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CORRESPONDENCE,

. Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
Toronto to the Chief Superintendent of Schools
for Upper Canada ; soliciting attention to the case
of the Roman Catholic Separate School in
Chatham :

{Irisprown, (near Chatham,)
£0th February, 1852.

REevEREND avD DEar Dr.—I beg to recom-
mend to your equity, and to the good spirit of our
Council of Public Instruction, the petition of
the R. Catholics of Chatham,

My visitation through the Diocese convinces
me more and more that this spirit, so solemnly
professed at the laying of the curner stone of the
Normal School by different interested parties,
and particularly by our most excellent Governor
General, is far from being prevalent in certain
localities.

For God’s sake, and for the prosperity of the
country, let us combine all our exertions, that re-
ligious liberty, liberty of couscience, may be more
real than nominal ; there is no other element of
peace in this part of the world, composed of so
many different persuasions.

As for me, I will do anything and make any
sacrifice for the success of a principle, the privation
of which is nothing short of a more or less dis-
guised persecution.

I remain, with the best feelings of respect,

Rev. and dear Sir,
Your most devoted Servant,
(Signed) tARM'DUS FR. MY.
: Bp. of Toronto.
Rev. Dr. E, Ryerson,
Chief Superintenrdent of Schools,
Totonto.

&ec.

il. Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
Toronto, to the Chief Superintendent of Schaols,
containing additional remarks on the case of the
Roman Catholic Separate School in Chatham :

tLonpown, 7th March, 1852.

REv. 48D DEaR Docror,—I hear from Chat-
ham, subsequently to my appeal to your equity
and to your answer, that there the negroes are
incomparably better treated than the Catholics ;
~—that the latter have received for their separate
school, attended on an average by 46 pupils, only
£4 10s., Government money; and are offered as
little out of about £300 taxes raised for the pay-
ment of teachers,—to which the Catholics have
much contributed, as well as to the high sum levied
for the building of a new school-hcuse ;—that
in another mixed school the anti-Catholic history
of England by Goldsmith is perused as a text
book.

Again, Rev. dear Doctor, where is the equity of
such a management? Where that liberal spirit
professed in pawmphlets, public speeches, reports,
&c.? And am [ not right to call our most deplo-
rable system of education a regular disguised per-
secution 7 And still I have at hand facts of &
worse character,

1 remain, Rev. and dear Doctor,
Respectfully and friendly yours,

(Signed) +ARM’DUS FR. MY.
Bp. of Toronte
Rev. Dr. E. Ryerson,

Chief Superintendent of Schools,
Toronto.



III. Letter from the Chicf Superintendent of
Schools, to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,
in reply to the foregoing :

Department of Public Fustructlon,
Epucation OFFICE,
Torosto, 13th March, 1852.

Mz Logrp,—I have the honor to acknowledge
the receipt of your letters of the 20th uitimo, and
of the 7th instant, respecting a difference between
the trustees of a separate school, and the Board
of Trustees of the public schools in the town of
Chatham. On the 21st ultimo, I received through
the Honorable S. B, Harrison, a communication
from the trustees of the separate school in the
town of Chatham on the same subject.

In respect to the complaint that Goldsmith’s
England is read os a text book in one of the
mixed schools of Chatham, there can be no reason-
able ground for it, since the 14th section of the
school Act* expressly provides that ¢ no pupil in
any Common school shall be required to read or
to study in or from any religious book or juin in
any exercise of devotion or religion which shall
be objected to by his or her parents or guar-
dians,” Therefore every Catholie and Protestant
child is effectually protected against the use of
any book, or joining in any exercise, to which his
or her parents or guardians religiously object ;
and I presume the parties who made the com-
plaint which you state, will not complain as a
grievance that they cannot dictate as to what
text books shall be used in a mixed school by the
children of other parents, as long as theirown chil-
dren are under their own protection in this respect.

Though I had not heard befate of the objections
which you mention, to Goldsmith’s very defective
compendium of the History of England, the book
is not sanctioned by the Council of Public Instrue-
tion; nor has any elementary history been recom-
mendedto be taught in the common scheols, beyond
what is furnished in the admirable scries of text
books prepared and published by the National
Board of Education for Ireland, and which are as
acceptable to Roman Catholics as they are to Pro-
testants,

I have observed with regret, that demands for
exemptions and advantages have recently been
made on the part of some advocates of separate
schools which had not been previously heard of
during the whole ten years of the existence and
operations of the provisions of the law for separate,
as well as mixed schools. I cannot bnt regard
such occurrences as ominous of evil. It is pos-
sible that the Legislature may accede to the de-
mands of individuals praying, on grounds of con-

+ See Appendix, Nc. 1, a.

science, for unrestricted liberty of teaching,—
exempling them from all school taxes, with a cor-
responding exclusion of their children from all
public schools,—leaving them perfectly free to
establish their own schools at their own expense;
but I am porsuaded the People of Upper Canede
will never suffer themselves to be taxed, or the
machinery of their Government to be employed,
for the building and support of denominational
school-houses, any more than for denominetional
places of worship and clergy.

Public school houses are equally the property
of all classes of the school Municipality in which
they are erected ; and there is the best assurance
that schools will be perpetuated in them according
to law. But there.is no guarantee that a Separate
School will be continued six months, as it ceases
to exist legally, (at least so far as it relates to any
claim upon the Public School Fund,) the moment
the Public School Trustees employ in the same
schoo! division, a tcacher of the same religi-
ous faith with that of the supporters of the sepa-
rate school,¥  Should the advocates of a separate
school be able to claim exemption from the pay-
ment of a property-rate for the erection of a public
school house, they, or any one of them at his
pleasure, might, on the completion of such house,
logally claim admission to it for his or their chil-
dren upon the very same condition as the children
of those who had been taxed to build the house.
A man may send his children to a separate school
to-day ; but he has the legal right to send them
to the public school to-morrow, if he pleases; and,
as a general rule, (judging from the nature of the
case, and from the experience of several years,)
be will do so, as soon &s he finds that his children
can be as safely and more cheaply educated in the
public school than in the separate one. I make
these remarks in reference to an objection whick
has been made by some of the supporters of a
separate school in Chatham, and in one or two
other places, against being taxed for the erection
of public school houses.

I herewith enclose you a copy of my reply to
the trustees of the separate school in Chatham,
and which I had also made to a similar com-
munication from Belleville.

T have the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your obedient huwble servant,
(Signed) E. RYERSON.
The Right Rev. Dr. De Charbonnel,
Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto.

* Provided fourthly, that no Protestant Separate Schabl shall
be allowed in any school division, except where the teacher of
the Common School is a Roman Catholic; nor shall any Roman
Catholic Separate School be allowed, except where the Teacher
of the Common School is a Roman Catholic,””~Fourtk Provise
in 19th section of the School Act.



IV. Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
Toronto, to the Chief Superintendent of Schools,
expressing his extreme dissatisfaction with the
operations of the system of Public Elementary
Instruction in Upper Canada :

tOagviLLE, 24th March, 1852.

Rev. Doctor,—In your answer to my letters,
you do not say a single word about my two first
complaints, viz :—the coloured people better
treated in Chatham than Catholics, and the ridi-
culous offer of £4 10s,—out of about £300 taxes
raised,—for the Catholic Separate School of 46
children in the same town,

With regard to my third complaint, you grant
on one hand, that Goldsmith’s History is very
defective, therefore it does not do honor to the
teachers who make use of it, and of other books of
the same defectiveness, to my knowledge, nor to
the visitors who tolerate such bocks in Public
Schools, nor to the school system under which
such very defective books may be used, not only
against your sanction, but even legally.

For, you say on another hand, that there can
be no reasonable complaint for reading that very
defective book in mixed schools, siace the 1-th
section of the School Act provides, that no pupil
shall be required (Catholics are forced to do so
in certain Schools) to read in any religious book
objected to by his parents, and thereby protects
all religious persuasions,

Therefore a Quaker book abusing Baptism, a
Baptist book, abusing infant Daptism, a Metho-
dist book abusing the High Church, a Presbyte-
rian book abusing Episcopacy, a Uuitarian
book abusing the Trinity of persons in Gud, a
Socinian book abusing all Mysteries, &e.; all
those books may be read in the same class room
of your mixed schools, as well as the anti-Catho-
lic Goldsmith's History, and that legally, and of
course without any rcasonable complaint, because
no pupil is forced to read the bock objected to by
his parent, and thereby children of all religious
persuasions are equally protected.

O beautiful protection ! Beautiful harmony ! O
admirable means of teaching God and his ardinan-
ces ! Admirable way of making children improve
in religion, faith, piety, unity, charity, and in read-
ing into the bargain !

And yon are astonished, Rev. Doctor, at our
demand of having nothing to do with such a
chimera, such a mixture, such e regular school of
pyrrhonism, of indifferentism, of infidelity, and
consequently of all vices and crimes !

Please tell me would you #end your children to
a school where your paternal authurity and fumily

prescriptions would be interpreted in ten different
ways, because none of your children would be forc-
ed to read those mongrel interpretations,—and
thereby they would be protected in their filial re-
spect and feelings towards you? Would the
Government of Canada countenance schools in
which pupils could read books respecting annexa-
tionism, or any other rebellionism, because no
child would be forced to read the ism objected
to by his parents, and thereby all children would
be protected in their loyalty to the country and
Her Majesty ?

No, most certainly no; and religion alone, the
basis of true individual, domestic, and social hap-
pinese, will be a mockery in our public schouls ;
or, at lesst, a quite indifferent object! And you call
our demand a scruple, an omen of evil ! Say as
well that good is evil, and evil, good !

Let your mixed schools be without immediate
danger on the treble part of teachers, books and
fellow-pupils for the respective faith of all the
children—which is seldom the case in this secta-
rian country,——aund [ will tolerate, even recommend
them, as I do sometimes, through want of a better
system, but always on the condition that children
are religiously instructod at home or at Church ;
because secular instruction without a religious
education is rather a scourge than a boon for a
country; witnesses, the United States, Scotland,
Sweden, Prussia, &c., where, according to statis-
ties, infidelity, and immorality are increasing in
proportion to godless education.

But as long as most of your mixed schools shall
be 'vhat they are, as distant from the common
schools of Ircland, justly praised in your answer,
as night is feom the day;* aslong as most of your
mixaed schools shall be a danger for the faith and
morals of our children, they and we, their tem-
poral and spiritual parents, will act according to
the doctrine of the God unknown to your schools,
8s he was in Athens : ¢ If thy hand, foot, eye,
is an occasion of sin to thee, cut it off, pluck
it out, and cast it from thee. What does it avail
a man to gain the world if he lose his soul?
Seek first the Kingdom of God and his Justice.’

Now as to the boasted system of school build-
ings civing more security than our separate
schools,—-as if stones, or bricks would be better
than teachers and books,—-let the Scotch Protestant
Laing, in his recent *“Notes of a Traveller,” tell the
People of Upper Canada,alluded to in your answer,
that “in Catholic countries, even in Italy, the
education of the common people is al least as gene-
rally ciffused and as faithfully promoted by the

* Sce Regulations of the Council of Public [nstruction for
Upper Cazada @ and of the Comun~rioners of National Education
i dreland, Appendiy, Nos. 3 and L
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clerical body, as in Scotland, Education is in
reality not only not repressed, but is encouraged
by the Popish (1) Church, and is a mighty instra-
ment in its hand and ably used.” Hence the cele-
brated Protestant statesman, Guizot, published
lately that the far best school o” respect towards au-
thority is the Catholic school. “In every street in
Rome,” continues Laing, “there are, at short
distances, public primary schools for the education
of the children of the lower and middle classes
in the neighbourhood. Rome, with a population
of 158,678 souls, has 372 primary schools (and
some more according to the official statement)
with 482 teachers, and 14,000 children attending
them. Has Edinburgh so many schools for the
instruction of those classes?”’

And you know Rev. Doctor, that Scotland is one
of the boasted lands of common schools.

Thercfore, since your school system is the ruin
of religion, and persecution for our Church : since
we know, «tleast as well as auy body else, how
to encourage, diffuse, promote education, (Laing,)
and better than you (Guizot,) how to teach respect
towards authority: God and his Church, parent
and government; since we are under the blessed
principles of religious liherty and equal civii
right, we must have, and we will have, the full
management of our schools, as well as Protes-
tants in Lower Canada ; or the world of the
19th century will know that here, as elsewher-,
Catholics, against the conatitution of the country,
against its best and most sacred interests, are
pereecuted by the most cruel and hypocritical per-
secution.

I have the honor to be, Rev. Doctor,
Your humble and obedient servant,

(Signed) tARM'DUS, FR, MY,

Bp. of Toronto.
Rev. Dr. E. Ryerson,
Chief Superintendent of ¥
Toronto.

V. Letter from the “hief Superintendent of
Schools to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,
in reply to the foregoing :

Department of Public FEustruction,
EpucaTtion OFFICE,
ToroxTo, 24th April, 1832,

My Lorp,—The receipt of your letter of the
24th ultimo was prompiy acknowledged by Mr.
Hodgins in my absence : ard contivued official
engagements, since my return, having prevented
an earlier reply, I have now to observe, that,
finding your allusionsto the coloured peeple of the

town of Chatham not sustained by a communioa-
tion from themeelves, I did not deem it necessary
to correct your mistake, or advertto the circum-
stance in my reply. Having received a complaint
from the coloured people of Chatham, respecting
their affairs, I replied to them, and wrote to the
Board of School Trustees in Cliatham on the same
subject. I did not, therefore, think it necessary to
allude further to the subject in my reply to your
Lordship.

As to my alleged omission in regard to the com-
plaint respecting the Roman Catholic School in
the town of Chatham, I received a letter from the
Trustees of that School, and enclosed to your
Lordship a copy of my reply to their communica-
tions.

In recard to Goldsmith’s Elementary Histery
of England, your Lordship did not intimate that
the Roman Catholic children were compelled to
use it contrary to the wishes of their parents or
guardians, but simply represented that it was used
in the mixed school ; and it wus to this point
that my remarks on the subject in reply were
directed, T confined: myself to general remarks
on the point for another reason——pamely : {rom
the fact that there being a separate Roman Catho-
lic School in Chatham, the conductors of it could
have no personal interest or concern as to what
text books wre u~-d in the mixed school, from
all connection with which they had formally with-
drawn,

As to the claim of the Trustees of the Separate
School to share in the school moncys of the town
of Chatham for 1351, they could not be sanctioned
by law, since the school was not applied for vatil
March of that year, and the 19th section of the
School act does not  permit the alteration of any
School Section, or the establishment of any sepa-
rate school before the 25th of December in any
one year.® ’

" Haviug thus replied to the complaints preferred
by your Lordship, I would not avert to “other
topies which your Lordship has introduced, were
not my silence liable to misconstruction, and did
Inot feel it my daty to defend, as well as to ex-
plain and impartially admioister the Common
School system which the Legisfature has estab-
lished in Upper Canada ;—a svstem which has
been inoperation for ten years; which was cordi-
ally approved of and supported by the lute lamented
Roman Catholic Bishop Pewer; which was never

- Provided always that carl such separair sehoal shall 20 into
ion at the same tiwe with alterations in school sections.”
Provise, dn 19th section of the School Adct —
*y st m\ alterations in the Louaries of
tion ~'| Ul ootz into il belore the Twenty-fifta d
L *ihe e when itshall lave heen madé."-- Secoad
cur 'l clause of 14k scctron of the Schoal Ack.




abjected to, as far as I know, by a single Roman
Catholic in Upper Canada, during the life of the
excellent Prelate and patriot, nor until a recent
period. If your Lordship has thought proper,
during the last twelve months, to adopt a different
course, and to introduce from the Continent of
of Europe, 2 new class nf ideas and feelings among
the Roman Catholies of Upper Canada, in regard
to schools and our whole school system, I must
still adhereto my frequent unqualified expressions
of admiration at the opposite course pursued by
your honored and devoted predecessor, Bishop
Power;—while I may note the facts that from only
three neighbourhoods in Upper Canada have de-
mands been made by Roman Catholios, in accord-
ance with this new movement, not sanctioned by
law; that the only Roman Catholic member of the
Legislative Assembly elected in Upper Canada has
repeatedly declared himself opposed to the very
principle of separate schools; and that the only
County Municipal Council in Upper Canada in
which a majority of the members are Roman
Catholics, has adopted resolutions against the
seciion of the School Act which permits the
establishment of separate schools under any cir-
cumstances. The facts, that, out of 3000 Com-
mon Schools, not =0 many as fifty separate Roman
Catholic Schools have ever existed or been appli-
ed for,in any one year, in all Upper Canada, and
that the number of such separate schools had
gradually diminished to less than thirty, until
within the last twelve months,* and that during
ten years but one single complaint (and that
during the present month) bas been made to this
Department of any interference with the religi-
oug faith of Roman Catholic children; and that
pot a Roman Catholic child in Upper Canada is
known to have been proselyted to Protestantism
by means of our public Schools ;—these facts
clearly show the general disinclination of Roman
Catholics in Upper Canada to isolate themselves
from their fellow citizens in school matters, any
more than in other common interests of the coun-
try, and the mutvally just, Christian and generous
gpirit in which the school as well as other com-
mon affairs of .the country have been promoted by
Government, by Municipal Councils, aud by the
people at large in their various School Sec-
tions. 'The exceptions to this pervading spirit
of the people of Upper Canada have been “few
and far betweens;” and in such cases the provision

* The following Table shows the number of Protestant and
Roman Catholic Separate Schools reported, since 1517:—

YEAR. NO. OF SEPARATE SCHOOLS.
1847, . .
%2448 31

9,0 0 caven R
1850,. . » . « . «46 = 21 Roman Catholic and 23 Protestant.

