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¢¢ Audi Alteram Partem,”’

By a Catholic Canadian,
(The Tablet.)

The fact that you last week published
Mr. Laurier's speech in Montreal upon
the proposed settlement of the school
question in Manitoba, encourages me to
ask you of your fairness to let me present
the views of the present Government of
the Dominion on this subject, with some-
whast greater fulness than Las yet been
done in yur columns, I am aware that

. T am about to tread upon delicate ground,

and to run counter to the opinions of
very high personages indeed ; bhat at
least it is well that the readers of The
Tablet sliould understand what is the
exact nature of the settlemont which
the first Catholic Prime Minister of Can-
ada is now offering to his countrymen
for their peace. And then, even if in
the end The Tablet is constrained tq
condemn a scheme which is proposed
by a Ministry which coutains four Cath-
olic members, you will be able to do so
with knowledge and not from prejudice
or upon mere hearsay evidence. I know
all the facts, and will state them fairly—
nothing exaggeratiug, nor setting down
aught in malice,

When in 1870 Manitoba became a
Province of the Dominion of Canada, its
white population numbered some 12,
000 souls. These were about equally
divided in the matter of religion—nalf
being Catholics and half Protestants.
Such schools as éxisted were Denumina-
tional and Voluntary ; no system of pub-
lic education yet existed. The Mani-
toba School Act of 1871 established a
system of Separate state-supported
Denominational schools. It happened
that the Cathbolic part of the population
was for the most part grouped into cer-
tain districts. These districts were con-
sidered Cathelic school districts, aud
other parts of the country in which the
Protestants predominated were consid-
ered Protestant school districis.  If a
Catholic parent was in a Protestant dis-
trict or vice versa, he was at liverty in
the words of thé Privy Council Judg-
ment, “to send his child to the school
of the nearest district of the other sec-
tion; and in case he contributed to the
school his child attended a sum equal to
what he would bave been bound 10 pay
if he had belonged to that district, he
was exemwpt from payment tothe school
of the district in which he lived.” That
system was perfecily fair to all parties,
and recognized in a most practical way
the right of every parent to bave his
children brought up in his own faith.
Unfortunately, as the years went on the
relative positions of the two religious
bodies greatly changed. Tue®atholics,
who twenty years before, in 1870, were
half the population of the Province, in
1890 were omly 20,000 out of a
total of 204,000. Protestant immigra-
tion had upset the balance, and the maj-
ority used its opportunity. In 1890 the
Legislature of Manitoba passed two acts
which abolished the old separate or de-
nominational schools, and established a
system of free public schools from which
all definite religious teaching was to be
banished. The Catholivs were naturally
indignant, and appealed o iue Canadian
Courts of Jnstice, and finally to the
Privy Council, for a restoration of theijr
rights. I will refer ina moment to the
results of this litigation, and to the sabs
sequent attempts of the Copservative
administration ‘to give redress to the’
aggrieved Catholics. In the autamn of
1896 the Liberal party triumphed at the
polls and the Hon, Wilfrid Laurier be-
cawe Prime Minister of (gnada. His
first work was to open negotiations with
the Goverument of Manitoba in the
hopes of being able by some firiendly
settlement to get some {olerable meas-

~ ure of justice for his’ ovpresgsed co-reli-

gionists.

Remember the difficulties of hig posi-
tion. He has to deal with g hostile and
®xasperated majority of Protestants
Plodged to whiat tiey like to call the un-
Eﬁctafian system, The Catholics of
Manitobg are “bunched’” mainly in the

City of Winnipeg, and the county Which

includeuSt.Boniface. iThe rest, to the
num'ber of some 9,200 souls are scatter.
ed in small numbers gyer a territory.
sbout six times the size of Belgium. To
hope to secure separate Catnolic achools

tion
‘cases the schools would have only one

supported at the public expense for
theselatter wasan obvious impossibility.
The terms which Mr. Laurier obtained
though not such as he desired, are at
any rate the best likely to he got. In
districts where the parents of ten scligol
cliildren in a rural district, or 25 in a
town, may desire it, religious instruction
may be given by a priest or other
authorized person for an hour every
afternoon. When we remember that
less than 10,000 Catholics are scattered
in villages and raral districts over a
country considerably bigger than Eng-
land and Wales, it will be apparent
that more than this could hardly be
hoped for. However, if in any rural dis-
trict there are 25 children attending
school their parents may insist on hav-
ing a duly certified Catholic teacher.
Here, again, remember that a popula-
tion smaller than that of Hull or Bris-
tol is spread over a country which has
an area twice the size of Portugal—and I
insist upon this scantiness of popula-
because it means that in most

teacher, and that the Catholics, being
much ““bunched” together in localities,
would thus often secure for themselves
what would be practically separate
Catholic schools. Inihe same way, in
towns where there are as many as 4vu
children, the parents may demand the
services of a Catholic teacher. In all

‘these schools, also, full religious nstrac-

tion may be given to Catholic chlldren
during certain hours. Now that is not
an ideal system, but for a country in
which  Catholics are in a small
and dwindling minority, should
it not serve as, at least, the basis for
further negotiations ? Both Mr. Laurier
and Mr. Greenway, the Premier of Man-
itoba, are anxious that the question
should be settled in a spirit of concilia-
tion, and there is no reason to snppose
that the latter hus closed the door
against {urthér concession. I venture to
say that the arrangement which 1 have
endeavored to vut belore your readers
would have been received in a very dif-
ferent spirit if it had been judged solely
upon its merits.

