old .”“Lf ,?alLE5| 
by the courts and the latter has been L^Lord ? ^ E dAifEnHh
also verv thorousrhlv investira fpri elude a farmer (Reg. v. C le worth,also very tnorougniy investigated. B & s. 927), .or an attorney (Peate

Dickson, 1 Cro. M. & W. 422), or 
coach proprietor (Sandman v. Brei

Jndge McDougall Unie» That 6olf u Not a 7 B. & C. 96), the words "or o 
6ame ef Ball. persons whatsoever" being corn

In the "Sunday Golf Case ” +>,«,♦ . to persons pursuing callings like t!in tne aupaay uoir case, that is gpecifled in the preceding words.
in the appeals of Queen v. Carter, Being of the opinion that golf is 
Queen v. Edgar, Queen v. Cronyn a game of ball similar In any » 
Judge McDougall yesterday rendered to the games enumerated In or Inti 
the following judgment: These are ed t0 be Prohihitetd by the statute,
three appeals made from œnvlctions “Lnviafon^l^hte ca^e^ust^qui 
ma<ie Dy Jcmn Iticfaa.r<aa°n,against ed. but as this question has arisen 
the three several defendants, Carter the first time I direct them to 

and Crcmyn, for an alleged quashed without costs, 
breach of the Lord’s Day Act for play-
9figiMc;gaJ?e*kf g®!£ on Sunday, May when all other corn preparations tail tg 
26, losb, at the golf grounds in the* Holloway’s Corn Cure. No pain wbatf^Hy 
Township of York. The defendants ap- and no inconyenienee In using It

strikes many people that the most obvious 
deficiency of the scheme Is that It con
tains no such provision, thereby giving lull 
scope to that very element of state rights 
that has wrought so much mischief under 
the Ameriuaû system. We are glad to 
think it is not too late to make such a pro
vision, and we have little doubt It is one 
whiah English statesmen will regard as es
sential to thejpeaceful working of tie con
stitution and to the protection of local 
minorities. Without it there would be ab
solutely no check against the arbitrary 
sway of local powers, however outrageous 
their acts mignt be. In founding a con
stitution, it Is very unstatesmanllke to 
have regard merely to the existing situa
tion In any one Province, as If the lapse 
of time could bring about no changes which 
might render It desirable to have safe
guards against oppression. It Is quite true, 
as The Globe sayls, that In the matter of 
ducatlon any violation of the existing 
rights of minority in Upper Canada would 
be illegal and of no effect. But how could 
this illegality be proved '/ If the question 
could be taken before any court of law, 
how could-the verdict of that court be en
forced against the Government and Legis
lature of a Province? a conflict might 
arise between the Federal Executive and 
the Province, which the existence of a 
constitutional power of appeal to Parlia
ment would obviate, by operating as a pre
ventive of Illegal proceedings, and supply- 

' any such violation did

half at least of the Ministers that the al
arms of the minority should be appeased 
by special provisions for their protection 
against dangers which existed only In their 
own imagination. Naturally enough, when 
the proposal came before the House, It oc
curred to the Catholic minority in Upper 
Canada that they stood In need of as much 
protection as their Protestant brèthren on 
the other side of the Ottawa. The exact 
parity of the two cases was obvious the in
stant it was put forward; and though It 
had never occurred to the minority of Low
er Canada, that what was sauce for the 
Protestant geese of 01,e Province must be 
sauce for the Catholic ganders of the other, 
the parallel was too perfect to allow the 
Legislature to pass the one clause without 
the other. The upshot was that both 
were rejected ; and eveu Mr. Galt, though 
too deeply committed to the Protestant 
tlon to retain office after his defeat, was 
constrained to admit that Parliament and 
the Ministers were right In passing the bill 
without the special protection which had 
been so unnecessarily sought. Jf the peo
ple of Canada are fit to govern themselves 
at all, they must so far have mastered the 
first principles of toleration as to allow 
a religious sect forming a minority of the 
population to manage Its own educational 
affairs pretty much Its own way.”