1851,. .+ . » + .20 =16 Roman Catholic and 4 Protestant.

of the school law permitting the establishment of
separate schools in certain circumstances, has
been made use of, and just about as often by a
Protestant, as by;a Roman Catholic, minority in a
School Municipality. But the provision of the
law for separate schools was never asked or advo-
cated until since 1850 as a theory, but merely
a8 a protection in circumstances arising from the
peculiar social state of neighbourhoods or Munici-
palities. T always thought the introduction of
any provision for separate schools in a popular
system of common education like that of Upper
Canada, was to be regretted and inexpedient; but
finding such a provision in existence, and that
parties concerned attached great importance to it,
1 have advocated its continuance,——leaving sepa-
rate schools to die out, not by force of legislative
enactment, but under the influence of increasingly
enlightened and enlarged views of Christian re-
lations, rights and duties between different classes
of the community. I have, at all times, endeavour-
ed to secure to parties desiring separate schools,
all the facilities which the law provides—though
I believe the legal provision for separate schools
has been, and is, seriously injurious, rather than
beneficial, to the Roman Catholic portion of the
community, as I know very many intelligent
members of that Church believe as well as myself.
T have as heartily sought to respect the feelings
and promote the interests of my Roman Catholic
fellow-citizens, as those of any other portion of
the community ; and I shall continue to do
50, notwithstanding the personally discourteous
tone and character of your Lordship’s communica-
tion.

There are, comparatively, few school divisions
in Upper Canada, beyond the cities and towns,
(where the Trustees have generally employed a
fair proportion of Roman Catholic teachers,) in
which it is possible for the Roman Catholics to
maintain an cfficient separate school ; and if your
Lordship persists in representing the Common
Schools maintained by the several religious
classes of the community, as fraught with scepti-
cism, infidelity and vice, the sitvation of Roman
Catholics, sparely scattered throughout more tharn
2,500 of the 3,000 school eections in Upper
Canada, will be rendered unpleasant to themselves,
and they will be encouraged to neglect the educa-
tion of thair children altogether. By the official
oturn for 1849, there were 335 Roman Catliolic
School Teachers employed in Unper Canada 5 in
1350, their number was increased to 390 ;% and [
have as cordially endeavoured to get sitnatioons
for good Roman Cetholic teachers as for good

* In 1851, there were 573 Roman Citholic Teachers reported.



Protestant teachers. It is clear that the greater
part of the 390 Roman Catholic teachers have been
employed by Protestant Trustees and parents;
but if the war of total separation in all school
matters between the Protestants and Roman
Catholics of Upper Canada is commenced, as pro-
claimed by your Lordship, many of these worthy
teachers will be placed in painful circumstances,
and a separation will soon begin to take place
between the two portions of the community in
other relations and employments.

Your Lordship says, “ We must have, and we
will have the full management of our schools, as
wel! as the Protestants in Lower Canada, or the
world of the 19th century wil! know, thathere as
elsewhere, Catholics, against the constitution of
the country, against its best and most sacred in-
terests, are persecuted by the most cruel and
hypoeritical persecution.”

On this passage I remark, that 1 am not
aware of Lower Canada presenting a better
standard than Upper Canada of either religious
or civil righis in the management of schools
by any portions of the community. A popular
municipal system not yet being fully estab-
lished in Lower Canada, the school system there
is necessarily more despotic then here, and the
Executive Governmznt does many things there
which appertain to elective Municipalities to do
here ; and to accomplish what is indicated by
vour Lordship, would involve the subversion of
the Municipal system and liberties of the people of
Upper Canada.  From the beginning, Upper and
Lower Canada has each had its own school
system. Of the annual Legislative school grant
of £50,000, Lower Canada received £29,000 per
aunum unti! 1851 (when the grant was equally
divided,) and Upper Canada £21,000; which
constituted the whole of the Legislative School
Fund of Upper Canada for the establishment and
and support of the Normal as well as Common
Schools. Upper Canada has not attempted to
interfere with Lower Canada in regard 10 its
school system, nor has Lower Canada attempted to
interfere with Upper Canada inregard to its school
system; nor dol think the collision in school mat-
ters invoked by vour Lordship, will be responded to
by either section of United Canada: at least, for the
sake of the peace a.:d unity of Canada, I hope it
meay not.

Then as to the fact which your Lordship says
will be known to “the world of the 19th century,”
I may observe, that the managers cf the twenty-
one Roman Catholic, and twenty-five Protestant
separate schools in Upper Canada, are: placed
upon exactly the same footing : that the mana-
gers of each class of these schools have precisely
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the same control of them that the Trustees of
Common Schools have over their schools ; that
each class of Separate Schools and the Common
Schools are under the same regulations ;* that
these relations and regulations have existed for
ten years with the approbation of your lamented
predecessor, (who was a British colonist by birth
and education, as well as feeling,) and with the
concurrence of both Roman Catholics and Protes-
tants: nor had I ever heard, before receiving your
Lordship’s letter, that the Government and Legis-
lature had for so many years established and
maintained, and that I, in connection with the
elective Municipalities of Upper Canada, had besn
administering and extending a system of ‘‘the
most cruel and hypocritical persecution” against
any portion of the community.

Nay, so perfect is the equality among teachers,
as well as managers, of each class of schools, that
they are all examined and classed as to their intel-
lectual attainments, by the same Board of Examina-
tion; while the certificates of their respective Cler-
gy are the guarantee for their religious knowledge
and character.t This is perfect equality for the
teachers of Separate Roman Catholic, or Protes-
tant, or Common Schools ; and the great princi-
ple is maintained, that no part of the School
Fund raised by, or belonging to, a Municipality
shall be paid to any teacher whose qualifications
are not attested by Examiners appointed by such
Municipality.

It is true, that no Roman Catholic or Protestant
can be compelled to support a separate school,
unless he applies for it or chooses to send his chil-
dren to it; and itis also true, thatevery Protestant
and Roman Catholic has a right to send his child-
ren to the public school, and also theright of equal
protection to his own views in regard to the re-
ligious instruction of his children. 1t is further-
more true, that no part of the money for separate
schools is paid into the hands, and placed at the
discretion, of either the Roman Catholic or Protes-
tant Clergy, but is subject to the orders in each
case of the elected Trustees of separate schools
in aid of the support of teachers employed by
them. Bul in each of these cases, | think the law
secures individual protection and rights, rather

* ¢ Provided always, that each such separate school . . . . ghall
be under the same regulations in respect to the persons for whom
such school is permitted to be established, as are Comnmon Schools
generally.——First Proviso in 19th section of the School Act.

§ « Provided atways, that no certificate of qualification shall
e given o @y person ns a Teacher who shall not furnish satis-
factary hrootot waod moral character.” —First Proviso in second
clause of the Wik section of the School Act.—* Candidates shall
uol be divible w wimitted to examination, until they shall

wshedd the examiners with satisfactory evidence of their
sinciy speriai halits and good moral character.”—General
Regulatives prescriled by the Council of Public Instruction Sor
the examination of Teachers.




than breathes the “most cruel and hypoeritical
persecution.”

There is thus no difference whatever between
Protestant or Roman Catholic separate schools
and mixed schools, as to the examination of teach-
ers, on the certificates of their respective clergy;
no difference as to the times at which such schools
shall commence, and the legal conditicns and
regulations to which they are subject ; no differ-
ence as to the basis of apportioning the school
fund, to aid in the payment of the salaries of the
teacher of eachclass of schools.* There is there-
fore not the slightest ground for alleging “ most
cruel and hypocritical persecution” in regard to
the one, any more than in respect to the other,
class of schools ; and there are % the blessed princi-
ples of religious liberty, and equal civil right,” in
regard to them all.

The demand which your Lordship advocates in
behalf of the Trustees of the Roman Catholic
separate schoole in the town of Chatham, is
two-fold. 1. That whatever sum or sums of money
any Municipality may raise for school purposes,
shall be regarded as the legal school fund of such
Municipality, and be equally divided according to
attendance between the public and separate school.
2. That the same principle shall be applied in the
expenditure of whatever moneys may be raised for
the building, repairs and furnishing of school
houses ; that is, that the Municipalities shall be
under the same obligation to provide separate
school houses as public school houses; that they
shall not be able to provide for the latter without
providing for the former.

Now, in regard to this demand, I have three
remarks to make : 1. It is novel ; it has never
been made in any communication to this Depart-
ment, until since the commencement of the cur-
rent year. 2. 1L proposes a novel interpretion
of the term “School Fund.” The 40th sec-
tion of the school Act defives it to consist in
each Municipality of “the sum of money appro-

* The following are the provisions of the law rclative to the
apportiontuent of the School Fund to both Common and Separate
Schools:—* And be it enacted, That it shall be the duty of each
local Supcrintendent of Schools, as soon as he shall havereceived
from the County Clerk a notification of the amount of money
apportioned to the Township or T'ownships within the limits of
s charge, to apportion the same (unless otherwise instructed
by the Chief Superintendent of Schouls), amoug the several
schoo! sections entitled to receivr it, according to the rates of the
average attendance of pupils attending cach Cummon School,
(the mean attendance of pupils for huth sunier and winter being
taken), as compared with the whole average nuwber of pupils
attending the Common Schools of such Township.—First clause
of the 31st section of the School Act.—* Provided that each such
separate Protestant, or Romnan Catholic, or Coloured school
shall be entitled to share in the school fund, according to the

ge attend of pupils ding each such separate school,
(the mean attendance of pupils for both summer and winter
being taken,) as compared with the whole average attendance of
pupils attending the Common Schools in such City. "T'own, Vil-
lage or Township,””—Third Provise in the 19th section of the
School Act.

priated annually by the Chief Superintendent of
Schools, and at least an equal sum raised by
local assessment.”* The 27th section of the
Act provides that a County Couneil (and the
provision is applied in another part of the Act to
cities, towns and incorporated villages) can
increase at its discretion the sum required to be
raised by local assessment, and may apply it io in-
crease the local school fund, or in giving special
aid to the schools recommended to its favourable
consideration, as it may judge expedient.t I never
heard it doubted before, muc h less complained of
as a grievance, that each Municipality after hav-
ing fulfilled the conditions of the Act could apply
at its own discretion, any additional sum or sums
of money it might think proper to raise for school
purposes. I have in all past yecars thus ex-
plained this provision of the Act, in my correspon-
dence with Municipal Councils ; and in my letter
addressed to the Provincial Secretary on the
school law generally, dated 12th May, 1849, are
the following words : ¢ The School Act authoriz-
es any Council to raise as Jarge an amount as
it pleases for Commun School purposes. I have
never insisted, as the Common School Fund, upon
a larger sum in each District or Town=hip, than
that apportioned out of the Logislative grant.
Any sum over and above that amount, which a
Council may think proper to raise, may (as has
been done by some Councils,) be applied in such
a manner to the relief of any otherwise vuprovid-
ed for poor school srctions within its jurisdiction,
at the pleasure of each Council.” (Corresjond-
ence on the School Law of Upper Cunada,
printed by order of the Legislative.dx: mbly,
1850, p. 39.) What I have regarded and averred
in past years to be the plain meaning of the law,
and an important right of Municipalities, and that
without any view to separate schools, I see no
reason to unsay or attempt to undo now. [ sides
what the law declares to constitute the School
Fund, and to whatever amount a Municipality
may increase it, no part of it, as in Lower
Cauada, can be applied to the erection, rents, or
repairs of school houses ; but both the 40th and
45th Sections of our School Act expressly require
that such money * shall be expended for no other
purpose than that of paying the salaries of qualifi-
ed teachers of Common Schools ;> 3. [ remark
thirdly, that as no apportionment from the Legis-
lative school grant, or school fund, is made, and
as no part of such fund can be applied for the

* See Appendix, No. 6.

1 “ Provided always, that the sum or suins s0 levied, may be
inereased at the discretivn of such Council, cither to increase the
County School Fund, or to give special or aulditional aid to new
or needy school sections, on the recotmensdition oi oue or nore
Local Superinteulents"—1First Provigo in the first cluuse of the
2ith section of the School dct.




erection, rents, repairs, or furnishing of school
houses of any descriptior, all sums expended for
these purposes in any Municipality must be raised
by local voluntary assessment or subscription in
such Municipaiity. The principle of the scheo!
law is, that each Municipality has a right 1o do
what it pleases with its own ; with what it does
not receive from the Legislature; what it is not
required to raiseas a condition of receiving Legis-
lative aid, bnt what it voluutarily provides within
its own jurisdiction. But if according to your
Lordship’s advocacy, a Municipality must be
compelled to tax themselves to provide separate
school houses for religions persuasions, in addi-
tion to public school houses, there may be a high
degree of “civil liberty” secnred to certain reli-
gious persuasions, but a melancholy slavery
imposed upon the Municipalities. The liberty of
teaching, any more thanthe liberty of preaching,
by any religions persuasion, has never been under-
stood in Upper Canada to mean the right of com-
pelling Muuicipalities to provide places of teach-
ing, any more than places of preaching, for such
religious persuasion. Such liberty, or rather such
despotic authority, possessed by any religious per-
suasion, is the grave of the public Municipal liber-
ties of Upper Canada.

Your Lordship has furthermore been pleased to
designate Upper Canada—the country of my birth
and warmest aff-ctions— this sectarian country;”
o term which not merely implies the existence of
sectarianism, (for that cxists in Austria and Italy
as well as in Upper Canada,) but that such is the
distinguishing character of the country, as we are
accustomed to say an enlightened, a civilized, or
barbarous country, according to the prevailing
character of its institutions and inhabitants. T
think your Lordship’s designation of Upper
Canada is an unmerited imputation; I am pursuad-
ed that a large majority of the people are as firm
believers in “the Father, the Son, and the Holy
Ghost,” and in all that oar Lord and his Apostles
taught as necessary to everlasting salvation, as
either your Lordship ormyself. A standard Englich
lexicmgrapher has defined ¢ sect” as ““a party in
religion which holds tenets different from those ot
the prevailing denomination in a Kingdom or
State,” and Becherelle in his noble ¢ Dictionnarie
Nuilonal.” savs, after Linguet that ** De toutes
les sectes, il n’en est pas de plus furieuses, de plus
intolerantes, de plus injustes, que celles qui chois-
issent ponr cri de guerre la religion et la liberte.” *
But I see no a;plication of either of these charac-
teriztics of sectariuns to the majority of the people

* « Of all sects, those are the most furious, the .t intole-
rant, and most unjust, who adopt as their war-cry: Religivn and
Liberty. .
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whom your Lordship reproaches—a people, in reli-
gious'morals, in honesty, industry, in enterprise, in
the first and essential elements of a national'scivili-
zation, in advance of the mass of the people of those
very states of Italy to the schools of whose capi-
tal you have drawn my attention.