Unfortunately its opponents cannot get
out of their heads the idea that the
Privy Council has decided that they are
entitled not to friendly consideration,but
to a full restoration of the ancient system
of separate Catholic schools, wholly sup-
ported at the public expense. As Mr.
Luurier said in Montreal, if that had in-
deed been 8o, if the highest tribunal in
the Empire had given any such decision,
the case would have been vastly simple.
It would havé Leen Mr, Laurier’s highest
pleasure to enforce such a decree—ounly
it does not exist. The Privy Couuncil
decided only that the Catholics of Mani-
toba were entitled to appeal to the Goy-
ernor- General-in-Council—that is, to the
Governmentt of the Dominion. 'The
Judgment says: “It is certainly not
essential that the statutes repealed by
the Act of 1890 should be re-enacted, or
that the precise provisions of these
gtatutes shouid again be made law. The
systern of education embodied in the
Acts of 1890 no doubt commends itself
to, and adequately supplies the wants of,
the great majority of the inhabitants of
the Province. All legitimate grounds of
complaint would be removed if that
systewn were snpplemented by provis-
jons woich would remove vie prievance

upon which the appeal is wnuded, and |

were modified 8o rar as might be neces-
sary to give effect to tLe provisions.”
Thie Privy Council then says the Catho-
lic minority are entitled to appeal to the
Governor-General, and that their griev-
ances would be removed by some modi-
fication of the existing law.

The statement that the old system
need not be restored is positive and ex-
plicit, but the recommendations as to
the relief to be given are miserably
vague. This is not surprising. At bot-
tom the Whole question is largely one of
finance. I mean the Catholics, if they
choose to go Withont public assistance,
are perfectly free even now to carry on
separate elementary schools ; what they
want, however, i8 to be allowed to do
this witbout forfeiting their share of the
public money devoted to the education
of the children of the people. Unforty.
nately it is just upon this point of finance
that the Dominion Government must
fail them. It may coerce Manitoba but
it cannot control a single sixpence of the

money which the Province devoies to
education. Thus even if Sir Charles
Tupper had been able to carry his Re-
medial Bill in March, 1896, it would
have been of little use. The separate
denominational system would . have
been res’ored, buf the Catliolic body,
which is chiefly composed of people be-
longing to the working classe§, would
have had to support them without the
least help from the public purse. But
the Remedial Bill was not carried ; and
the last act of the Congervative Govern-
ment was to send Commissioners to
Manitoba, carrying proposals for a com-
promigse. Those proposals were less
favorable to the minority than those now
obtained by Mr. Laurier, but coming
from men who had tried to coerce the
province they were peremptorily re-
jected. I cannot help thinking that it
ig this exaggerated view of what the de-
cision of the Privy Coancil amounted to,

and an equally exagperated view of

what the Dominion Government could
do to give redress, which has caused Mr,
Laurier to he kept at arm’s length and
treated as a foe instead of a friend. -

As a loyal son of the Church bhe can
have no wigh but to obtain as favorable
terms as possible from the Government
of the Province ; and where he fails it is
safe to say none can succeed. A policy
of coercion and force is doubly vain., Al-
ready, if they like, Catholics can go out
into the wilderness and build and sup-
port their own schools, and the Domin-
ion Gov ernment can give them no more.
And even if that were otherwise and
the Federal Government could com-
mand the application of the money of
the Province, is it possible to suppose
that 'a school system could flourish,
which had been imposed by force upon
those upon whose good-will it must
necessarily depend for its successful
working ? But U have said enough to
enuble your readers to judge for them-
selves whether or not our Catholic
Prime Minister has made an honost ef-
fort to bring peacq to Manitoba, and to
win for his co-religionists their legiti-
mate rights,

The Tablet’s Remarks on the
Above Article.

. We publish in another colomn a de-
tailed statement as to the terms of the
settlement of the Manitoba School Ques-
tion proposed by Mr. Laurier. We admit
the force of much of what onr correspond-
ent says, and recognize the difficulty of
supplying separate scbools in the case of
a community which is less than that of
Bristol, and vet is scattered over an area
greater than that of England and Wales.
These are considerations which in the
cage of the rural districts might make
Mr. Laurier’s scheme acceptable, at least
as Jong as existing conditions endure.