The very clauses on this subject were 
by Sir. A. T. Galt, the Protestant 

from Quebec, when the B.N.A.

dom that can be given to all denomlna- were not established in Quebec. The Pro- 
Nj tlous In this country to teach as they be-* testants feared they would be left at the 

Mleye and that which they esteem the high- caprice of the Catholic majority If edu-
eat-' truths of the Christianity they pro- cation were exclusively for the local legls-
feas.” lature; hence the agitation whereby that

"Speaking of the idea to which I should clause (similar to .the one in this Manitoba 
tend, not of a measure, for which I could Act in 1870) was framed, giving an ap-

My Dear Mr. ---------- : Thanks for your provide any immediate machinery, but my peal to the Governor-General to the mln-
very frank letter, of the 10th. I am wor- own ideal Is that that system which would ority when the separate school system was 
ried beyoud measure that you and I can- enable each man to pay his rates for the established. Cartier pledged himself to se- 
not agree In all things political at least, teaching of his own religion is the sound cure it in Quebec. He served, I think, 
In every way I want your support—not system. But I am anxious to make it two years in the Quebec House to redeem 
for the mere political result alone, but clear that I am fully conscious of the en- his pledge, and that accomplished, as it 
as a valued friend It la In every way de- ormous practical difficulties which at pre- was, the Protestants In Quebec stand up- 
sirable to me. . sent attend the adoption of any such plan, on the safeguard to which the minority in

You say we cannot carry remedial legls............................It Is an intolerable idea that Manitoba now appeals.
lation in this Parliament. Of course on the state should come to us, like the Cen- I quote from the Canadian papers In 
a question of principle I cannot help It If sor of the Russian Government, and stamp 16ti6:
that be so, yet I will venture the proph- out such parts of our religion as do not (Editorial) Montreal Gazette, Oct. 24,
ecy that should the question come to the suit Its secular notions.” 1866: “We have much pleasure in an-
Federal House, we will carry It by a ma- Mr. Balfour at Manchester, 10th Janu- counclng. that during the recent protracted 
Jority of both parties. ?r.v. 1895.—“If my diagnosis of the educa- sittings of the Cabinet at Ottawa, the sub-

I am, as you are, a Protestant, but I tion question be correct, If tt be the wish Ject of the position of the Lower Canada
confess to you I have not your strong or the great mass of the parents of this education question was very fully conslder-
aversion to Roman Catholics. country that their chbaren should have a ed. The Ministry were, we understand, de-

I have kjuown so many good and true religious education. If It be one of the high- slrous that Mr. Galt should be appointed 
men who wtere Catholics that In some such est, If not the highest. Interest of the as a delegate to represent the Interests of 
way perhaps it is that 1 have been led state that the children should receive such the British population; but that gentleman 
to believe that much of the prejudice an education, then not merely tolerance, felt that he could not accept unless he was 
against them as a body is due more to the not merely fairness, not merely hard Jus- assured as to the views of the Govern- 
age or country In which what we believe Gee to the voluntary schools, should be ment on the points that so seriously con- 

• to be excesses or misdeeds*on the*part of done by the Minister of Education.” corned his countrymen and co-religlonlsts,
this Church occurred than to other con- Yon say “If the Manitoba schools are nnd which so deeply roused their reelings,
sidérations. Protestant, then It Is proper to interfere We are Informed that the Ministry entirely

In this part of Canada, where I now am, so far as to remove that grievance but not satisfied Mr. Galt of their determination to 
•history does not record more noble works to give Popery an advantage.” After all, give practical effect to the pledges given 
•than have been done by Catholic priests. and I may not be very Ttr apart on In Parliament, and that gentleman has in 
In the Northwest I am sure you would en- tn‘s subject. * consequence accepted thé appointment of
joy. as I have, narratives of their trials Upon this let me quote to you the views delegate for the express purpose of watch- 
aud successes. Father Lacombe has la- ot .the _Qneen''s Judicial Committee of the ing over these Important interests, as well 

•bored for 45 years In the Territories Pr.”y Council. as of lending his aid to the consummation
among the Indians. His life was given to Judgment of the Judicial Committee of of the measure of Confederation. We feel 
God. Our own Protestant clergymen tell the Imp Privy Council, p. 264: "What Is that our Protestant friends may rest as- 
of his splendid character. Father Daw- taJ position of the Roman Catholic minor- sored, that the man who resigned the hon- 
sou,—who lately died here, was loved by ![Y under the Acts of 1890? Schools of ors and emoluments of office on this question 

■all who knew him, and his last public “Gr own denomination, conducted accord- will not, as a delegate, be found wanting 
appearance was at a sacred meeting on a to their views, will receive no aid from to his trust as their representative. And 
platform with the Rev. Mr. Herrldge of toe state. They must depend entirely for we hall with great satisfaction the 
St. Andrew's'Church. . “>e‘r 9UPP°',t upon the contributions of the preaching settlement of a question which

As to separate schools: “ l{c community, while the might have been fraught with so much
lu our owu Province Catholics prnctic- taxes out of whtich state aid is granted to danger to the kindly and cordial relation»- 

ally enjoy separate schools. Would you the schools provided for by the statute which have of late so happily subsisted
really have it otherwise to-day I Does tail alike on Catholics and Protestants, between the people of different races and
Nova Scotia ask this? ^ v.?h e, the Catholic Inhabitants creeds in Canada ’’