-Your Lordship has represented ¢ God as un-
known to our schools as he was in Athens;” and
by the passages of the scriptures which you have
quoted, as well as by your remarks upon our
school regulations, you intimate that I place earth
before heaven, and the gain of the world before
the loss of the soul. I remark, that I believe a
majority of the members of the Council of Public
Instruction, by whom the regulations were made
for our schools in regard to religious and moral
instruction, are as deeply impressed with the
worth of the soul and the value of heaven, as your
Lorlship; and so far from God being unknown
to our schools, the authorized version of His
inspired Word (the text book of the religious faith
of a large majority of the people of Upper Canada)
is read in 2067 out of 3000 of them. And if
the regulations are criminally defective in this re-
spect, your Lordship as a member of the Council
of Public Instruction, has had, and still has ample
opportuonity to propose their correction aud amend-
ment. Though I have perhaps learned, by personal
observation and enquiry, more of both Irish and
Canadian Schools than your Lordship, and am
not sensible of the vast inferiority of Canadian
schools of which you speak : yet if sach be the
fact in a religious point of view, the fault must lie
with the clergy throughout the country, and not
in the regulations, since our regulations are bor-
rowed from those which have operated so be-
neficially in Ireland.*  Who is to provide for, and
lookafter the religious instruction of the youth of
the land, but the clergy and the churches?
Government was certainly not ¢stablished to be the
censor and shepherd of religious persuasions and
their clergy, or to perform their duties. I lament
that the clergy and religious persuasions of Upper
Canada have notbeen more attentive to the reli-
gious instruction of their youth—the youth of the
land;—but as to our youth and fellow country-
men in Upper Canada not being taught to respect
law and authority, as in the schools of Rome, 1
may observe that authority andlaw «re maintain-
ed among us by the people themselves, without
our capital being occupred by foreirn armies to
keep the citizens from expelling their Sovereign
from the throne.

Your Lordship draws a vivid picture of each
of the children in a school being taught from a

* See Appendix, Nos. 3 and 4.
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book abusing the religion of the parents of the
other children, I have only to remark on this
point, that the picture exists in your Lordship’s
imagination alone, as there is no foundation for
it in fact or probability. Even should the teacher
hear the children separately recite once a week
the catechism of their religious persuasion, as he
would hear them recite a fact in history or rule in
arithmetic (without any regard to the merits of
it), what your Lordship fancies conld not occur
even in this strongest case that can be put, as
the catechism of no religious persuasion, as far as
I know, consists in abusing other religious per-
suasions; but in a summary of Christian faith and
duty professed by its adherents. [ know not of
the occurrence of a case such as your Lordship
has imagined in all Upper Canada during the last
ten years ; and down to a recent period an in-
creased friendly feeling and co-operation existed
between Roman Catholics and Protestants—a
feeling which I had hoped, and had reason to be-
lieve, until within the last twelve months, would
have been promoted by your Lordship, as it was
by your honored predecessor.

Your Lordship says, indeed, that ¢ Catholics
are forced in certain schools to read from religions
books to which their parents object ;” but why
are not the names of the places and parties men-
tioned ? For I can promise your Lordship a prompt
and effective remedy in every case which shall
be made known to this Department. DBut it
appears to me, that if such cases exist, they
would be made known from the great import-
ance and publicity which has been given to the
case of Mr. Maurice Carroll, and the School
Trustees at Georgetown, in the township of
Esquesing, the only cage of the kind that was ever
brought under the notice of this Department;
and on the very day I received 2r. Carroll’s lot-
ter of complaint, I answered it in strong terms of
condemnation as to the proceedings of the Trus-
tees, and in maintenance of his supremacy and
inviolable rights in regard to the attendance or
non-attendance of his children uvpon religions ex-
ercises in the school. A day or two afterwards, |
repeated the same decision and views to the teacher
and trustees concerned, 2nd there the matter has
ended; and it would have been the occasion of no
bad feelings beyond the school section itzelf, had
not the complaining parties, accor'ing to the ail-
vice of your Lordship, previously spread it in the
newspapers, instead of first appealing to the tri-
bunal authorised by law to decide on such matters
—recourse being open to the judges of the land
and the Governor (ieneral in Councily should T fail
in impartiality and energy to remedy the wrong
complained of. And I must appeal to your Lord-
ship, and especially after your Lordship has

spoken so decidedly of “respect towards authority,
law, and government being taught in our school.,”
whether it was promoting either of these objzcts
for your Lordship to encourage Mr. Maurice
Carroll, of Georgetown, 10 go to the newspapers,
instead of the legal authorities, to remedy a legal
wrong—to appeal to popular passion and re-
ligious animosities instead of first appealing to
government, and exhausting the resources pro-
vided by law for legal protection against illcgal
oppression ¥ Should the examples and counsels
which your Lordship has given to Mr. Maurice
Carroll, be adopted by all parties throughout the
land in regard to any aileged wrong that mav be
commited by one party against another, what
respect for law would there be T What adlmi-
nistration of law could there be ? What mu-t be
the social state of the country other than that of
unbridled passion, lawlessness, and anarchy? On
a matter of so much importance to the social hap-
piness and best interests of all classes of peaple
in Upper Canada, I confilently apprel from
your Lordship under excitement, to yeur Lordship
when calm and thoughtful,

Your Lordship has called my attention to the
authority of Guizot, as inuch better than mine in
schoul matters. I readily acknowledge the au-
thority of that great statesman and educationist.
I read his projects for school laws in Frauce,
and his various circulars to local school authori-
ties at the time he was Frensh Miaist ¢ of Pub-
lic Tustruction, before T prepared my own projocts
and circulars ; and wh.n I found under lis sys-
tem, a Roman Catholic Pricst, a Protestant Min-
ister, and a Jewish Rabbi, in connection with
several laymen, composing and actiag harmoni-
ously in cach of the Educational Committecs,—
answering to our County Boards,—Idid not imagine
that a system based on the same principle, could
be regarded asa “wost eruel and hvpocritienl per-
secutin:,” by either Protestant or Roman Catholic
in Upper Canada.

Then your Lordship cites me to the testimony
of the “ Seotch Presbyterian, Laing,” in regard
to the number of schools in Rome, and their ten-

* ¢ Lot your bixhop bless you and your family for your judici-
ous, noble, paternal and  quite Cagholic conduer i the very

ainfal eroersene v mentioned in vour letter of the I ulting to
sditor vi e Mirre . Yinally, through the pres<, you
©ave denounced twise 0 the tou: =¢ of the couury, as
being, in your sound opinion, atwer prayer, the best weino
against Satan and his ageats.  Honur ouce more o yonr e

and let every Cailwlic be as enereetic and setal 1) the open
columns ol the Mirrer of Toronto any complaing, as well
gronnded as yours,—soon tised schuols will bir waad they onght
w he, respectul towarns all s rin persuasions—uaters and
Saptists, Hivh and Low Chuarch, copalians and Ureshyte:
rians, Unitarians aml nive &y amd we Catluelies

stiall be soon placed iu the position towards the rinjority
in this section of the Provinee, which the Protestant minority
occupies in Lower Canaldi"—The Roman Cutholic Dishap of
Toronto to Mr. Maurice Carroll, of Georgetown, published iz
the Torento Mirror of the Oth of April, 1252,




dency to promote respect to established authority.
I have no wish to question the correctness of the
conclusion which your Lordship would wish to
establish by these references, much less to dis-
parage the schools alluded to, many of which I
have personally visited, and found them admirably
conducted, and well adapted to the purposes for
which they were established. But I must say,
that I do not consider respect for existing au-
thority to be the sole object of education, or of
the establishment and multiplioation of schools
for the mass of the people. Of course, the more
energetically such an object is promoted, in both
Austria and Italy, and in all despotic countries,
the more effectually will schools and education be
employed as an instrument of despotism. [ think
education and schools fail to fulfil a vital part of
their mission if they do not develop all the intel-
lectual powers of man, teach him self-reliance as
well as dependence on God, excite him to indus-
try and enterprise, and instruct him in the rights
as well as duties of man. That the numerous
schools of Rome and Roman Italy fail in several
of these particulars, notwithstanding their effici-
ency in other respects, is manifest from the pro-
verbial indolence, dishonesty, poverty, and misery
of the mass of the people, notwithstanding its
genial climate, the fertility of the soil, and the
glory of its ancient historical recollections, while
hyperborean Scotland, with its mountain heaths
and glens, stands by the united testimony of
travellers and historians, as far above modern
Ttaly in all the elements of the intellectual and
moral grandeur of man, as it is below it in beauty
of climate and richness of soil. And this differ-
ence may be largely traced to the different sys-
tems of education in the schools and colleges of
the two countries.

Your Lordship will recollect that Laing
wrote before 1848, and with a view to prompt
his fellow-countrymen to still greater efforts
in the cause of popular education. Since Laing
wrote, there has been a revolution at Rome, and
the very city, the streets of which were stud-
ded with schools, expelled its Sovereign, and at
this day is only kept in subjection to the
existing authority, by the bayonets of France and
Austria; while Edinburgh maintains an inviolable
and spontanenus allegiance to its Sovereign, as
deep in its religious convictions as it is fervent in
its patriotic impulses. I thiok it right to say this
much in reply to your Lordship's references to
Scotland, although I have no connection with that
country by natural birth or confession of faith.

Tn regard to the use of Goldsmith’s abridge-
ment of English History, or of any other book
in our schools, I have no authority to eject from,
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or introduce into our schools, Goldsmith’'s or
any other book published in the British domi-
nions, without the previous sanction of the
Council of Public Instruction, of which your
Lordship is 8 member. Though Goldsmith’s his-
tory is, in my opinion, very defective in compa-
rison with other later and better compiled books on
the same subject ; yet that history has been used
as a text book in 2 large proportion of the best
schools in both England and America, during the
last half century ; nor was I aware until I received
your Lordship’s letter, that Goldsmith was less
a favourite with Roman Catholics than Protes-
tants. Thus far the Council of Public Instruec-
tion has never, in any instance, exercised the
power of prohibiting the use of any book in the
schools—contenting itself with recommending
and providing facilities for cheaply procuring the
best books for the schools, as the most likely, as
well as most quiet, way of superseding the use of
objectirnable and defective books. But itis com-
petent for your Lordship, as a member of the
Council of Public Instruction, to bring under the
notice of that body any book, the use of which
you may think injurious or contrary to the objects
of the schools, and propose its exclusion ; or to
introduce any general regulation or regulations,
which you may deem necessary for improving the
character and efficienzy of our Schools.

I have thus not rendered myself liable to blame
for having passed over in silence any one of the
many topics which your Lordship has thought
proper to introduce ; but T have carefully noticed
each of them, in a belief that your Lordship enter-
tains defective and erroneous views of the school
system and municipal institutions of Upper Cana-
da ; with a desire of placing before you the whole
question in its present and probable future bear-
ings, before your Lordship sha!l enter upon the
course indicated in your letter ; and from a sense
of duty to successive Admisistrations and Parlia-
ments that have established our Common School
system, and to the Municipalities and people at
large, who have so nobly sustained it, as well as
from a deep consciousness of personal responsibi-
lity in this matter for the future well-being and
destinies of my native land.

I hav: the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your obedient, humble servant,
(Signed) E. RYERSON.

The Right Rev. Dr. DeCharbongel,
Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto.
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VI Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
Toronto to the Chief Superintendent of Schools,
on the subject of the Roman Catholic Separate
8chools in the City of Toronto.

tHamiLton City, 6th April, 1852,

Reverenp Docror,—When on your return
from Europe last year you heard of the proceedings
of the Board of School Trustees of Toronto, to-
wards our Catholic Schools, you told me with an
energetic expression which I will not transcribe,
that, had you been in Toronto, such things would
not have taken place.

Now, Reverend Doctor, that you are in Toronto,
be kind enough to provide, if not for the past, at
least for the present and future, that our six or
seven hundred pupils, as well instructed as, and
better educated than, all the others, may receive
from the commou funds for education, a share
which will be a litile equitable.

And this beginning of redress will make me,
Reverend Doctor,

Your grateful servant,
tARM’DUS FR. MY,
Bp. of Toronto.

(Signed)

The Rev. Dr. Ryerson,
Chief Superintendent of Schools,
Toronto.

VII. Leiter from Chief Superintendent of
Schools to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,
in reply to the foregoing :—

Department of Pnblic Enstruction,

EbucatioNn OrricE,
ToronTo, 10th April, 1852.

My Lorp,—I have the honor to acknowledge
the receipt of your letter of the 6th instant, and
to state in reply, that the conversation to which
you refer, related to the establishment of separate
echools in the City of Toronto, and not to any
definite sum to be given for their support,—as
the proportion of the school fund given in aid
of each separate school was not the subject of
dispute, and as that is fixed by law. The ground
of complaint referred to, was removed by special
Act of the Legislature at the last sessiou.*

The first instalment of the school fund for the
current year will be payable the first of next
July, and should there be any hesitation on the
part of the Toronto Board of School Trustees (of

* Bee Appendix, No. 2

which I have no apprehension) to give effect to
the provisions of the law in regard to the separ-
ate schools established, I shall readily employ the
means provided by lay for the execution of ita
provisions.
I have the honor to be,
My Loxd,
Your obedient, humble servant,
(Bigned) L. RYERBON.

The Right Rev. Dr. D2 Charbounel,

Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,

VIIIL. Letter from the Roman Catholic Lishiop
of Toronto, to the Chief Superintendent of Schools;
containing a reiteration, in French, of the eenti-
ments expressed in his former letters,

[ Translation.]
Toronto, lst May, 1332

Mg, SuPERINTERDENT,—My last letter, donbt-
less on account of my English, was neither
clear nor understood, since it has caused you
to address to me personalities and insinuations
which I repel as unworthy of you and of me.
All my previous intercourse with you and the
Council of Public Instruction has been polite and
Christiar, and sometimes tolerant to an extent
that I have been required to justify. My last
leiter was energetic only after eighteen months
of observation and patient representations against
a school system, which my conscience, as a Ca-
tholic Bishop, rejects, with all my might, for the
souls confided to me ; a system which, notwith-
standing your explanations, I repeat fearlessly,
and irrespective of any person, is, for us Catholics,
a disguised persecution, unanimously and strenu-
ously condemned by other bishops as well as my-
self. For I read, first, in the acts of the Provin-
cial Councils of Baltimore, (pages 84 and 117),
sanctioned by the Supreme Head of our Church,
one and universal :

Council Balt. Prov. 1, Can. NXXI[V.—
¢ Whereas very many youth of Catholic parents,
especially among th~ poor, have been and stiil
are, in many parts of this Province, exposed to
great danger of losing their faith, and having
their morals corrupted, from the want of proper
teachers to whom 8o important & trust can be
safely confided ; we judge it indisrpensibly ne-
cessary to establish schools, in which youth
may be nurtored in the principles, of faith and
morals, while they are instructed in literature,”

Can. XXXV.—¢ Since not unfrequently many
things are found in the books which are generally



uged in the schools, in which the prixllciples of our
faith are impugned, our dogmas falsely expounded,
and history iteelf perverted; onaccount of whichthe
minds of the young are imbued with errors, to
the terrible loss of their soula ; zeal for religion,
as well as the proper education of youth, and
the honor itself of the American Union, demands
that some remedy be provided for so great
an evil.  Therefore we determine, that, there
shall be published for the use of schools, as
soon as possible, books entirely expurgated
from errors, and approved by the authority of
the Bishops, and in which nothing may be con-
tained which might produce enmity or hatred
to the Catholic faith.”

Council Balt. Prov. IV., Can. VI.— As it ap-
pears that the system of public instruction, in
most of the Provinces is so devised and admin-
istered as to encourage heresies and gradually
and imperceptibly to fill the minds of Catholic
youth with errors, we admonish pastors, that
with the utmest zeal they watch over the Chris-
tian and Catholic education of Catholic youth,
and to take special pains lest such youth use
the Protestant version of the Scriptures, or recite
the hymns or prayers of the Sectaries, It must
be carefully provided, that no books or exercises
of this kind be introduced in the Public Schools,
to the danger of faith and piety.”

Now these Cenons are the perfect expression
of our sentiments,

I read, secondly, in the correspondence of that
great Archbishop whom the whole Church laments,
the mediator between freland and England, the
Dove of Dublin :

“In Ireland it was required that, in all the
schools for the education of the poor, the Bible,
without notes, should be read in the presence
of all the pupils of the schools, and that the
Catechism and all books of that kind should be
excluded.”

Is not this the case in our Mixzed Schools ?

¢ These regulations,” continued the incompar-
able Dr. Murray, *‘our Bishops resisted, and en-
deavoured most carnestly to withdraw the Ca-
tholic pupils from schools of that kind . . . . .
That a remedy might be provided for this most
wretched state of things, our Government,
strongly urged by me and others, at length de-
cided to establish auother system of educating
the poor, which would be more acceptable to
the Catholics.”*

Suffer me, then, Mr. Superintendent, to obey
God rather than man, and to resist, as did the

. * See Regulations of the Comnmissioners of National Education
in Irelany, Appendix, No. 4, and note on page 17.

loyal and conciliating Archbishop, your unhappy
School system, try to rescue from it my dear
children, and to remedy this scourge by urging
our Government to give us a system which will
be acceptabl: to us—a system which shall not
render the condition of the Irish here worse than
it is in Ireland —a system worthy of American or
Canadian liberalism, so much vaunted in the world;
unless Upper Canada prefers to continue, what 1
cannot, in strict logic, call anything but a cruel
and disguised persecution.