[The letter of a Priest in London (see
below) reminds the Tablet that the “ ex.

isting conditions” existed before 1890,
when the school system then working
was “perfectly fair to all parties.” N.W.R]

But the proposals, a8 far as the town po-
pulation is concerned, are of a kind
which we fear must necessarily be con-
demned. Take the ¢ase of a Tondon

Board school with 200 children—wounld
the assurance that one teacher should
always be a Catholic make such a school
an acceptable substitute for & Catholic
school? Disguise it a8 we may, Mr, Lan-
rier's vlan introduces that system of
*mixed schools” which haa been repeat-
edly condemned by the Holy 8ee. and
yet where there i8 80 much good will
there ought surely t0 be a way out of the
difficalty. Mr. Laurier has been success-
ful in persuading the Manitoba Govern-
ment to agree that when 40 Catholic
children in towns, and 25 in rural dis-
tricts, are in attendance at an Element-
ary school, they shall be entitled to have
a Catholic teacher. "Why not in towns,
at least, let that tescher teach in a sep-
arate school ? The Catholic schools al-
ready exist, are waiting to be so used.
Why, instead of periodically sorting out
the children for religious instruction in
separate rooms, should not' the ediuca-
tional authorities let them assemble
every day with tLeir Catholic tescher in
buildings . which were erected for that
very purpose? With Catholic teachers
and school-books approved by the Bis-
hops'the system would be ns satisfactory
a8 it would be simple. As far as the bulk

of the Uatholic population is oncerned—

those living in Winnipeg and St. Boni-
face—this plan conld surely be worked
without serious inconvenience. The dif-
ficulty, as fur 1s the rural districts are
concerned, would he rather to safeguard
the future than to deal with the present.

The Manitoba Schools.

To the Editor of The Tablet,

BiR—*A Catholic Canadian” speaks
in a tone which gives him every right
to be neard. Bus his special plea for
the Canadian Government (in the Tah.
let of January 23) will make little im-
presgion upon those who, like himself,
“know all the facts,” but who are in no
way bound to defend everything that
may be done or proposed by the Dom-
inion Government. lLet me say frank-
1y for myself that I would if I could
take the side opposed to any Tory or
Coneervative  party, whether in
or out of office. But, at the present
moment, T cannot help being hostile to
the Canadian Liberal party, although it
‘is in power,

The *“Catholic Canadian” does net
give us enough of “all the facts.” He
speaks of “a. Prime Minister who
is a loyal son of the Church” and
a “Ministry which counsists of four Cath-
olic members.”” It seems to me a pity
to go intoa detail of that kind, because
Ca*hbolic is that Catholic does, and be-
canse the Government is acting as a
whole, and as a Liberal Cabinet. Baut,
in face of the statement made in The
Tablet, it is only right now for me to say
that some of Mr. Laurier’s . 8peeches
about encroachments of the civil power,
or what Parisian politicians call the lay
state, have not by any means a Catho-
lic ring. And if the papers spoke truth,
Mr. Laurier about & year ago attended
Divine worship in a Methodist church
in Manitoba, when he was making a
political tour in that province in view of
the General Election. One ot his three
Catholi¢ colleagues is Mr. Tarte, who
lately told a Protestant audience in
Winnipeg that “he was a Catholic by
accident as they were Protestants by
accident.,” It is only just to suppose
that two members of the Ministry are
Catholics by the grace of God and by
conviction. But that gives no presump-
tion that the “settlement” which the
Ministry offers to the Catholics of Mapni.
toba is not a violation of their moral
and legal rights, or even containg “the
best terms likely to be got.”

And here T would ask *“Catliolic Can-
adian” if be ought not to withdraw a
phrase in bis article. Who is it that
has treated Mr. Laurier as a foe instead
of a friend, and kept him at arm’s
length ? The accusation must be meant
eitlier for the Archbishop of St. Boniface,
or for the Bishops of Canada in general.
Now we are not going to believe without
proof that any Catholic Bishop keeps
at arm’s length & man who has been
placed in authority by the votes of his
fellow-countrymen. And what we know
is that the Archbishops of Toronto,
Halifax (who calls the so-called gettle-
ment a “CYNICAL injustice”), and King.
ston bear Irish names, and are not Jike-
Iy to be hostile to a Liberal Premier as
such ; and that the French-Canadian
Archbishops of Quebec, Montreal, Otta-
wa and St. Boniface are not likely to be
hostile to a French-Canadian Premier, if
he will allow them to be friendly. Mr.
Laurier’s apologist reminds one of the
wolf and lamb story. The Canadian
ministers have ostentatiously avoided
all conference with the Archbishop of
St. Boniface, or other representative of
the Catholics. They have simply made
a political deal with Mr. Greenway gaynd
his colleagues. They have admitteq
Mr. Sifton, one of these colleagues, into
the Cabinet of the Dominion, They
have accepted certain terms frop, him
and Mr. Greenway, and have thrown
those terms to the Catholics ag g e,
tlement,” along with the option of *go-
ing out into the wilderness.” Tyg Cath-
olics reject such terms, declan‘ng them
to be a mockery of thelr mora] and
legal rights. And immediately they
are accused of keeping the friendly Mr.
Lairier at arm’s length, ang treating
him a8 a.foe,