Recollect, too that Catholics form over «main liable to local assessment for school (Editorial) Quebec Chronicle, 15th No- 
41 per cent, of the Canadian population, purposes, the proceeds of that assessment vember, 1860: "What the Canadian dele- 
I11 Ontario, a Province which Is proud and are no longer destined to any extent for gates to England propose to do with refer-rlghtly prends of Ms schools, the Catholics the support of Catholic schools, hut afford once to the8education difficulty has been
were given long ago the separate system, the m»ans of maintaining schools which the occasion of a good deal of controversy
Sir John Macdonald and Mr. Mackenzie thsy regard as no more suitable for the ed- among some of our contemporaries. That
opposed this, but for peace sake finally ac- artatBloa. °r Catholic children than if they something Is to be done required no seer to 
cepted It and they never uttered a regret, were distinctively Protestant In their char- inform us. The circumstances of Mr Galt 

In Quebec the Protestant minority have acter In view of this, comparison it does and Mr. McGee havffig been requested to 
separate schools. Are you prepared to ad- not seem possible to say that the rights join the delegates In order to assist theirvovate the abolition of this system In Oath- ^Mid privileges of the Roman Catholic min- deliberations on the* subject of education
ollc Quebec? If not is it altogether faire W in reFatlon to education which extet- proved that something was to be done As
lor you and me to denounce an agreement ed prior to 1890 have not been affected. to what that something is or Is not to be
which made the system possible In Maui- As a matter of fact the objections of could not exactly be made out either from

• to?,“ .,wheI! the, mluor!ty wa“ Protestant? Reman Catholics to schools such as alone the explicit statements on one side or the
Under the above circumstances whether receive state aid under the Act of 1890 is equally explicit denials on the other. The 

we approve or disapprove the system, can conscientious and deeply rooted. If this provisions of Mr. Langevln's bill, we were 
we deny that it has been practically adopt- had not been so, If there had been a sys- told, were to be Introduced Into the Cou- 
"d over Canada and that It has on the tÇm of public education acceptable to Oath- federation scheme, and It was of course In
whole worked for peace and goodwill? 2Î d* Prole,slan,t3 allke- the elaborate ferred that the object of Mr. McGee’s mis- 

Does It even build up. Popery as you enactments which have been the subject sion was to obtain an equivalent for the 
fear? One Journal, fhe Moatrea Witness, of so much controversy and consideration Catholics of Upper Canada, 
liaa urged that the .Roman Catholic system would have been unnecessary. It is notor- “An announcement that has been tele- of teaching has injured Catholics In their lous that there were acute differences of graphed from Kingston Lnd has reached 
business training, and by cramming the- opinion between Catholics and Protestants the Toronto Globe, but does not appear to 
ology Into the heads of the pupils, loss of on the education question prior to 1870. have been forwarded to Lower Canada, Is 
practical and useful knowledge lias been Ihls Is recognized and emphasized In al- to this
the result, without corresponding religious most every line of those enactments. “ ‘Kingston, Nov. 12,-It Is understood
g*vD'.i i-.vr.TX7 in Fntrianri Hioro to nvn/vh aiq nf J10 *Joubt ®Itbe.r wllat the points here that a document will be made public

You know In England there is much dis- of difference were and it is in the light of after the denarturp nf th#» Mlnlstprlnl dele- 
cussion respecting the assistance by Im- these that the 22nd Section of the Man- gates announcing the course to dursued perlai funds of voluntary schools (deuomln- ituba Act of 1870, which was In truth a Ey them to Loudon! stating In fuH the 
uitional schools) and board schools—the pre- Parliamentary compact, must be read.” proposed plan of appeal from the local to 
sent government Is supposed to favor more This Is the language not only of our the Central Legislature’ ”
generous support than Is now given to highest Judicial tribunal but the language (Editorial) Quebec Chronicle November
denominational or^voluntury schools, in re- of Protestant Judges. 1S66- “The Toronto Globe Is’to great al-turn for Kraantef,J^Lment“d luspectlou by The Lord Chancellor, you know ,1s keep- arm about the supposed hitmitlonl of the 
the Education De«tment. er of the Queen’s conscience, and It Is by Government, with reference to the schoolIn Ithe system,of Free Schools we may law required to be Protestant. system of Upp™ Canada We are not
claim to be to advance of the mother conn- Now Manitoba does not pretend to abol- aware of any announcement entitled totry 1“ ,rnypiï SntateereTn Serata i«h religion from the sehools-but Insists credit that should reasonably excite alarm
our fellow ^oteadants there in toleration, on a form of religion being adopted which, on the subject. Neither the remarks of