I have said, that if the Catechism were suffi-
ciently taught in the family or by the pastor, so
rare in this large diocese; and if the Mixed
Schools were exclusively for secular instruction,
and without danger to our Catholics, in regard
to masters, books, and companions, the Catholic
Hierarchy might tolerate it, as T have done in
certain localities, after having made due inquiry.

Otherwise, in default of these conditions, it is
forbidden to our faithful to send their children to
these schools, on pain of the refusal of the sacra-
ments ; because the soul and heaven are
above everything ; because the foot, the hand,
the ey~, occasions of sin, ought to be sacrificed
to salvation ; because finally, Jesus Christ has
confided the mission of instruction, which has
civilized the world, to no others than the apostles
and their successors to the end of time.

It is their right so sacred and inalienable, that
every wise and paternal Christian Government
has made laws respecting instruction only in per-
fect harmony with the teaching Church—the
Bishops united to their supreme and universal
Head ; and this right is so inviolable, that of late,
as well as in former times, in France, in Belgivm
in Prussia, in Austrie, as in Ireland, the Bishops,
with the Pope, have done everything to overthrow
or modify every school or University system op-
posed to the mission given by Jesus Christ to his
sacred College.

“Go therefore tench all nations, and preach to
every creature, (St. Mark,)) teaching them to
observe all things whatsoever I have commanded
you ; and lo, I am with you even unto the end of
the world (St. Matthew). He that believeth
shall be saved, and he that believeth not shali
be condemmned.”  (St. Mark.)

I have the honor tp be,
Mr. Superintendent,
Your humble and obedient servant,
(Signed,) + ARM'D FR. MY,
Bp. of Toronlo.
The Rev. Egerton Ryerson, D. D,
Chief Superintendent of Education,
Toronto.
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IX. Letter from the Chief Superintendent of
Schools, to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto,
in reply to the foregoing :

Department of Public Enstruction,

Epvcarion Orric,
Toronto, 12th May, 1852.

My Lorp,—I have the honor to acknowledge
the receipt of your letter of the 1st instant; and
as your Lordship has not thought proper to notice
the perfect equality which I showed in my letter
of the 24th ultimo, to exist between Protestant .
and Roman Catholic Separate Schools in Upper
Canada, nor indeed any of the facts and reasons
I have adduced to show the equal rights and
protection of Roman Catholics with all other
classes of the community under one common
school system ; and its harmony with the free
Institutions of our country, in reply to the state-
ments and attacks contained in your letter of the
24th of March, it is not necessarry that I should
discuss these topics again, further than I may
have occasion to allude to them in answer to some
portions of your Lordship's letter now before me.

Your Lordship refers to the friendly and cor-
dial character of the intercourse which hes taken
place from time to time between your Lordship
and the other members of the Council of Public
Instruction, including myself. I can assure vour
Lordship that the feelings of respect and pleasure
attending that intercourse, could not have been
greater on your part than on mine; and I there-
fore felt greatly surprised, pained and disappointed,
when I read your Lordship’s letter of the 24th of
March, denouncing that whole system of Public
Instruction which I had understood your Lordship
to be a colleague in promoting ; attacking the
principles on which I have acted during the whole
period of my official connection with that system;
impugning the motives of its founders ; reflect-
ing upon the character. of the people of Upper
Canada; and advocating that which would be sub-
versive of their hitherto acknowledged rights of
local self-government.

In my reply to that letter, I disclaim having
cherished a feeling or intended a remark in the
slightest degree personally disrespectful to your
Lordship ; but I felt it my duty to answer expli-
city and fully your Lordship’s statements, reason-
ings, and references ; and if I said anything, (of
which I am unconscious,) which can be charac-
terized a8 unworthy ¢ personalities and insinua-
tions ” it was said in reply to much stronger and
more pointed remarks of the same character con-
tained in your Lordship’s letter of tue 24th of

March. T had hoped that a full exposition of the
civil and Municipal instiutions of this country,
and their equal fairness and application i< all re-
ligious persuasions and classes of people in re-
gard to our Common School system, would satisfy
your Lordship that whether perfeet or imperfect,
our school system is based upon the principles of
equal justice and rights to both Protestant and
Roman Catholic, and that you had been quite
mistaken in pronouncing it & system of ““most cruel
and hypocritical persecution ” against the Roman
Catholies.

I regret that T have been unable to produce any
charge in your Lordship's views as to our system
of public instruction, or in your avowals of hostility
to it; but T shall not fail, nevertheless,to conduet
myself towards your Lordshiv personally, with
the same respect and courtesy which I have en-
deavoured to observe in all my previous inter-
course with you.

I think that no erroneous impression was con-
veyed or disadvantage experienced by your Lord-
ship’s having written your letter of the 24th
March, in English; since yonr letter of the 1st
instant cxpresses the same sentiments; in still
strouger terms, on these very points, respect-
ing which I might have been supposed to
misapprehend " your meaning.  Your Lordship
again dssignates our school system, “a disguised
persecution against Roman Catholics”—¢ pour
nous Catholiques une persecution deguisee ;” and
in another place you call it, “a cruel and dis-
guised persecution ”—% une persecution cruelle
et deguisee.”

Theserepresentations and assertions your Lord-
ship repeats, against the irrefrazable proofs which 1
have adduced to the contrarv,—against the noto-
rious fact that, under our school system, Roman
Catholics not only enjoy equal protection and ad-
vantages with every other portion of the com-
munity, but a privilege in regard to Separate
Schools, which is not granted to any one reli-
gious persuasion of Protestants, in either Upper
or Lower Canada. In view of such facts, your
Lordship’s reiterated assertions, in connection
with the object for which they are made, must
be regarded, T will not say as you have said “a
cruel and disguished persecution,” but an act of
great injustice to the Legislators and people of
Upper Canada; a contradiction to the conduct of
your lamented predecessor, the late Bishop Power;
and an invasion of the rights of property and
municipalities which have been regarded as invio-
lable. I think therefore that your Lordship has
assumed the position of the persecutor, rather
than the Legislature and Municipalities of Upper
Canada.



Your Lordship eays, that our School System ia
unanimously and strenuously condemned by other
Ruman Catholic Bishops than yourself, and in
proof, you quote certain Acts of the Provincial
Councils of Baltimore, which, you state, have
been sanctioncd by the Pope: but I can find
nothing in the acts quoted, which can bo fairly ap-
plied to our Schuols. As to the first of the Acts
of the Provincial Councils of Baltimore, quoted
by your Lordship, no proof can be adduced, that
the operations of our schools in all past years,
have exposed to great peril the faith and morals
of the children of Catholic parents. In regard to
the second of the Acts referred to, whatever may
be said to the books introduced by public authori-
ity into some of the Schools of the United States
to which this Act refers, no school book has been
sanctioned by the Council of Public Instruction
for Upper Canada, in which there is a paragraph
that impugns the principles of the Roman Catho-
lic faith, or erroneously interprets its dogmas,
much less falsifies the facts of history, since the
only series of books for use in our schools, are
those which have been introduced into the Na-
tional Schools in Ireland, with the concurrence of
the lamented Dr. Murray, to whom your Lord-
ship refers in just terms of praise and admiration.
And in respect to the last Act quoted by your
Lordship, (setting forth among other things, that
the system of public education is so devised and
conducted as to foster heresies, and gradually
and imperceptibly fill the minds of Roman Catho~
lic youths with the false principles of the Sectar-
ies, and that the Pricst must watch dilligently
lest such youth should read the Protestant ver-
sion of the Seriptures, or recite the hymns or
prayers of the Sectaries,) I remark, that our sys-
tem of Public Instruction knows mnothing of the
different religious opinions which exist in the coun-
try ; does not pretend to judge what are heresies,
or what parties are heretics ; nor does it favor
one claes of religions opinions more than another ;
nor does it require Roman Catholic children to
read the Protestant version of the Holy Seriptures,
or hear, much less “recite the prayers or hymns
of the Sectaries;” although I know of Roman Ca-
tholic schools, the authorities of which, require Pro
testant youth attending them to be present at the
rocital of Roman Catholic prayers and hymns, and
alleging, at the same time, that there is not, nor
shall there be, any interfetence with the religious
principles of such youth.

Your Lordship quotes the words of the late Dr.
Murray, late Roman Catholic Archbishop of
Dublin, who, referring to the former School sys-
tem in Ircland, under the direction of a body
called the Kildare Place Society, says, “it was
required that in all the Schools for the education
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of the poor, the sacred Scriptures, without note or
comment, should be read in the presence of all the
pupils of the Schools :” and you then ask me if
this is not the case in our Mixed Schools ? I
answer, it is not the case. Ve have no regula-
tion that requires any book whatever to be read
before all the children of any one of our Mixed
Schools ; nor does our School law permit any
School authority whatever to require the atten-
dance of Roman Catholic or Protestant pupils at
the reading of any book, or the recital of any
hymn or prayer to which the parents or guardians
of such pupils shall object. Our Government

" does not nssume, or pretend to the right of assu-
ming, the power of commanding or prohibiting
any portion of the population of Upper Canada
in matters of religion ; what it recommmends in
respect to moral example and instruction in the
Schools, is common to all, both Roman Catholic
and Protestant, Jew and Christian,—each apd
all of whom recognize the Ten Commandments;
but as to religious instruction, it is left to the
discretion of the parties and parents concerned
in each School Division; for, as Jehovah does
not authorize any one human being to lord it over
the faith of another human being, but makes
every man personally accountable, and therefore
gives him an equal right with every men to judge
and act for himself in the matters of his eternal
salvation, so our law Goes not permit any parent
his child to be lorded over by others in matters of
religious faith, instruction, or devotion,

Your Lordship further q:otes Dr. Murray, in
saying that he and the other Roman Catholic
Bishops in Ireland, most earnestly resisted the
former (Kildare Place) system of pour Schools in
Ireland, and at length prevailed upon the Govern-
ment to establish another (the present National)
system which would be more acceptable to the
Roman Catholies. Now, the very system which
was thus established in Ireland in regard to books
and religious instruction, and which Dr. Murray
supported to the end of his life, is that which is
established in Upper Canada, as I stated in my
last letter to your Lordship, as may be seen by
comparing our general School regulations* with
those which Dr. Murray, and other members of
the National Board of Education, have established
in Ireland,t and which I quoted at length in my cor-
respondence on the School Law of Upper Canada,
printed in 1850, by order of the Legislative As-
sembly, (a copy of which was sent you) pages
52 8and 53.  Therefore, if your Lordship followed
the example of the incomparable Dr. Murray, as
well as that of the late Bishop Power, you would
give your cordial support to a system of Schools

* See Appendiz, No. 3, t See Appendix, No. 4.



which you are now denouncing as “a cruel and
disguised persecution.”¥

Inrogard to the acts or resolutions of the Roman
Catholic Provincial Councils of Baltimore, quoted
by vour Lordship, I have twa additional remarks ta
offer: The one is, that no Legislature of any free
State of the American confederacy has established
or given a farthing’s aid for the establishment of
& cless of denominational elemeuntary Schouls,
either Protestant or Roman Catholic, such as are
referred to,and such as your Lordship is demanding
in Upper Canada. I know of but two instances
of any formal effurt or demand being made upon
an American State Legislature for that purpose;
the one was made a few years since by Arch-
bishop Hughes of Now York, but failed of success;
and the other is now being made in the state of
Maryland.}

Wherever such denominational. elementary
schools exist in the neighbouring States, they
are wholly supported by the religious persuasion
establishing them ; nor are the members of such
persuasion exempted, not have I ever heard of
their asking exemption, on that account, from
paying, with others, all taxes required for the
erection of public School Houses, and the support
of the public Schools. Nay, I have reason to
believe that, notwithstanding the Acts of the
Councils quoted by your Lordship, the oppo-
sition of the Roman Catholic Bishops and Clergy
to public Schools in the neighbouring States is
very partial, if it exists at all, in many places.
When in Bosten a few months since, I learned
on good authority, that the Roman Catholic
Bishop of that Diocese, when applied to by cer-
tain priests, lately from Europe, to interpose in
arresting what they considered the great injury
being done to the religious faith of Roman
Catholic children, by attending the public Free
Schools, replied, that he would no nothing of the
kind, that he received his early education in those
Schools ; that he would never have attained his
present position but for the Boston system of
Free Schools. 1 cannot but be deeply impressed
with the conviction that it would be a great bles-
sing to the Roman Catholic youth of Upper
Canada, if the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toron-

*« Archbishop Murray, so long the ornament of his church and
country, was one of our original members ; and our success has
been greatly owing to his constant presence amongst us, and t0
the confidence reposed by the members of his church in his great
sense, experience and integrity. He was strongly convinced that
our system was one of the greatest blessings ever conferred on
the people of Ireland ; and one of the last acts which preceded
the close of his life, was to assist, at the age of &3 years, ata
of our Board,'—Eightcenth Report of the Commis~

meetin
siamngaf National Education in Ireland, for 18562,

t A gent n in Maryland writes that * the public disappro-
val of the | isions of the bill has been manifested to such an

extent, thatd inink it hardly probable the bill will again be called
up.”
B
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to would imitate the example of the Roman
Catholic Bishop of Boston. But that is a matter
which rests with your Lordship, and not with me,
to decide.

My secoud remark is, that the acts of the
Provincial Counci's referred to, are those of Eccle-
siastics alone, and of Foreign Ecclesiastics ; and
although your Lordship may refer to them as the
commands of God, they cannot be viewed by
others as possessing any more authority, or entitled
te any higher cousideration, then acts and resolu-
tions on the same subjects adopted by a Protestant
Episcopal Convention, or Preshyterian Synod, or
tlethodist  Conteronce, and approved by the
Bishop, or Moderator, or President of these reli-
gious persuasions respectively, I likewise
ubserve that your Lordship makes no reference to
the opinions of the laity on this subject ; but we
should not forget, whatever may be one’s own
wishes, that our Legislators and Municipalities in
Upper Canada, and our responsible Ministers of
the Crown, are not the agents of any body of
Ecclesiastics, forcign or domestic, but the elected
and responsible Representatives of the whole
people, including both clergy and laity ; and the
references in my last letter show that your
Lordship is far trom representing the unanimous
sentiments of even that portion of the Upper
Canada lay electors who belong to your own
churech, any more than those of your lamented
predecessor in office.

In regard to the alleged injustice done to
Roman Catholics in the distribution of school
moneys, so frequently asserted by your Lordship,
there is one circumstance which I may mention
in addition to the facts and reasons I have given
in reply to your Lordship’s statements and claims.
The Board of School Trustees in the city of
Toronto have caused a very careful inquiry to be
made into the census returns and tax rolls of the
city, in order to ascertain the comparative amount
of taxes paid by Roman Catholics and Protestants
The result of that inquiry is, that while one-
Jourth of the entire population of the city is re-
turned as Roman Catholics, a fraction less
than one-twelfth of the taxes is paid by them ;*
and I presume the wealth of the Roman Catho
lics, in proportion to their numbers, compares

* The Trustees of the Roman Catholic S8eparate Schools in
Toronto claimed £1,150 for their schools ; and in reporting upon
this demand, the Comittce of the Board of School Trustees
state that—* From a recent return your Committee find that the
total annual value of the taxable property in the city amounts to
£186,923 55.:—of tns, the proportion held by Roman Catholics
j¢ £13,750 10s. The totat nett amount of school tax for last
year, at 24d in the pound, was £1,800: the nett proportion contri-
buted by the Roman Catholic inhabitants was £156 1Us.” —Report
of Free School Committee of Board of School Trustees for the
City of Torontoe, dated 19tk May, 1852,



as favorably as that of Protestants in the
city of Toronto, as in any other Municipality
in Upper Canada. It is, therefore, clear that
no class of the 'population is so much bene-
fitted by the General School taxes, in propor-
tion to what they pay, s Roman Catholics ;
and hence assuming—what the people and Legis-
lature of Upper Canada have repeatedly repudi-
ated—that the suathority and officers of law onght
to be employed to impose and collect taxes for
any religious denomination, the sums of school
money which would be payable, when apportioned
upon the basis of property, to Roman Catholic
Separate Schools, would be wmuch less than
what the School Act now allows such schools
upon the basis of the attendance of pupils. Of
all classes in the community, the Romzn Ca-
tholics liave the strongest reason to desire the
system of Mixed Schools; and every effort to
urge them to apply for Separate Schaols, so far os
it succeeds, imposes upon them additional pecu-
piary burdens, at the same time that it must
inflict upon them losses and disadvantages to
which they are not now subject.