" But Jet us come to the merits of the
case, and come to the point, What
are the = merits of the: “gettle-
ment,” and what are the difficuities

’in the way of the true settlement which

the Catholics demand ? Mr. Laurier's
apologist speuks of a “hostile and exas-
perated Protestant majority.” Now we
are obliged, of course, to take elected of-
ficials as representatives of their elec-
tors. And the provincial electors in.
Manitoba and the Northwest are certain-
ly hostile to the Catholics on the School
Question.  Neveriheless, it is worth
while to remember that at the last gen-
eral election (more recent than the pro-
vincial election) the people of Manitoba
sent to Ottawa a majority of members.
in favor of the Remedial Bill which

Council.

would have satisfied the Manitoba Cath-
ohics.  And why shouid the Protestants
be exssperated ? Is it because their
governmeut has inflicted hardships up-
on the Catholics by abolishing a system
of schools which the apologist declares
to hisve been “perfectly fair to ail part-
ies” ?  Or is it becunse the school taxes.
paid by Cotholies bave been, since 1890,
used for the sole beneflt of the non-Cath.
olic schools'? But suppose we consider
only the officials. How far ig Mr..
Greenway really “hostile” to any ar-
rangement which will leaye him in of-
fice 7 Here we come to a serious ques-
lion, and the word coercion. I do not
for a raoment admit that Mr. Greenway
can be allowed to treat px PUIBSANCE A
PUISSANCE with the Dominion or Imper-
ial authorities. 8till, il his Government
be seriously hostile, if there be any BONA
FIDE prospect of coercion bLeing needed,
there cannot be too much caution and
prudence. But we want a little more
light. What is it that the “Catholic
Canadian’ tells us? He assures us that
Mr. Greenway is in a mood for “conci-
lintion,” and *“concession.” I conclude
then that, as concessions bhave not been
obtained, they have not been asked for
by Mr. Laurier, who had doubly and
trebly pledged himselt to obtain them.
What further does the “Catholic Cana-
dian” tell us ? He says that if the total
repeal of the School Law of 1890 had
been called for by the Imperial Privy
Council; “it would have been Mr. Lag-
rier’s highest pleasure to enforce such a.
decree.” What! “A policy of coercion
and forve” for his Liberal friends in
Manitoba ! Evidently Mr. Laurier un-
derstands as well as Mr. Greenway him-
self the real meaning of all the talk
about provineial rights. Why should
he not “entorce’ the actual and less far-

reaching decree of “the higbest tribunal
in the Empire” ?

This question leads me to another
passage of the “Catholic Canadian’s”
apoloyy. He says that other Catholie
Canadians do not understand the
meaning of the decision given in their
favor by the Privy Couucil. This is.
not pertiaps a childish statement, but it

must be meant for childlike readers,
The

Archbishop of ' St. Boniface
has had the legal  assistace all
through of distinguished lawyers,
Mr. Blake, M. P. for Longford,‘

and Mr. Ewart, Q. C., Winnipeg, pre-

sented the Catholic case in Whitehal], -

Besides, it requires no special training to-

quoted at sufficient length by a “Catho-
lic Canadian.” In it we find that the
Privy Council did not, it ig true, declare,

the School Act of 1890 wasg
void. But it declared that the act in-
flicted a grievance upon Catholies, for
which the remedy was to be sought at

the hands of the Governor-General-in-

A And it was pointed out that -
this remeg ¥ would be found if the exist-

and -

ing law waere “supplemented”
“modifed.” Where is the room for mis-
understanding or exagyerating the-
meaning of this judgment? The Re-
medial Bill of the late government
would have done what was needed in
supplementing and modifying, There
was nothing ‘“‘miserably vagne” sbout
it. Mr. Laurier obstructed it, saying he
would do far better for the Catholics if
placed in power.

This statement hds been questioned in
let it pass atter the other statement .
xiullifying the School Law of the Prov-

up the old system once more, if he did

Whether from the old source or from the -

new ?

(Cont {inued on pages)

understand the judgment, which g -

like the Supreme Court of Canada, that
null and -

i Bat it is said the Dominion can pro-
vide no funds for education in Manitoba. -

Canadian papers, but one may really
about the “‘greatest pleasure” in totally -
ince. What sane man would try to wet :

not know that funds would be available,.
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