I have noted the following opinions of while acceptable to Protestants, is object- Mr. Cartier at the Montreal banquet nor
English statesmen with considerable com- ed to by Catholics. those of the Government organs in thatfort, since they go to «bow that iou refer to the Jesuit Estates Act. but I city, to Ottawa or Kingston indicate th!
of toleration are not inconsistent with the assure you It is not in any sense applic- design to introduce any new provision in-
Protestautism of leading men to the Im- able to this case. Shortly put, it may be tj the scheme of Confederation on the sub- 
perlal Parliament:. _ «ald„ that under the law of the land the ject of education to either Province. The

Lord Salisbury, at Newport, October, I arllament of Quebec had the exclusive existence of such an intention has been 
1885.—“ As to religious education, which right to deal with that property. The Fed- expressly denied. But there Is probably 
Mr. Motley desires, to get rid of, It Is one era! Parliament Lad thus no jurisdiction, some foundation for the statement forward- 
of our most cherished privileges. I am \\ bile under the law of the land to the ed to The Globe from Kingston which we 
uot speaking for my own denomination case of the schools, the Federal Parliament republished the day before yesterday to 
alone. What I claim I would exitend equal- lias the right and the duty to Interfere. the effect that It is Intended to provide 
ly to the non-Cbnformist of Wales, or the Fills brings me to an important sentence it power of,appeal from the local legisia- 
Rornan Catholic of Ireland. But I do claim to your letter. You say: “Should the Que- tv res to the Federal Parliament With 
that whatever church or form of Chrisll- bec Protestants demand separate schools reference to the question that Is now being 
anity they belong to. they should be given while they had publie schools or equal discussed, we cannot see bow the lntroduc- 
tbe opportunity to educate the people 111 rights. Yon apparently, like others with tlon of such a safeguard for the rights of 
the belief of Christianity which they pro- whom I have discussed the question, are mlnorltlesrcould be furued to account to 
fess, Instead of giving them a lifeless, under the impression that to Quebec the disturb existing arrangements to Upper 
boiled-down, mechanical, unreal religious schools are secular and uot denominational. Canada.
teaching which Is prevalent to board The reverse is the case, and it is both to- “That the introduction of the clause pro- 
schools. , terestiiig aud Important to study the his- vidiuir for apueal to the Federal Pnflln-
t«ri^?rd ,SalIsbury’ at Nottingham, 1889 — ^ryJot this question. ment would be an objectionable addition
“Therefore, I would give the utmost free- Before Confederation, separate schools to the Quebec scheme, we do not see. It

MANITOBA SCHOOL QVBSTION.

Sir Charles Hlbbert Discusses the Matter 
In a Letter te a Friend.

From The Colonial Standard, Plctou, Oct. 
22. 1895.
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These extracts from the press form so 
Important a part of the history of the 
question that I propose sending a copy of 
this letter to the "papers (omitting your 
name and of course your letter, unless you 
insist on the contrary). _

I know you will carefully weigh all I 
have written and If you cannot agree with 
me to the fight I am waging and prepared 
to continue, I shall deeply regret It. Come 
what may I hope I shall never lose your 
friendship.
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ing a remedy if 
take place.”

(Editorial) Quebec Chronicle, Nov. 24, 
1866 : 44 A petition to Her Majesty adopted 
by the Association of Protestant Teachers 
of Lower Canada sets forth in reasonable 
terms the ground's of complaint on behalf 
of that section of the community whose ed
ucational interests are represented by the 
association. There must be considerable 
anxiety about the redress of these griev
ances until it is announced in what method 
the Government have decided to proceed in 
the matter. The secrecy that is maintain
ed on the subject is in itself a reason for 
uneasiness.

“The spirit manifested in Upper Canada 
is not calculated to reassure them, but 
their confidence in the wisdom of the Brit
ish Parliament leads them to believe that 
their just desires will not be defeated be
cause they can only be secured through the 
introduction of a clause into the constitu
tion affording protection to minorities in 
the several provinces by giving them a 
right of appeal to the Federal Parliament. 
It is inconceivable that the introduction of 
such a clause can be regarded as a serious 
ground of objection on the part of Upper 
Canada. Only the most short sighted sel
fishness could prompt such opposition. The 
minority in Lower Canada have far strong
er reasons to desire the introduction of the 
clause than Upper Canada can possibly 
have for objecting to it. If it really in
volved a breach of the agreement .that un
der Confederation the educational system 
of the Upper Province should not be inter
fered with, we could understand why it 
should be denounced, but it does nothing of 
the sort. The terms of the Quebec ar
rangement are, we are told, to remain un
altered, under which the local legislature 
is to deal with the subject of education 
saving the existing rights of the lnlnorl-