Your Lordship says that “if the catechism of
your Church were properly taught in the family
and by the priest, so rare in this vast Diccese,
and if the mixed School were confined exclu-
sively to secular instruction, and without dan-

ger to Roman Catholic youth, in regard to mas-’

ters, books and companions, the Roman Catholic
hierarchy might tolerate it; but that, in the
absence of these conditions, Roman Catholic
.parents are forbidden to send their chiidren to
the Schools under pain of the refusal of the sacra-
ments.”

May I, my Lord become the advocate of thou-
sands of children of your own Church befure you
carry into effect the purpose here avowed? A
child cannot remain in ignorance of hi: catechism
without criminal neglect of duty on the part of
both his parents and Priest; but if these are
guilty of inflicting upon the child one injury, is
your Lordship to inflict upon that unforunate
child the additional injury of prohibition of all
secular instruction,—adding the curse of intellec-
tual to that of spiritual ignorance ? [ hope, upon
the grounds of humanity itself, this may not be
the case.

As to the Schools being exclusively confined
to secular instruction, I am somewhat surprised
that your Lordship should insist upon this, after
having alleged, in a former letter, as a reproach
against our echools, that God was as unknown in
them as he was in ancient Athens; but I have
already shown that & child cannot receive any
other than secular instruction, unless in accordance
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with the wishes of his parent or guardian; and
thet there is the same regard to parental religious
rights aud wishes in respect to books. And in
respect to masters und companions, I may add,
that I am pot aware of Roman Catholic masters
or youth possessing any superiority over Protes-
tant masters and youth, in respect to either morals
or manners,

1t appears, then, that no censure is to be inflict-
ed upon the parent or priest for neglecting his
duty in teaching the child the catechism; nor is the
parent threztened with any censure if he altogether
neglocts to send his child to the school; but he is
to be refused the sacraments if he sends his child
without the catechism having been taught such
child, or if there be anything in the master, or the
books, or the pupils of the School, which may not
receive the sanction of the Ecclesiastical swrveil-
lance established. I cannot but see, that the car-
rying out of such a system on the part of your
Lordship, must place the Roman Catholic youth of
Upper Canada, in a deplorable condition, and doom
their descendants to a hopeless inferiority in com-
parison with other classes of their fellow-citizens.
I feel that I am not exceeding my duty in speak-
ing plainly and strongly on this point, since the
educational interests of all classes have been
intrusted to my care, and I am bound by official
as well as Christian and patriotic considerations,
to do all in v power to prevent any single child
in Upper Canada from growing up in ignorance,
and therefore ina state of vassalage and degrada-
tion, in our free country.

I notice, finally, the avowal with which your
Lordship’s letter conclodes,—containing an ex-
pression of sentiment and statement of facts which
Ihave oiten seen ascribed to the authorities of
your Church, but which I have never before seen
so broadly and explicitly avowed by any of its
dignitaries,—an avowal which I could not have
credited did it not appear over your Lordship’s
own signature. Your Lordship says, that ¢ Jesus
Christ has confided the mission of instruction
which has civilized the world, only to the apostles
and their successors, to the end of time. Itis
their right, sosacred and so inalienable, that every
wise and paternal Christian government has made
laws in regard to instruction only in harmony
with the teaching Church,—the Bishops united
to their universal and supreme head; and this right
is so inviolable, that recently, as heretofore, in
France, in Belgium, in Prussia, in Austria, as in
Ireland, the Bishops with the Pope, have done all
in their power to overthrow or modify every
School or University system which is in opposition
to the mission given by Jesus Christ to His
sacred College.”



It is here clearly claimed, ¢ that the Pope and
Bishops of the Roman Catholic Church are the
only persons authorized by God himself to direct
the eduncation of youth, and therefore, that all
others undertaking thst work, are invading the
prerogative of God; that all legislation on the sub-
ject must have the sanction of ¢ the Bishops with
the Pope;” and that they have done, and will do,
all in their power to overthrow or modify every
system of public instruction, from the School to
the University, which is not under their control.
Such being your Lordship’s sentiments and in-
tentions, I am glad that you have frankly avowed
them. The people of Upper Canadaand their repre-
sentatives will at once understand their position
and duty.

But, in view of such avowais and refer-
ences, 1 am surprised that your Lordship
should have invoked ¢ the blessed principles of
religious liberty and equal rights,” since, in con-
nection with the sentiments above avowed, there
can be no religicus liberty or rights except for the
“Bishops and the Pope;” and since they de-
nounce the doctrine of “religious liberty and
equal rights” as an awtul heresy in the Roman
States, and will not allow 1o Protestants even {iber-
ty of worship or teaching, much less aid from the
State for that purpose, as your Lordship demands
in behalf of the Roman Catholic Schools in Upper
Canada.

In conclusion, I may observe, that whatever
may be the result of this correspondence, I shall
have the satisfaction of knowing that I have not
left your Lordship uninformed as to any feature
of our ¢ivil and municipal institutions involved in
the question; and of their perfect fairness, and the
equality of their application, to both Roman
Catholics and Protestants; of the protection and
security of the members of all religious persua-
gions, in regard to the peculiarities of faith, and
therefore, the utter groundlessness of your Lord-
ship’s imputatione, and the unreaconableness of
your claims upon the ground of “religious liberty
and equal rights.”

Indeed the passage above quoted from your
Lordship’s last letter shows that the claims set up
by your Lordship are not merely for ¢religious
liberty and equal rights,” but for the absolute
supremacy and control on the part of your
Bishops with the Pope, in our system of public
instruction. As Belgium, France, and some
other countries in Europe, have been disturbed for
many years by the efforts of some of your Bishops
for the direction of systems of public education, and
the various grades of Schools and Colleges, so
may Upper Canada be disturbed in like manner
to some extent, by the efforts of your Lordship ;
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but 1 doubt whether snch efforts will meet with
much sympathy from a large portion of the mem-
bers of the Roman Catholic Church; as [ am
persuaded they will not from the people of Upper
Canade at large. [ can appeal to the history of
the past in proof of my acting towards the Ro-
man Catholic Church in the samv spirit as to-
werds any other church; but I must be unfaithful
to all my past procedents, as well as to the trust
repused in me, and the almost unanimous feeling
of the country, if I should notdo all in my power
to resist—cowme {rom what quarter it may—every
invasion of “the blessed principles of religious
liberty and equal rights)” among all classes of the
Peopte of Upper Canada.
I have the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your obedient, humble servant,
(Signed) E. RYERSON.
The Right Rev. Dr. DeCharbonnel,
Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto.

{For a copy of the Bishop's letter of the 1st May, in the original
Frencl, to which the foregoing is a reply, sec Appendiz, No.
7, page 30.]

X. Note from the Roman Catholic Bishop of To-
ronto to the Chief Superintendent of Schools,
acknowledging the receipt of the foregoing letter,
as the conclusion of the correspondence with the

Head of the Elucational Department :
Saturpay, 22nd May, 1552.

Rev. DocTor,—The conclusion of our Corres-
pondence must be that our opinions on Separate
Schools are quite diffcrent.

But I hope that by making use of all constitu-
tional means, in order to obtain our right, I will
not upset the Government of Canada, nor its insti--
tutions.

I Liave the honor to be,
Rev. Doctor,
Your obedient, humble servant,
t+ ARM’DUS FR. MY,,
Bp, of Toronto..

(Signed)

Rev. Dr; E. Ryerson,
Chief Superintendent of Schools,
Toronto.

XI. Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
Toronto to the Chairman of the Council of Public
Instruction for Upper Canada, on the subject of

the preceding Correspondence:
26th May, 1852.
Mr. PaesipEnt.—I beg to state, that, if a cor-
respondence, exchanged between the Rev. Dr.
Ryerson and me, has come to the cognizance of



your Council, it had no reference at ol! to my in-
tercourses with your deliberations and resolutions.
My con:cienticus attendance at them, when so-
journing in Toronto; my conduct at the laying
of the corner stone of the Normal School; and
some of my letters to the Rev. Doctor, are eviden-
ces of my feelings towards a body from which 1
receive nothing but courtesy andkindness. Hence
I wrote to his Reverence on the 20th February
last, “my visitation through the Diocese con-
vinces me more and more that the good spirit
of our Council of Public Instruction is far from
being prevalent in certain localities ;** and
on the 30th last, afier having received from his
Reverence 23 pages in folio of personalities and
insinuations unworthy of him and of me, I replied:
“gll my precedents with you, Reverend Doctor,
and the Council of Public Instruction have been
polite and Christian, and sometimes of a tolerance
for which my Church made me responsible.”t

Were I not leaving town again, Mr, President,
I would ask of your kindness a special meeting,
in which I would lay before your Council all my
complaints on the operation of the proviso for
Separate Schools, and the course I followed to
stop tine annihilation of that boon by a system
which I cannot but call a disguised persecution,
come from what quarter it may.

I have the honor to be,
Mr, President,

Your obedient, humble servant,

+ ARM'DUS FR. MY,

Bp. of Toronto.

(Signed,)

Judge Harrison,
President of the Council of
Public Instruction, Toronto.

XII Letter from the Chief Superintendent of
Schools, to the Roman Catholie Bishop of Toronto,
in reply to the foregoing:

epartment of Public Fnstruction,

EpucatioNn OFFICE,
Toroxro, 31st May, 1852,

My Lorp,—The Honorable S, B. Harrison
has transferred to me your letter of the 26th
instant, addressed to him as Chairman of the
Council of Public Instruction for Upper Canada ;
the subject of your letter not coming within the
duties prescribed by law to that body, but relating
to the duties and conduct of the Chief Superinten-
dent of Schools.

* See second paragraph of Letter I.
t See first paragraph of Letter VIII, and Appendix No. 7.
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I shouldvery imperfectly understand my duties,
were. 1 to trouble the Council of Public Instruction
with the voluminous correspondence of this De-
partment, except the communications which I
make at the request of the Council, or such as I
receive to be laid before it. As a member of the
Council of Public Instruction, as well as of the
Senate of the Toronto University, I am only one
of the body consisting of several members ; but
as Chief Superintendent of Schools for Upper
Canada, I have distinct duties 1o discharge, and
in respect to which I am responsible to my So-
vereign through Her Representative. The sev-
eral clavses of the 36th section of the School
Act, prescribe the duties of the Council of Publie
Instruction ; and the several clauses of the 35th
section prescribe my duties. It is my general duty
to see that every part of the School law is duly
executed; and especially “to see that all moneys
apportioned by me are applied to the objects for
which they were granted; and for that purpose to
decide upon all matters and complaints submitted
to me, which involve the expenditure of any part
of the School Fund.” The 34th Section of the
Act provides, that I “shall be res onsible to, and
subject to the direction of, the Governor General.”

If your Lordship, therefore, has complaints to
make of my official conduct, tise way is open ;
and I am prepared at any moment to answer to
the authority by which I have been appointed, and
to the country on whose behalf I have laboured,
for my official acts.

Notice of every meeting of the Council of Pub-
lie Instruction is invariably sent to the residence
of your Lordship ; and at any such meeting, (as
I have stated in my two last letters,) your Lord-
ship has, of course, the right of bringing before
the members of the Council any subject that you
may think proper; and should your Lordship de-
sire it, [ shall be happy to call a special meet-
ing of the Council to suit your Lordship's
convenience.

It now becomes niy duty, my Lord, to advert
to the perscnal imputations which your Lordship
has been pleased to make against me, in your let-
ter to the Honorable Mr. Harrison.

Not to notice the unofficial character of such
personal imputations in such a letter, I may ob-
serve, that the statement of your Lordship is cal-
culated to convey a very erroneous impression of
the facts relative to what your Lordship is pleas-
ed to term my * personalities and insinuations ;"
while your drawing attention from the questions
which your Lordship has voluntary raised, ang
from your Lordship’s own attacks upon our
Schools and School law, to a matter of alleged
pereonal discourtesy in my letter to your Lordship,
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is what I did not expect, and what 1 can hardly
conceive to be “ worthy of your Lordship or of
me.”

Your Lordship’s letter to Mr. Harrison con-
veys the impression that I addressed to you 23
pages, in folio, of unworthy personalities and in-
sinuations,” in reply to your letter of the 20th Feb-
ruary last.  Your Lordship must be aware that
this is not the case; and I regret that the language
of your letter is calculated to do me an act of
gross injustice. Permit me, therefore, my Lord,
to state the facts of the case.

On the 20th of February, your Lordship ad-
dressed me a letter (dated “Irisktown”)* recom-
mending to my favorable attention the peti-
tion of the Roman Catholic School Trustees of
Chatham. On the 7th of March, your Lordship ad-
dressed me 2nother short letter (dated “London,”)t
on the same subject, On the 23rd of February,
I replied to the Roman Caetholic Trustees of Chat-
ham; and my official duty required me to do no
more as it is not usual in Public Departments to
correspond on questions of complaint with others
than the complaining parties themselves. But [
did more ; out of respect to your Lordship, in an
official letter, dated the 13th March,i I enclosed
you a copy of my reply to the Roman Catholic
Trustees of Chatham; and in reply to your letters
of the 20th of February and the 7th of March, I
briefly explained the law in reference to the use
of Books in the Scheols—the rights of parents
in regard to them—the wholly unobjectionable
character, on religious grounds, of the books which
the Council of Public Instruction had recommended
—and t' e claims which the Roman Catholic
Truostees of Chatham had made for a portion of
the local Municipal Assessments to build their
separate School-houses, and for exemption from
Municipal Assessments for the erection of Public
School-houses.

Your Lordship cennot but admit that this letter,
with its'enclosure, could not have been dictated
by any other than a feeling of respect for your
Lordship personally and officially, and with a
strict regard to the principles and operations of
the School system as established by law. But
what was the result'? The result was, as your
Lordship cannot, I am sure, forget, a letter dated
—¢ Qakville, 24th March, 1852,”|| in which
your Lordship treated with sarcasm, ridicule and
scorn, my letter of the 13th March, relative
to the School law; employed * personalities and
insinuations,” such as T had never before re-
ceived from any Clergyman ; charged our Schools

t Letter JiI
|| Letter IV.

* Letter L.
+ Letter IL.

with being the nurseries of ¢ all vices and crimes;”
contrasted the character and tendencies of Primary
Schools in' Canada, the United States, Ireland,
Scotlandand Rome ; denounced our whole, “ School
System as the ruin of religion, and a persecution
for the Roman Catholic Church,” and those who
had established that system as carrying on against
the Roman Catholics a “ most cruel and hypo-
critical persecution.” I must have been destitute
of the feelings of a Canadian or a patriot, not to
have felt on the perusal of such a letter from your
Lordship, under such circumstances; but I delayed
answering it until I could do so after calm and
mature consideration, and then I replied dis-
tinctly to each of the numerous counts, (per-
sonal and public) of your Lordship’s indictment.*
And my answer to the many charges and
insinuations of such a letter, your Lordship is
pleased to represent as a reply to your short letter
of the 20th of February, and as “23 pages of
personalities and insinuations unworthy of you
and of me.”

Your Lordship states, furthermore that in reply
tomy 23 pagesof personalities and insinuations,”
you referred to the previous friendly relations ex-
isting between yourself and the other members of
the Council of Public Instruction. I pever inti-
mated or imagined that those relations were other-
wise than friendly and Christian;t but your
Lordship’s letter referred to, (dated 1st May,)$ con-
tains other avowals and assumptions for which I
know of no precedent in the bistory of Canadian
Correspondence and to which I replied in my
letter of the 12th.| I am aware that the
“goud spirit of our Council of Public Instruc-
tion is far from being prevalent iu certain
localities” of the country : but I am happy to
know that such *localities™ are comparatively
few, since, notwithstanding the counsels to
make vigorous efforts to establish and multiply
Separate Schools, the number of such Schools is
one-third less according to the returns of this
year, than they were according to the returns of
last year ;§ and for such “localities,” yearly di-
minishing in pumber, the operation of the Separate
School Clause of the law may still be invoked.

I have only to add, that notwithstanding the
course pursued, and the language employed, by
your Lordship in regard to me, I shall still endea-
vour, as heretofore, to treat my Roman Catholic fel-
low subjects as kindly and cordiafly as those of

* Letter V.

t Sce second paragraph of Letter IX, page 13.
t Letter VIII, and Appendix No. 7, pace 30.
{| Letter IX.

