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tloiis that face us. If we look l>arU U> the

lilstoi-y of our own country, if we liii'l what
Is tlie origiu of tlio separate schools, pcrbaps

lii-itory mar bo the piUar of cloud liy <lay

i.nd the pillar of tire l>y iii«Ul to show us

llie way and give us the ll«ht.

Separate schools, Sir, j;o liack to the oid

davs of the leslslatiu-e of Lower Canada.

In' these old days the system of schools in

my province, in my native province, Avas

rudimentary ; tliere was pracllcally no sys-

tem, but from year to year allowances were

made by the IcRlsIiiluro for the support

and ninlntonancc of schools. I need not :

s;iy that the population within the limits of
!

tli'e province of Lower Canada at that time

was, ca It is to-day. dlvidcl in ovIkIu and

In creed ; It was largely Uoman Catholic

with a snia'l I'loiestant minority. I am
plad to sav. and perhaps it would le per- ,

nutted if, "in tiiis matter, lieinK myself n

sou of the province of Qne!>ec I indulficd in

wliat may be not nltosetlior iinpardonao'o

prido wlr.'n I say. tliat 1 am not aware tinit

the Protesjant minority ever had any ciiuse

of complaint of the treatment tliey had re-

ceived at the hands of tlie ma.iority. One

of the most eminent men of that day. one

of the most eminent colleairues of Sir .Toiin

Mncdouald at the time of confederation.

Sir Jolni Kosc, bore ample testimony to

what I have now stated. This Is wliat he

said spealiiuK In the confederation debate :

Now we. tlio EngliEh Protcslaiit minority of

Lower Canaili>, cannot lorROt that wliatevcr

right of separate raucation wc have, was ac-

corded to us in the mos* unrestricted way

bofor.-' tlio union of the provinces, when we
were in a minority and entirely In the hands

of the French population. Wo cannot forget

that In no wav was there any attempt to pre-

vent us educating our children Ir tho manner

we saw nt and deemed best : and I would be

untruo to what Is Just It I forrot to state

that the distribution of slate funds for educa-

tional pur' OSes was made in such a way as to

cause no complaint on the part of the minority.

The svstcm. ns I said, was rudimentary ;

It became more effective, more regulative,

after the union of the two provinces. Upper

and Lower Canada In 1841.

Mr. SrnOULE. Would that not seem to

be nn argument in favour of leaving It to

the provinces ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Sir WILI'UID LAURIEU. I shall come

to that presently and 1 hope I will be able

to satisfy my bon. friend (Mr. Sproule) if

he will have an open ear on this subject.

In 1811 the parliament of United Canada
passed a law for the establishment of

schools all over the province. Section 11 of

that statute provided that

:

Whenevtr any number of the 'aliabitanta of

»ny township or parish professing a religious

faith different from that of tho majority of

the Inhabitants of such township or parish,

ball dissent from the regulaUonB, arrange-

menls, or proceedings oC ibe comuioa school

commissioners, wl'h reference to any common
school la such township or parish If. shall be

lawful for the inhabilautd sj dlsseatlnK. col-

lectiv.ly to si;;i:iry such diasont In wrltlns to

f th" cl tI; of the district council .... and

It ;-1kiI1 be l.iv;ful for such dU^scntins Inhabi-

tants .... to i.-'talillsh and maintain one

or more comnun schools in th -nanner and

suM^'it to the visual Ion, conditi' ;, rules and

,ob.sati.iiri in this Act provided, with retcr-

i orco 10 o; h- r cumn'.on schools.

Section lU enacted tbat

;

No common sdiools shall be cntit''^ to any

apportionment of money out of the •
immon

school fund ( xccpt on the terms and ci .uittons

follswiug :

And so forth. Xo exception was made,

whether tlicy were s;'i>aratc or common
schools. Hut it iippcar.s that sonic doubt

arose In Upper Canada as lo whether or not

separate schools were entitled to state aid.

In 1S"> a school law was adopted and this

section was passed.

Kvcry such separate scliooi shall be entitled

lo share In tlie fund annually granted by the

legislature of the province for the support of

common schools according to the avcra:;o

lumber of pupils attending such school during

Ih" twelve preceding months, or during tho

number of months that may have elapsed from

the establishment of said such school as com-

pared with the whole number of pupils attend-

ing the schools in the said city, town or

village.

In 1803 a law was pa.ssed upon this same
subject and that was tho last passed on the

subject by the old legislature of Canada
l)etore confederation, not to enact a new
principle but simply to confirm the prin-

ciple of separate schools. I remember very

well— I was a j^oung man in those days, a

law student In Montreal—tliat the discussion

of that law created a great deal of passion,

i)Ut it was passed by an overwhelming nia-

joritv in the parilaiiient of Canada.
Uefore I proceed, let mo make a few ob-

servations to show the origin and object of

all this legislation coneerning separate

schools. You find In this legislation the

terms constantly recurring of Protestant

or Catholic. I need not say that the Chris-

tian religion is not only a religion

founded on moral laws, prescribing moral

duties, but it is also a rellBion of dogmas.

Dogmas from the earliest times have occu-

I)icd just as strong and commanding n posi-

tion in the faith of all Christians ns morals

themselves. The reformation created ft

cleavage between Christians. The old

section remained Roman Catholics ; the new
called themselves Protestants. Between the

Roman Catholics and Protestants there Is a

deep divergence in dogmas. Between the

various Protestant denoniinc.tions there are

but small differences In dogmas ; the differ-

ences are more mutters of discipline than of

dogma. Therefore the old legislature of

Canada, finding a population of f^atliolios

and different denominations of Protestants