Montreal Gazette, Dec. 24,. 1866: 4‘Such
opposition as was manlfestêd by the rep
resentatives of Lower Canada in the Pro
vincial Parliament came mainly from the 
minority of English Protestants. With less 
magnanimity aud faith than their Catholic 
brothers exhibited, they felt or affected a 
vast amount of alarm lest the. local man
agement of their Province, when placed un
der the Control of the French-speaking ma
jority, should be perverted to the preju
dice of the Protestant educational system. 
Two considerations might have quieted 
these apprehensions—one, that in the exer
cise of local powers the Catholic majori
ties had never shown themselves intoler
ant; and the other, that the existence of 
Catholic minorities in all the other prov
inces would necessarily furnish hostages 
for the good behavior on the part of the 
Lower Canadians. It Is remarkable that 
the nofolnconslderable minority of Catho
lics in Upper Canada were quite content 
to trust to the generosity of their fellow- 
citizens. and that the minority in the Low
er Province, themselves enjoying the incal
culable advantage of belonging to the dom
inant race and class of the entire Con
federacy, was the only section that affect
ed to dread the abuse of the large local 
power which the Quebec scheme proposed 
to give to the several provinces. Actuated 
by a groundless suspicion, the Lower Can
adian Protestants stipulated for special 
guarantees in the general scheme, and so 
anxious were all to humor every section 
in Lower Canada, which alone was thought 
capable or thwarting the enterprise, that 
something like a pledge was given by one-

means a

ap-
Always sincerely, 

CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The Manitoba School Question.
From The Colonial Standard, Pictou.

On our first page this week will be 
found an interesting letter from Sir 
Charles Hlbbert Tupper.to a friend,on 
this question which has excited so 
much attention during the last few 
months. A careful perusal of the same 
will bring to light an important point 
not previously referred to in our c<5T- 
umns.

As our readers are well aware, the 
minority In Quebec has always been 
Protestant, and that in Ontario always 
Roman Catholics. At the time of Con
federation, or previous thereto, as 
shown in extracts from the press of 
1866, the Prosestant minority of Que
bec were fearful that, as the control 
of educational affairs were to be placed 
in the hands of the local Governments, 
separate schools might be denied 
them. This led to their seeking to have 
a clause placed in the British North 
American Act which wouIU grant them 
an appeal to the Federal Government. 
There was
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also a slight agitation 
among the Roman Catholics of On
tario on the same lines. Our readers 
will „thus see that the idea of Federal 
Interference in local educational mat
ters is not an entirely new one. 
«iAs-r-^y* be seen By the extracts in 
Sir Hibbert’s letter, the Idea of plac- 
jng such a provision in the act of 
Confederation was not considered nec- 
essary, and Mr. Cartier and ofiiers 
pleded the honor of Quebec the t if the 
Protestant minority of that Province 
would forego the provision for an ap- 
peal to the Federal Government, fhe 
Provincial Government would pass a 
law establishing separate schools. This 
pledge of Cartier’s was redeemed By 
the Quebec Legislature, and the Prot
estant minority of that Province now 
enjoy tito rights guaranteed them on 
the honor of Mr. Cartier and the Pro- 
vlnce of Quebec, just as the Catholic 
minority of Manitoba ask to enjoy the 
rights guaranteed them under the Act 
of 1870, when they came into the Con
federation.

The two cases are very similar— 
yet dissimilar. The Protestant minor
ity of Quebec wished a clause grant
ing an appeal placed in the Act of 
Confederation of 1867. In lieu thereof, 
they received a pledge that they would 
receive separate schools. This pledged 
the Roman Catholic majority of Que-
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GROSS SURPLUS. DEC. 81, 1894.

EQUITABLE. ..$37.481,069
.. .. 22,729,670

........... 21.676,761

.. .. 6,869,91»

Mutual ......

New York....

Ætna.............

Figures for the Canadian com
panies are stated On their own stan
dards, which are on a less rigid bas
is than that of the Equitable.

(Est) 2,424,992

.. .. 401,673

.............  463.874
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SURPLUS EARNED IN 1894.

EQUITABLE
Mutual...................

New York...........

Ætna........... ....

$8,181,068 
.... 8.010.801 

.... 6,209,62»

.... 1,166,678

Figures for the Canadian com
panies are stated on their own stan
dards, which are on a less rigid bas
is than that of the Equitable.
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