§ See note to Letter V, on page 7.



any other religious persuasion in the country ;
and the more so, as [ am satisfied the example and
spirit of the lamented Bishop Power are still wide-
ly cherished by the Roman Catholics in Upper
Canada; as well as the testimony borne by myself
and the Council of Public Instruction, and nume-
rous others, not members of the Roman Cathotic
Chureh, to the virtues and patriotism of that ex-
cellent man.
T bave the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your Lordship’s
Mosl obedient, humble servant,

(Signed)  E. RYERSON.

The Right Rev. Dr. DeCharbonnel,

Roman Catholic Bishop of Toroato.

P. S.—-Nor skould [ omit to remind your Lord-
ship, that the provision of the law in regard to
Separate Schools, as am:nded by the short
bill of 1951,* (the draft of which was pre-
pared by myself in the presence of your Lord-
-hip, and that of the very Reverend Vicar Ge-
neral McDonald) was approved of by your Lord-
ship. My printedCorrespondence on the law in
1849, my official Circulars printed in 1550,3

* Qee Appendix, No. 2,

t ¢ 1 cannot depart (rorn what I have stated and illustrated at
large in my * Report on « System of Public Elementary Instruc-
tion for Upper Canada, printed by order of the Tegisiative
Armbly in 1916, nuder the head of Bible and Retigious Instrue-
tion: in Schiools, (paze 2 ) where, while T have held up to
reprobation nierely scetarian instruction in the schools, I have
shown the extent to which the Holy Seriptures are used, and
i instruction given, in the non-sectarian mixed schools
ent Christian countries—Protestant and Roman Catholic.
Ou this vital question, 1 am happy to be sustained by the autherity
and example of the Irish Naticnal Board. . . .Thave not assutced
it to be the duty, or even constitutional rizht, of the Government
to compel any thing in respect either to religious books or religious
instruction ; but to recommend the loca) Trustees to do so, and
to provide powers and facilities 10 enable them to comply with
that recommendation within the wise restriction imposed by
law. I have respected the rights and scruples of the Roman
Catholic, as well as those of the Protestant, although, by some,
1 have been accused of having too friendly a fecling towards the
Roman Catholics. It affords me pleasure to record the fact—
and the circumstance shows the ease and fairness with which I
have acted on this subject—ihat before adopting the section in
the printed Forms and Regulations on the * Constitution aend
Government of the Schools in respeet to Religious Imstruction,®
) submitted it to the tate Roman Catholic Bishop Power, who,
after esamining it, said he would uot object to it, as Roman
atholics were fully protected in their rights and views, and as he
did not wish to interfere with Protestants in the fullest exercise
of their rights and views."—Correspondence on the School Lew
in 1219, printed by order of the Legislative Assembly, page 53.

+ v The provicion of the i0th Section, as far as it relates to
sepatate Protestant and Roman Catholic schoois, is substantially
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in connection with my recent letters to your
Lordship, show, that no change has taken place
in my intetpretation, views, or administration
of the law ; but that the course now pursued by
your Lordship has arisen from the adoption, on
your part, of a new policy, and the avowal of new
sentiments and objects.

(Signed) E. R.

the same as that contained in the 55th and 56th sections of the
School Actof 1413 and in the 320d and 33rd sections of the
School Act of 116, with the exception that the present Act impo~
ses more effective restrictions and conditions in the establish-
ment of such schools than either of the former Acts referred to.
Under the city and town school Act of 1847, thc establishment of
separate schools in cities and towns was at the discretion of the
Municipalities, and not at that of the applicant parties. No
comnplaint having been made against this provision of the law,
even in cities and towns, it was at first proposed to extend the
application of the same principle and provision to Township
Municipalities 3 but objections having heen made to it by some
(both Protestant and Roman Catholic) Memlers of the Legisla-
ture,the provision of the former school act was re-enacted—requi~
ring however,the petition of twelve heads of families,instead of ten
inhabitants, as a condition of eztablishing a separate school; and
aidingz it upon the principle of avcrare attendance, instead of at
the discretion of the Loeal Superintendent, as under the fotiner
Acts. But notwithstanding the existence of this provision of the
law since 1543, there were last year but 31 separate schools in
all Upper Canada—nearly as as many of themn being Protestant

+as Roman Catholic ; so that this provision of the law is seldom
acted upon, except in extreme cases, and is of little consequence
for good or for cvil—the law providing effectual protection
against interfcrence with the relisious opinions and wishes of
parents and guardians of all classes, and there being no proba~
bility that separate schools will be more injurious in time to
cowe than they have been in time past. It is also to be observed,
that a separate school is entitted to no aid beyond a certain por-
tion of the school fund for the salary of the teacher. ‘I'he school
houze must be provided, furnished, warmed, books procured,
&z, by the persons petitioning for the separate school. Nor are
the patrons aund supporters of a separate school excmpted from
any of the local assessments or rates for Cormmon Schol purpe-
ses. ‘T'he law nrovides equal protection for ail clisees and de-
nominations ; it there be any clas= or rlasses of either Protestants
or Roman Cathulics wlio are ot satisfie] sith the cqual protee-
tion secired to them by law in mixed schools, but wi<li to have
a ~chool subservient 1o sectional religious parj. . they should
of course, contribnte in proportion, and not tax a whole commu-
nity for the support of sectarian interesis.”--Chief Superintend-
ent’s Circulur to Township Councus, dated 12k dugust, 1850,

‘It may be proper for me to make an explanatory remark on

the 19th section of the School Act, authorizing, under certain
circumstances, the establishiuent of Protestant or Roman Cathc-
lic separate Schools. In my late Circular to Township Councils,
I have remarked upon this provision of the Act, and shoswn that
it is no new provision, but one which has existed upwards of
seven years-—since the commencement of our present Common
School system. It has clearly been intended from the heginning
as a protection of the minority against any oppessive or invid-
ious proceedings on the part of the majority in any school divi-
sion, in addition to the ordinary provision of the Act, prohibiting
the rol‘:_mulsor\' attenddance of any child upon a religious cxercise,
or reasing a relivious hook, to which his parents or guardians
shall oliject. The exisienee of so few separate schonls (only
about 3L iu all Upper Cavaida, and nearly one-half of them Pro-
testant) shows that the provision for their estahlishinent s rarely
acted upon,—as the lucal school authorities seldom find occasion
fpr it. And as there can be no separate schoot in a school divi-
sion, unless the trarher of che mixed school is of a difierent re-
ligious per-<ua~iou itoin the applicants for such separate school,
the local Board of Trostees can alwavs, if they think proper to
do 30, make such a selection of teachers as wiil prevent the es-
ahlishment or coutivuanee of senarate schools.” ——Chief Super-
intewdent's Cirex'ar ty Beards of School Trustees, dated Tth Oc-
tober, 1:50.5




No. 1.
PROVISIONS of the School lct, 13th and 14th
Victoria, Chapler 48, relating to Religious In-
struction and Scpurate Schools.

AN Act for the Better Establishment and Main-
tenance of Common Schools in Upper Canada.

«. RELIGIoUS INSTRUCTION.

XIV. And it be enacted, That no forcign
books in the English branches of education shall
be used in any Model or Common School, without
the express permission of the Council of Publie
Instruction ; nor shall any pupil, in any such
School, be required to read or study in or from
any religious book, or join in any exercize of
devotion or religion, which shall be abjected to
by his or her parents or guardians : Provided
always, that, within this limitation, pupils ehall
be allowed to rcceive such religious instruction
as their parents and guardians shall desire, ac-
eording to the general regulations which shall be
provided according to law,

b. SEPARATE ScHooLs.

XIX. And it be enacted, That it shall be the
duty of the Municipal Council of any Township,
and of the Board of School Trustces of any City,
Town, or incorporated Village, on the application
in writing of twelve or more resident heads of
families, to authorize the establishment of one or
mora separate schools for Protestants, Roman
Catholies, or coloured people, and, in such case,
it shall prescribe the limits of the divisions or
sections for such schools, and shall make the same
provisioh for the holding of the first meeting for
the clection of Trustees of each separate school or

APPENDIX.

schools, asis provided in the fourth section of this
Act for holding the first school meeting in a new
school section : Provided always, that each such
separate school shall go into operation at the same
time with alterations in school sections, and shall
be under the same regulations in respect to the
persons for whom such school is permitted to be
established, as are Common Schouls generally :
Provided second!y, that none but coloured people
shall be allowed to vote for the clection of Trus-
tees of the separate school for their children, and
none but the parties petitioning for the establish-
meont of, or sending children to, a separate Protest-
ant or Roman Catholic school, shall vote at the
election of Trustees of such school : Provided
thirdly, that cach such separate Protestant, or
Roman Catholie, or coloured school shall be en-
titled 1 share in the school fund aceording to the
average attendance of pupils attending each such
separate schonl, (the mean attendance for both
summer and winter being takon,) as compared
with the whole average attendance of pupils at-
tending the Common Schools in such City,
Town, Village, or Township : Provided fourthly,
that no Protestant separato school shall be allowed
in any school division except where tho Teacher
of the Common School is a Roman Catholic, nor
shall any Roman Catholic separate school be al-
lowed except where the Tcacher of the Common
School is a Protestant.  Provided fifthly, that the
Trustees of the Common School sections within
the limits of which such separate school section
or sections shall have been formed, shall not
inelude the children attending such separate
school or schools, in their return of children of

" school age residing in their school sections.
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No. 2.
DECLARATORY SCHOOL ACT, 14tk and
15th Victoria, Chapter 111, relating to Sepa-
rate Schools in Cities and Towns.

Ax Acr to define and restore certain Rights to
parties therein mentioned.

Whereas it is expedient to remove doubts
which have arisen in regard to certain provisions
of the nineteenth section of an Aect passed in the
thirteenth and fourteenth ycar of Her Majesty’s
Reign, and entitled .in el for the beiter Estab-
lishment and Maintenance of Common Schools in

- Upper Canada ; and whereas it is inexpedicnt to
deprive any of the parties concerned of rights
which they have enjoyed under preceding School
Acts for Upper Canada : Be it therefore enacted
by the Queen’s Most Excollent Majesty, by and
with the advice and consent of the Legislative
Council and Legislative Assembly of the Province
of Canada, constituted and assembled by virtue
of and under the authority of an Act passed in
the Parliamont of the United Kingdom of Great
Britein and Ireland, and intituled An Act to re-
unite the Provinces of Upper and Lower Canada,
and for the Government of Carada, and it is
hereby enacted by the authority of the same,
That each of the parties applying according to
the provisions of the said nineteenth section of
said Act, shall be entitled to have a separate
school in each ward, or in two or more wards
united, as said party or parties shall judge ex-
pedient, in each City or Town in Upper Canada :
Provided always, that each such school shall be
subject to all the obligations and entitled to all
the advantages imposed and conferred upon sepa-
rate schools by the said nineteenth section of said
Act.

No. 3.
REGULATIONS of the Council of Public

Instruction for Upper Canada, as to the Con-

stitution and Government of Schools with nespect

to Religious and Aoral Instruction.

As Christianity is the basis of our whole system
of elementary education, that principle should
pervade it throughout. Where it cannot be car-
ried outin mixed schools to the satisfaction of both
Roman Catholies and Protestants, the law pro-
vides for the establishment of separate schools.
And the Common Sechool Act, fourteenth section,
securing individual rights as well as recognizing
Christianity, provides, “that in any Model or
Common School established under this Act, no
child shall be required to read or study in or from
any religious book, or to join in an exercise of
devotion or religion, which shall be objected to
by his or her parents or guardians : Provided

always, that within this limitation, pupils shall be
allowed to receive such religious instruction as
their parents or guardians shall desire, according
to the general regulations which shall be provided
according to law.”

In the section of this Act thus quoted, the prin-
ciple of religious instruction in the schools is re-
cognized, the restriction within which it is to be
given is stated, and the exclusive right of each
parent and guardian on the subject is secured,
without any interposition from Trustees, Super-
intendents, or thhe Government itself. ’

The Common School being a day, and not a
boarding school, rules arising from domestic re-
lations and duties are not required ; and as the
pupils are under tho care of their parents and
guardians on Sabbaths, no regulations are called
for in respect to theirattendance at public worship.

In regard to the nature and extent of the daily
religious exercises of the school, and the special
religious instruction given to pupils, the CounciL
oF Pupric InstrucTioNn For UpPER Canapa
makes the following regulations and recommen-
dations ;:—

1. The public religious exercises of each school
shall be a matter of mutual voluntary arrangement
between the Trustees and Teacher ; and it shall
be a matter of mutual voluntary arrangement
between the Teacher and the parent or guardian
of each pupil, as to whether he shall hear such
pupil recite from the Scriptures, or Catechism, or
other summary of religious doctrine and duty of
the persuasion of such parent or guardian. Such
recitations, however, are not to interfere with the
regular exercises of the school.

2. But the principles of religion and morality
should be inculeated upon all the pupils of the
school.  What the Commissioners of National
Education in Ireland state as existing in schools
under their charge, should characterize the in-
struction given in each school in Upper Canada.
The Commissioners state, that, “in the National
Schools the importance of religion is constantly
impressed upon the minds of children, through
the works calculated to promote good principles
and fill the heart with love for religion, but which
are so compiled as not to clash with the doetrines
of any particular class of Christians.” In each
school the Teacher should exert his best endeav-
ours, both by example and precept, to impress
upon the minds of all children and youth com-
mitted to his care and instruction, the principles
of piety, justice, and a sacred regard to truth,
love to their country, bumanity, and universal
benevolence, sobriety, industry, frugality, chastity,
moderation, and temperance, and those other vir-
tues whioh are the ornament of saciety, and o

4
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which a free constitution of government is
founded ; and it is the duty of each teacher to
endeavour to lead his pupils, as their ages and
capacities will admit, into a clear understanding of
the tendency of the above-mentioned virtues, in
order to preserve and perfect the blessings of law
and liberty, as well as to promote their future
bappiness, and also to point out to them the evil
tendeney of the opposite vices.

No. 4.

REGULATIONS of the Commissioners of
National Education in Ireland, as to the Gov-
ernment of Schools with respect to Attendance
and Religious Instruction.

1. The ordinary school business, during which
all children, of whatever denomination they may
be, are required to attend, is to embrace a speci-
fied number of hours each day.

2. Opportunities aro to be afforded to the
children of each school for recciving such religious
instruction as their parents or guardians ap-
prove of.

3. The patrons of the several schools have the
right of appointing such religious instruction as
they may think proper to be given therein :
provided that each school be open to children of
all communions ; that due regard be had to
parental right and authority ; that, accordingly,
no child be compelled to reccive, or be present at,
any religious instruction to which his parents or
guardians object ; and that the time for giving it
be so fixed, that no child shall be thereby, in
effect, excluded, directly or indirectly, from the
other advantages which the school affords.  Sub-
ject to this, religious instruction may be given,
either during the fixed school hours or otherwise.

4. In schools, towards the building of which
the Commissioners have contributed, and which
are, therefore, vested in trustees for the purpose
of national education, or, which are vested in
the Commissioners in their corporate capacity,
such pastors or other persons as shall be approved
of by tho parents or guardians of the children
respectively, shall have access to them in the
school-room, for the purpose of giving them
religious instruction there, at convenient times to
be appointed for that purpose, whether those
pastors or persons shall have signed the original
application or otherwise.

5. In schools NoT VESTED, but which receive
aid only by way of salary and books, it is for the
Patrons to determine whether religious instruction
shall be given in the school-room or not ; but if
they do not allow it in the sehnol-room, the chil-
dren whose parents or guardians so desire, must
be allowed to absent themselves from the sohool,

at reasonable times, for the purpose of receiving
such instruction elsewhere.

6. The reading of the Seriptures, either in the
Protestant Authorized or Douay Version, as well
as the teaching of Catechisms, comes within the
rule as to religious instruction.

7. The rule asto religious instruetion applies to
public prayer and to all other religious exercises.

8. The Commissioners do not insist on the
Scripture lessons being read in any of the
National Schools, nor do they allow them to be
read during the time of secular or literary in-
struction, in any school attended by children
whose parents or guardians object to their being
so read. In such case, the Commissioners pro-
hibit the use of them, excopt at the times of
religious instruction, when tho persons giving it
may uso these lessons, or not, as they think proper.

9. Whatever arrangement is made in any
school for giving religious instruction, must be
publicly notified in the school-room, in order that
those children, and those only, may be present
whose parents or guardians allow them.

10. If any other books than the Holy Serip-
tures, or the standard books of the Church to
which the children using them belong, are em-
ployed in communicating religious instruction,
the title of each is to be made known to the
Commissioners.

11. The use¢ of the books published by the
Commissioners is not compulsory ; but the titles
of all other books which the conductors of schools
intend for the ordinary school bu-iness, are to be
reported to the Commissionors ; and none are to
be used to which they object ; but they prohibit
such only as may appear to them to contain
matter objectionable in itself, or objectionable for
common instruction, as peculiarly belonging to
some particular religious denomination,

12. A Registry is to be kept in each school of
the daily sttendance of the scholars, and the
average attendance, according to the form fur-
nished by the Commissioners.

Note by the Chicf Superintendent of Schools for
Upper Canada—No grants are made by Govern
ment in Upper Canada, as in Ireland, towards the
erection of school-houses. Such houses, among us,
are erected by the people themselves in each muni-
cipality. Over such houses, therefore, the Govern-
ment has no control. The elected Trustees of
schools in Canada, sustain the same relation to our
Common Schools that the loeal ¢ Patrons” sustain
tothe National Schools in Ireland. The sole diffe-
rence, therefore, between the National Schools in
Ireland and in Upper Canada, in respect to religi-
ous instruetion, is, that with us, the Trustees or



Patrons of the school are periodically elected by
the freeholders and householders at large,—which
is not the case in Ireland It is, therefore, in-
consistent and absurd to profess approval of the
National School system in Ireland, in regard to
its regulations respecting religious instruction,
and oppose the National School system of Upper
Canada.

No. 5,

QUESTION of Religious Instruction, in con-
nection with the System of Public Instruction
in Upper Canada.

{From the Annual Report of the Chief Superintendent of Schools
for 1851.]

The question of religious instruction has been
a topic of voluminous and earnest discussicn
among statesmen and educationists in both Europe
and America—has agitated more than one country
on the continent of Europe—has hitherto deprived
England of a national system of education, per-
mitting to it nothing but a series of petty expedi-
ents in varying forms of government grants to
certain religious denominations, while the great
mass of the labouring population is unreached by
aray of intellectual light, and is “perishing for
lack of knowledge™ amidst the din of sectarian
war about “religions education,” and under the
very shadows of the cathedral and the chapel.
tt 1 have not made this question a prominent
topic of remark in my annual reports, it is not
because I have undervalued or overlooked its
importance. In my first and preliminary report
on a system of Public Elementary Instruection for
Upper Canada, [ devoted thirty pages to the dis-
cussion of this subject (pp. 22-52,) and adduced
the expericnce and practice of most educating
countries in Europe and America respeciing it.
In preparing the draft of the school law, I sought
to place it where it had been placed by the au-
thority of Government, and by the consent of all
parties, in Ireland—as a matter of regulation by a
National Board, and with the guards which all
have considered essential. These regulations
have been prepared and duly sanctioned, and
placed in the hands of all school authorities ; nor
have 1 failed from time to time to press their
importance upon all parties concerned. It is
however, worthy of remark, that in no instances
have those parties who have thought proper to
assail the school system, and myself personally,
on the question of religious instruction, quoted a
line from what T have professedly written on the
subject, or from the Regulations, which I have
recommended, while such parties have more than
once pretended to give my views by quoting pas-
sages which were not at all written in reference
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to this question, and which contained no exposi-
tion of my views on it.

As some prominence has been given to this
question during the year by individual writersy
and some vague statements and notions put forth,
I will offer a foew remarks on it in concluding
this report.

1. My first remark is, that the system of Com-
mon School instruction should, like the legislature
which has established, and the government that
administers, it, be non-sectarian and national. It
should be considered in a provineial, rather than
in a denominational point of view—in reference
to its bearing upon the condition and interests of
the country at large, and not upon those of par-
ticular religious persuasions as distinct from publie
interests, or upon the interests of one religious
persuasion more than those of another. And thus
may be observed the difference between a mere
sectarian and a patriot—between one who con-
siders the institutions and legislation and govern-
ment of his country in a sectarian spirit, and
another who regards them in a patriotic spirit.
The one places his scet above his country, and
supports or opposes every public law or measure
of government, just as it may or may not promote
the interest of his own sect, irrespective of the
public interests, and in rivalship with those of
other sects ; the other views the well-being of
his country as the great end to be proposed and
pursued, and the sects as among the instrumen-
talities tributary to that end. Some inderd have
gone to the extreme of viewing all religious per-
suasions as evils to be dreaded, and as far as
possible proscribed; but an enlightened and pa-
triotic spirit rather views them as holding and *
propagating in common the great principles of
virtue and morality, which form the basis of the
safety and happiness of society ; and therefore as
distinet agencies more or less promotive of its
interests—their very rivalships tending to stimu-
late greater activity, and thercfore, as a whole,
more beneficial thar injurious. 1think a national
system of public instrnetion should be in harmony
with this national spirit.

2. T remark again, that a system %f public
instruction should be in harmony with the views
and feelings of the great body of the people,
especially of the better educated classes. 1T be-
lieve the number of persons in Upper Canada
who wonld theoretically or practically exclude
Christianity in all its forms as an essential ele-
ment in the cducation of the eountry, is exceed-
ingly small, and that more than nine-tenths of
the people regard religious instruction as an
essential and vital part of the education of thejr
offspring.  On this, as well as on higher grounds,
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I'lay it down as a fundamental principle, that
religious instruction must form a part of the
education of the youth of our country, and that
that religious instruction must be given by the
several religious persuasions to their youth re-
spectively.  There would be no Christianity
among us were it not for the religious persuasions,
since they, collectively, constitute the Christianity
of the country, and, separately, tho scveral
agencies by which Christian doctrines and wor-
ship and morals are maintained and diffused
throughout the length and breadth of the land.
If in the much that certain writers have said
about and against “scctarian teaching,” and
against *“ sectarian bias” in the education of youth,
it is meant to proscribe or ignore the religious
teaching of youth by sects orreligious persuasions;
then is it the theory, if not the design of such
writers, to preclude religious truth altogether
from the minds of the youth of the land, and thus
prepare the way for raising up a nation of infidels!
But if on the other hand, it be insisted, as it has
been by some, that as each religious persuasion
is the proper religious instructor of its own youth,
therctire each religious persuasion should have
its own elementary schools, and thus denomina-
tional common echools should supersede our
present public common schools, and the school
fund be appropriated to the denominations instead
of to the municipalities ; I remark that this theory
is equally fallacious with the former, and fraught
with consequences no less fatal to the interests of
universal education than is the former theory of
the interests of all Christianity. The history of
modern Europe is general, and of England in par-
.ticular, teaches us that when the clementary
schools were in the hands of the church, and the
State performed no other office in regard to
schools than that of tax-assessor and tax-gatherer
to the church, the mass of the people were deplo-
rably iznorant, and, therefore, deplorably enslaved.
In Upper Canada, the establishment and support
of denominational schools to meet the circumsten-
ces of each religious persuasion would not only
oost the people more than five-fold what they
have now to pay for sehool purposes, but would
Jeave the youth of minor religious persuasions,
and a large portion of the poorer youth of the
country, without any means of cducation upon
terms within the pecuniary resources of their
parents, unless as paupers, or at the expense of
their religious faith,

3. But the establishment of denominational
Common Schools for the purpose of denominational
religious instruction itself is inexpedient. The
Common Schools are not boarding, but day
schools. The children attendicg them reside

with their own parents, and are within the charge
of their own pastors ; and therefore the oversight
and duties of the parents and pastors of children
attending the Common Schools are not in the
loast suspended or interfered with. The children
attending such schools can be with the Teacher
only from 9 o’clock in the morning until -t o’clock
in the afternoon of five or six days in the week;
while during the morning and night of each week-
day, and the whole of Sunday, they are with
their parents or pastors: and the mornings, and
evenings, and Sabbath of each week, are the
very portions of time which convenicnce, usage,
and ecclesiastical laws, prescribe for religious
studies and instruction—portions of time du-
ring which pupils are not and ecannot be with
the Teacher, but are and must be under the over-
sight of their parents or pastors. And the con-
stitution or order of discipline of each religious
persuasion enjoins upen its pastors and members
to teach the summary of religious faith and prac-
tice required to be taught to the children of the
members of each such persuasion. T might here
adduce what is enjoined on this subject by the
Roman Catholic, and the =cvernl Protestant
Churches 3 but asan example of what is required,
in some form or other, by the laws or rules of
every religious persuasion, T will quote the 59th
canon of the Church of England, which is as
follows :—

¢« Every Parson, Viear, or Curate, upon every
Sunday and holiday, befo-e evening prayer, shall,
for half an hour or more, e¢xamine and instruct
the youth and ignorant persons in his parish, in
tho Ten Commandments, the Articles of the
Belief, and the Lord’s Prayer, and shall dilizently
hear, instruet, and teach them the Catechizm set
forth in the Bock of Common Prayer; and all
fathers, mothers, masters, and mistri sses, shall
causo their children, scrvants, and apprestices,
which have not learned the Catechism, to come
to the church at the time appointed, obediently
to hear, and to be ordered by the Minister, until
they have learned the same.  And if any Minis-
ter neglect his duty herein, let him be sharply
reproved npon the first complaint, and true notice
thereof given to the Bishop or ordinary of the
place. If, after submitting himself, he shall wil-
lingly offend therein acain, let him be suspended:
if so the third time, thero being little hope that
he will be thercin reformed, then excommunicated,
and so remain until he will be reformed. And,
likewise, if any of the said fathers, mothers,
masters, or mistrezzcx, children, servants, or ap-
prentices, shall neglect their duties, of the one
sort of not cansing them to come, and the other
in refusing to learn, as aforesaid, let them be
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suspended by their ordinaries, (if they be not
children,) and if they so persist by the space of
a month, then let them be excommunicated.”

To require, therefore, the Teacher in any com-
mon day school to teach the catechism of any
roligious persuasjon, is not only a work of supe-
rerogation, but a direct interference with the
disciplinary order of each religious persusasion ;
and instead of providing by law for the extension
of religious instruction and the promotion of
Christian morality, it is providing by law for the
neglect of pastoral and parental duty, by transfer.
ring to the Common School Teacher the duties
which their church enjoins upon them, and thus
sanctioning immoralities in pastors and parents,
which must, in a high degree, be injurious to the
interests of public morals, no less than to the
interests of ehildren and of the Common Schools.
Instead of providing by law denominational day
schools for the teaching of denominational cate-
chisms in school, it would seem more suitable to
enforce by law the performance of the acknow-
ledged disciplinury duties of pastors and members
of religious persuasions by not permitting their
children to enter the public schools until their
parents and pastors had taught them the cate-
chism of their own Church. The theory, there-
fore, of denominational day schools is as inexpe-
dient on religious grounds, as it is on the grounds
of economy and educational extension. The
demand to make the Teacher do the canonical
work of the clergyman, is as impolitic as it is sel-
fish. Economy, as well as patriotism, requires
that the schools established for all should be open
to all upon equal terms, and upon prineiples com-
mon to all—leaving to each religious persuasion
the performance of its own recognized and appro-
propriate duties in teaching its own catechism to
its own children. Surely it is not the provinee of
government to usurp the functions of tho religious
persuasions of the country ; but it should recog-
nize their existence, and therefore not provide
for denominational teaching to the pupils in the
day schools, any more than it shovld provide
such pupils with daily food and raiment, or weekly
proaching, or places of worship. As the state
recognizes the existence of parents and the per-
formance of parental duties by not providing chil-
dren with what should be provided by their
parents—namely, clothing and food—so should
it recognize the existence of the rcligious per-
suasions and the performance of their duties, by
not providing for the teaching in the schools of
that which each religious persuasion declares
should be taught by its own ministers and the
parents of its children.

4. But, it may-bo asked, ought not religious
instruction to be given in day schools, and ought
not government to require this in every sohool ?
1 answer, what may or ought to be done in regard
to religious instruction, and what the government
ought to require, aro two different things. Who
doubts that public worship should be attended
and family duties performed ? But dogs it there-
fore follow, that government is to compel atten-
dance upon the one, or the performance of the
other ? If our Government were a despotism,
and if thero were na law or no liberty, civil or
religious, but the absolute will of the Sovereign,
then Government would, of course, compel such
religious or other instruction as it pleased, as is
the case under despotisms in Europe. But as
our government is & constitutional and a popular
government, it is to compel no farther in matters
of religious instruction than it is itself the ex-
pression of the mind of the eountry, and than it is
organized by law to do. Therefore, in the
“General Regulations on the Constitution and
Government of schools respecting religious in-
struction,” (quoted on a preceding page) it is
made the duty of every Teacher to inculcate
those principles and duties of piety and virtue
which form the basis of morality and order in a
state, while parents and school Teachers and
school managers are left free to provide for and
give such further religious instruction as they
shall desire and deem expedient. If with us, as
in despotic countries, the people were nothing
politically or eivilly but slaves and machines,
commanded and moved by the will of one man,
and all the local school authorites were appointed
by him, then the schools might be the religious
teachers of his will; but with us the people in
each municipality share as largely in the man-
agement of the schools as they do in making the
school law itself. They erect the school-houses;
they empioy the Teachera; they provide the
greater part of the means for the support of the
schools ; they are the parties immediately con-
cerned—the parents and pastors of the children
taught in the schools. Who then are to be
the judges of the nature and extent of the reli-
gious instruction to be given to the pupils in the
schools—these parents and pastors, or the Exe-
cutive Government, counselled and administered
by means of heads of departments, who are
changed from time to time at the pleasure of the
popular mind, and who are not understood to be
invested with any religious authority over the
children of their constituents ?

5. Then if the question be viewed as one of
fact, instead of theory, what is the conclusion
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forced upon us? Are those countries in Europe
in which denominational day schoouls alone are
established and permitted by government, the
most enlightened, the most virtuous, the most
free, the most prosperous, of all the countries of
Europe or America? Nay, the very reverse is
the fact. And it were not difficult to show that
those denominational schools in England, which
were endowed in former ages, have oft'n becn
the seats of oppressions, vices, and practices,
that would not be tolerated in the most imperfect
of the Common Schools of Upper Canada. And
when our Common Schools were formerly, in
regard to government control, chiefly under the
management of one denomination, were the
Teachers and schools more elevated in their
religious and moral character, than at the present
time? Is not the reverse notoriously tho case?
And if enquiry be made into the actual amount
of religious instruction given in what are profes-
sedly denominational schools, whether male and
female, (and I have made the enquiry,) it wilt be
found to consist of prayers not more frequently
than in the Common Schools, and of reciting a
portion of catechism each week—a thing which
is done in many of the Common Schools, although
the ritual of each denomination requires catechet-
ical instruction to be given elsewhere and by
other parties. So obviously unnecessary on re-
ligious grounds are separate denominational
schools, that two school-houses which were built
under the auspices of the Church of England for
Parish Schools of that Church—tho one at Co-
bourg, by the congregation of the Archdeacon of
York, and the other in connection with Trinity
Church, Toronto East—have, after fair trial, been
converted for the time being into common school-
houses, under the direction of the Public Boards
of School Trustees in Cobourg and Toronto.

6. T am persuaded that the religious interests
of youth will be much more effectually cared for
and advanced, by insisting that each religious
persuasion shall fulfill its acknowledged rules and
obligations for the religious instruction of its own
youth, than by any attempt to convert for that
purpose the common day schools into denomina-
tional ones, and thus legislate for the neglect of
duty on the part of pastors and parents of the
different persuasions. The common day school
and its Teacher ought not to be burdened with
duties which belong to the pastor, the parent, and
the Church. The education of the youth of t}?e
country consists not merely of what is taught in
the day school, but also of what is taught at home
by the parents, and in the church by the Pastor.
And if the religious part of the education of youth

is, in any instances, neglected or defective, the
blame rests with the pastors and parents con-
cerned, who, by such neglect, have violated their
own religious canons or rules, as well as the ex-
press commands of the Holy Seriptures. In all
such cases, pastors and parents are the responsi-
ble,as well as guilty, parties, and not the Teacher
of the Common 8chool, nor the Common School
system.

7. But in respect to colleges and other high
seminaries of learning, tho case is difierent.
Such institutions cannot be established within an
hour's walk of every man’s door. Youth, in
order to attend them, must as a general rule,
leave their homes, and be taken from daily over-
sight and instructions of their parents and pastors.
During this period of their education, the dutics
of parental and pastoral care and instruction must
be suspendcd, or provision must be made for it in
connection with such institutions.  Youth attend-
ing colleges and collegiate seminaries are at an
age when they are most exposed to temptation—
must need the best counsels in religion and
morals—are pursuing studies which most involve
the principles of human action, and the duticsand
relations of common life. At such a period, and
under such circumstances, youth need the exer- .
cise of all that is tender and vigilant in parental
affection, and all that is instructive and wise in
pastoral oversight ; yet they are far removed
from both their pastor and parent. Ience, what
is supplied by the parent and pastor at home,
ought, as far as possible, to be provided in con-
nection with each college abroad. And, there-
fore, the same reason that condemns the establish-
ment of public denominational day schools,justifies
the establishmont of denominationsl colleges, in
connection with which the duties of the parent
and pastor can be best discharged.

Public aid is given to denominational colleges,
not for denominational purposes, (which is the
special object of denominational day schools,) but
for tho advancement of science and literature
alone, beeause such colleges are the most econom-
ical, efficicnt, and available agencies for teaching
the higher branches of education in the country :
the aid being given, not to theological seminaries,
nor for the support of theological professors, but
exclusively towards the support of tcachers of
seience and literature. Nor is such aid given
to a denominational college until after a large
outlay has been made by its projectors in the
procuring of premises, erecting or procuring and
furnishing buildings, and the employment of pro-
fessors and teachers—oevincive of the intelligence,
disposition, and enterprise of a large section of



the community to establish and sustain such an
institution.

It is not, however, my intention to dizcuss the
question of recognizing and aiding denominational
college- in a sy-tem of public instruction. My
object in the fureguing remarks is to show that
the objections against the establishment of de-
nominational day schnols, do not form any objec-
tion to granting ail to denominational eolleges as
institutions of science and literature, and open to
all classes of yuuth who may be desirious of
attending them.

.
The more carcfully the question of religious
instrection in eonncetion with our systen of Com-
mon Sclools is examined, tho more clearly, I
think, it will appear that it has been loft where it
properly belongs—with the local school muniei-
palities, parents, and managers of srhools—ihe
government protecting the right of cach parent
and child, but beyond this, and beyond the prin-
ciplés and duties of morality common to all claszes,
neither compelling, nor prohibiting ;—recoguizing
the duties of pastors and parents, as well as of
School Trustees and Teachers, and cunsidering
the unite:l labours of zll as constituting the sys-
tem of education for th» youth of the country.”

No. 6.

FORTIETH SECTION of the School .lct,
13k wnd 14thy Victoria, chapter 48, defining
the « Common School Fund.”

XI.. And it be enacted, That the sum of
money apportioned annually by the Chief Super-
intendent of chools to cach County, Township,
City, Town, or Village, and at least an equal sum
raiscd annually by lucal assessment, shall consti-
tute the Common School Fund of such County,
Township, City, Town, or Village, and shall be
expended for no other purpose than that of paying
the salaries of qualified Teachers of Common
Schools : Provided always, that no County, City,
Town, or Village shall be entitled to a share of
the Legislative School Grant without raising by as-
sessment, a sum at least equal (clear of all charges
for eollection) to the share of the said School
Grant apportioned to it: and provided also, that
should the Municipal Corporation of any County,
City, Town, or Village, raise in any one year a
less sum than that apportioned to it out of the
Legislative School Grant, the Chief Superinten-
dent of Schools shall deduct a sum equal to the
deficiency, from the apportionment to such County,
City, Town, or Village in the following year.

No. 7.

COPY of Letter from the Roman Catholic Bishop
of Toronto to the Chief Superintendent of
Schools in the original French.  [The transla-
tion appears as Letter VIII, on page 13 of
this pamphlet.]

Lettre e I'évéque catholique romain de Toronto
au swintendant en chet des écoles, répétant
en frangais les sentiments exprimés dans ses
lettres precédentes, en anglais :—

ToroxTo, le 1ler Mai, 1852.

Mowsietr LE Stristexpast,—oila derniére
lettre,* sans doute i cause de mon Anglais, n’a
été ni claire ni comprise, puisqu'elle vous a fait
maddresscr des personnalités et des insinuations
que je répudic comme indignes de vous et de
moi.” 'Fous mes récédents avee vous et le Conseil
de PInstrietion Puldigne ont ¢té poliset chrétiens,
et quelquetois d’une tolérance quil w'a falln légi-
timer. ~ Ala dernicr.: lettre n'est Cnergiijue, apres
18 mois d'ohservation et de patientes représen-
tations que contre un systéme d'éeole que ma
conscience d’évéque Catholique repousse de toutes
ses forees pour les Ames qui me sout confiées, et
dont, malgré vos explications, je vous le répéte
sans crainte e sans respect humain aucun, qu’ il est
pour nous catholicues une perséeution déguisée,
unanimement ¢t vigoureusement condamné par
d’autres évéiues quemol.  Car je lis: 1o. Dans
les actes des Conctles Provinciaux de Baltimore,
(pge 84 et 171,)sanctionnés par le Chef Supréme
de notre ¢glise, une et catholique :—

Coneil. Balt, Prov. T, Can, XXXIV.—“Quoniam
quam plurimos adolescentes ex Catholicis paren-
tibus, prosertim pauperibus ortos, in multis Pro-
vineize hijus loeis expositos esse, ¢t adhue exponi
constat 1agno fidei amitendze periculo, vel morum
corruptele, ob inopiam talium magistrorum qui-
bus tantura munus tuto committi yossit; neces-
sarium omnino censemus ut schole instituantur,
in_quibus juvenes edoceantur fidei morumque
principia, dum litteris imbuuntu.”

_ Can. XXXV.—“Cum non raro plura reperiantur
in libris qui in scholis plerumque adhibentur, qui-
bus principia fidei nostree impugnantur, doginata
nostra perperam exponuntur et ipsa historia per-
vertitur, qua ratione puerorum apimi erroribus
imbuuntur, in animarum damnum gravissimum,
postulat tum religionis studium, tum juventutis
recta educatio, et ipsum federata Amerieze decus,
remedium aliquod tanto malo offerri. Ea de
causd, statuimus quam primum edendos in schola-
rum usum, erroribus omnino expurgatos, atque
Judicio Episcoporum approbatos libros, quibus

* Lettre IV, page 5.
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nihil contineatur quod Catholicee fidei odium vel
invidiam parere possit.”

Coneil. Balt., Prov, IV, Can. VI.—% Cum con-
stat publicze educationis rationem plerisque in his
Provinciis ita iniri, ut heresibus inserviat, puero-
rum  Catholicorum mentibus sensim sine sensu
falsis scetarum  principiis imbutis, monemus
pastores ut ommi quo valent studio Catholicorum
puerorum  Christiane et Catholice educationi
prospiciant et diligenter invigilent ne versione
Protestanticd  Bibliorum utantur, vel sectarum
cantice vel preces recitent.  Ideo invigilandum
erit, ne in publicas scholas libri vel exercitia hujus-
modi introductantur cum fidei pictatizque dis-
crimine.”

Or, ces trois canons sont la parfuite expression
de nos sentiments.

Je lis: 20, Dans la correspondance du grand
Archevéque que toute I'éolise vleure, lemédiatur
entre Plrelande et Angleterre, la colombe de
Dublin: i

“ In Hibernia exigebatur ut in omnibus schiolis
pro educandis pauperibus biblia sucra sine notis
legerentur coram omnibus scholarum discipulis,

" et ut Catechisinus, omnesque ¢jusdem generds libri
exclunderentur.”

N'est-ce pas le cas de nos écoles mixtes #

“His regulis (continue [Iineonparable Dr.
Murray) episcopi nostri resistebant, summorjue
studio conadantur discipulos Catholicis ab hu-
jusmodi scholis retrakere .. ... 1t huic miser-
rimo rerum statui remedium afferretur, Guber-
niura nostrum, e, aliisque fortiter urgentibus,
tandem decrevit ut alia institueretur methodus
pauperes edocendi quee Catlholicis magis accepla
foret”

Laissez moi done, Monsicur le Swrintendant,
obéir a Dieu plutdt qu'aux hommes, ot résister
comme le loyal et conciliant archevéiue, résister
3 votre malheureux systeme d'¢eole, w'¢fforcer
d’en arracher mes chers enfants, et de remcidier
& ce grand Aléau, en pressant notre gouvernment
de nous donner un systéme qui nous convienne,
un systéme qui ne. rende pas éc la condition des
Trlandais pire qu'en Irlande, un systéme digne
de ce Libéralisme Ameéricain ou Canadien tant
vanté dans le monde, & moins que le Haut-Canada

ne préfere continuer ce que je ne puis appeller, en
logigue rigowreuse, qu'une perséeution cruelle et
deguisce.

Je vousPal dit: & le catéehisme était sutlisin:-
ment enseigné dans la famille ou par le petoun,
si rare en se vaste diocise, et gue I'éeole 1pixte
fat exchsivement pour instruction: séeuliére, et
sans canger pour nos catholiques, du cite des
maitres, des livres et des comyaenons, Iy Hicrarelie
catholique pourrait la olerer comme jo le fais,
dans certaines localités, informetions jaises,

Ailleurs, a défaut e ees conditions, il est
défendu 2 nos fidéles denvorer lurs entnts &
ces ceoles, seus peine de refus des lents,
pareque Pline et Je ciel aviut tout, puarcque le
pied, la main et Peeil, occasions de e, dolvent
élre sacrifiés au ealut; puarequ’ enfin J. Chirist
n'a eonfic la mission de Tenscicment quia
civilisc le monde, quiaux Spatres ct 4 leurs sue-
cossenrs, jusqu’ a la consunumation des teuys,

Clest lenr droit siosacré: et sl inaiénable que
tout gomvermunent chyétion, sage ot paternel, ne
fait de lois sur Penselciment quien panfoite har-
monie avee I'église enseivnante, les ¢véques unis
a leur chef universel et supréire; of ce droit est
st inviolable, qu'en ces derniers temps. comme
tonjours, en France, en Beloique, en Priese, en
Autriche comme en Irlande, les évégues avee s
Pape ont tout fait pour retverser ow medifier tout
systeme scholaire on universitaire, en opposition
avee la mission donnée par J. Clivist & son siere
collége. :

« Euntes ergo, docete omnes gentes, pravdicate
omni ereaturie, (St Mare)) docentes eos servare
omnia quivcunmique mandani vobis, et ccce ego
vobiseum sum usque ad consummationem seculic
(St. Matt.)  Qui crediderit, salvuis erit, qui vero
non erediderit condemuabitur” (St Maie).

J'at Phonneur {'étre,
Monsieur lo Surintendani,
Votre humble et obelsst, servr,
+ ARMD. FR. M,
Ev. de Teronto.
Au Rév. Egerton Eyerson, D.T.,,
Surintendant en chef des éeales,
Toronto.

(Signé,)
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saue sentiments and avowals are advanced in the foregoing s in former letters ; that the same system as
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'ERRORS AND OMISSIONS IN THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY’S EDITIQN

¢OF THE

Correspondence between the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toromto and the Chief Superintendent of Schools. |

To the [ditor of the HMirrer
ToroxTo, Jan. LUth, 1353,

Drar Sis,—In my Correspondence with Dr,
Ryerson, which he forwarded to Quebec, to be printed
by order of the Legislative Assembly, some.omissions
and a pross niistranslation have not only taken place,
but a most neusensical punctuation characterizes the
entire of my letters.

1st. My first letter to the Reverend Superintendent,
stating the complaints of different localities relative
tothe School sysiem, has been oniitted in the published
Correspondence.

Mnd. The Latin texts of the Councils of Baltimore,
and the extract (rom the late Archbishop Murray’s
Correspondence, are also omitted.

3rd. In my French letter I am misrepresented, by
having the following phrase—* un systeme digne de ce
tiberalisme Americain ou Canadien tant vanic duns le
monde,’—iranslated—"* u sysiem worthy of American
or Canadianl iberalism so much wanted in the world.”?
Now, although I am not a good English writer, yet I
can say that the true and literal translation of my
French 1ext would be as follows :—* A system of thar
American or Canadian liberalism, so much boasted of
in the world.”

The prounoun :hat having been omitted, and the
French verb wante having been translated into the
English wanted, Tam thus, in the published Correspon-
dence, made indefinitely to wish tor American liberal-
ism, and to say that American liberalisin is very much
wanted in the world—a meaning quite the reverse of
whal is expressed in my French text.

Be kind enough, dear Sir, to give this publicity. and
be pleased to request of the Proyineial papers which
have published my Correspondence, to copy it.

+ ARMAND F. M.,
Bishop of Toromto.

To the Editor of the Birror.

Srr,—I observe in this day’s Mirror a letter from the
Right Reverend Dr. DeCharhonnel, Roman Catholis
Bishop ol Torouto, involving imputations upon myself,
which a repard to personal lwonor and official position
requires e to notice, and for which I niust, therelore,
request a place in your columns—the medium through
which these imputations have been made. -

1. His lordship says that, jn the correspondence
between himself and me, called for, aud printed by order
of, the House of Assembly, I have “cumitied his lirst
letter to me stating the eomplaints of different localities
relative to the school system.” I answer, tha1 there
is not, and never has beei, in the records of this De-
partment, an official letter, of any kind, from the
Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronto to myself—received
up to the dale of the transmission of the correspon-
de_nce to Quebec—which will not be found i. the
printed eorrespondence referred to; and 1 think the
Bishop is, in faitness, bound to Jay the letter 1o which
he refers, before the public, that [, as well as the publie,
may know the kind of omission of which he complains.

2. The Bishop complains that the “ Latin texts of

late Archbishop Murray’s correspondence, are also
omiited.”” But the Bishop will hardly venture 1o say
that those lexts are not fairly transfaterl. That the
Latin quotations referred to have not heen printed in
the original text, is a maiter of regret, and disappoint-
mest to myself.  Among the copies of correspondence

the Councils of Baltimore, and the extract from the-

CORRECTED IN THE PRESENT EDITION.

required by the Legistative Assembly, 1 forwarded a-
copy (carefully transcribed) of the Bishop’s French |
letter, incinding the-Latin texts in question; andj
appended a translation of them, as may be-seen by
referring to the printed Schedule prefixed to the cor-
respondence. YYhy those who superintend the printing
for the Legislative Assembly, have not printed the |
original text of the letter referred [to, as well as phe‘
translation, I know not, except it be that the vr'ules' of
the House of Assembly do not permit Legislative
documents to be printed in any but the English and
French languages. But, in view of these ?act; the
attempt to impugn my fairness on this point, will not
be successful. r:ay also observe, that in the French
edition of this correspondence, the original French of |
the Rishop’s letter is given accurately from the copy
which I Ead furnished ; and the French transla.‘tor’*'a
rendering of the Latin texts into French, entirely
agrees with my translation of them into English. Singe
observing in your paper of to-dsy, this imputation of
the Bishop, I have ascertained that the last sheet of a
Pamphlet %dition of the correspondence between his |
lordship and mysell, (which an individual is printing
in thiscity,) bas yet to be printed ; and I have fur-
nished a copy of the original letter, inciuding the Latin
texts to which the Bishop refers, to he printed with
said correspondence. * The literary public will, there-
fore, have the means of judging-what ground of com-
laint there is, on account of the officers of the Ligis-
ative Assembly having printed the translation of the |
Latin texts in question, instead of the original texis |
themselves. |

3. As to the translation of the French phrase to
which the Bishop devotes two peragraphs, and which |
he denounces as ‘a2 gross mis-translation,”” I should }
suppose that the commonest reader could see that the
printer had sent forth w instead of y—thus converting
gas only printers can do sometimes) the words vaunted |

which was the'word in the manuscript) into the word |
“wanted.” '1 think the Bishop will find the word,
vaunled, quite as appropriate, and a little more accu-
rate in the connection, than his own phrase * boasted |
of’—and certainly not ** a gross mis-translation.”’

As to the errorsin the printed correspondence referred’
to, I have found fifteen in the Bishops letters, and no'
less than one hundred and. nine in my own letters
including paragraphs made where 1 1nade none, and:
abolished where I made them, words omitted and trans-
posed, the meaning of sentences destroyed, and some
of them pevverted. [ have, therefore, fared much worse |
than the Bishop, with the Assembly’s printers. ' His
Lordship had the proofs of his letters sent to 1he Priesis |
of the Seminary at Quebec, where he bad left copies
of the originals ol his letiers, and where the proof was
revised and corrected. T was officially informed-that
the Bishop had appointed an agent at Quebec to sed:
1o the correct printing of his letters. I had no ag i
of the kind in Quebée; the errors, therefore, i’
printed letters are to the errors in his printed letters,
as 119 to 15. i

_Iam, however, assured that, in the forthcéoming edi- &
tion of the correspondence in question, all the errors of '
impertance which are found in the Legislative Assem-4
bl¥’s edition, have been carefuily corrected, - ﬁ

T have to request that those Editors who shall insel‘t‘I
the letter of the Roman Catholic Bishop of Toronm,a

?

will insert this explanation in-reply.
T am Sir,
Your obedient servant,

i L. 8 |
Epuvcarior Crric, RYERSON !

Toronto, 21st Jannary, 1855, i




