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X P . WINNIPEG, end Ap r 2 1, 1006,

To His Exoellenoy The Governor General in Qouncil. -

Yo, your Cosmissioners appointed to
7 oonfer with the Government of Manitobda on the subjeot of Vtho 8chools 1n that
Provinoce, beg rospeottully to report as rollous-

| We prooocdel to vinnipe( arriving
there at eight o'clook on the evening of lbzh lluroh. On the no,tt day Hon,
Mr Cameson called and informed us that he and Hom. Olifford 8ifton, Attorney~
G;neml. had been agpointed by the lhnttobfs Government to meet us for the
purpou of discussing the 8chool Question, and » meottng was arranged for the
follovinp day, Thereafter several meetings took plaoce at whiol the .zroooea-
inpa took the form of informal nnd oonfidential corversation of a most frank
and frienily character, Attached bareto, urlud *A%, "p", "C* and “D° res-
peotively, aro the various written oomnunications whioh paﬁud between us
and the pentlemen representing the Manitoba Gohmu%{{oh expi@tn then—

selves, Ye respeotfully sudbmit them for your tnformation and oo
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Government Puildines, Winnipeg,

March 30th, 1896,

Honorable Arthur R. Dickey,
Yonorable Alphonse DesJardines

. " . ’.
Sir Monnld A. Smith, aA.C.V.G0,

_Gentlemen,-

We have had under consiceration the memor-
andum “anded fo us on the 28Lh inst., containing your sugges-
tions for settloment of the Manitoba School Question, and have
the honor to ;ubmit herewith our reply thereto.

e desire,first, to refer to the under-
stunding upon whicﬁ the conference was proceeded with. You
will remember that we thoupht it necessary before proceeding
with tae discussion of the question involved to stipulate:

1st. That while the conference was pro-
cecding the Remedial Bill now before Parliamert shoulcd bs held
in abevance,and no proceedinegs taken thercon in the meantime
provided that the conference did not extend beyond Tuesday
next.

2nd. That in the event of an agreement

—mffwmfumbeingﬁreaehedrferAsettlonent»the~Remedi&1wBillmshou1dAbe-at ww ————

\ once withdrawn, and ihe execution of the terms of the agree-

‘ment left to Lhe pertiss. -

These stipulations were agreed to by your-
selves without hesitation,but notwithstanding such agreement
and in violation of its terms,the Remedial Bill was advanced
a stage in the House of Commons on Saturday morning. While

not desirous of taking any advantage of this departure from

e - Y U
the conditions upon whh:h\t?e nepotiations were opened,ve
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“views of the Manitoba Government upon the question, it is

“clear therefore that we are precluded from accepting the pro=- 7
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deem it due to ourselves to protesl apainst the course thus

pursued by the %overnment by which you were commissioned.

Yo regret that we are unable to accede to the terms
of the proposition submitted to us. A study of its details
reveals the fact that it involves much more than would ap-
poar at first sight. The obiections are both general, Lhaﬂ is
to say, as o principles involved, and special,that is to say,

as to practical operation.

An amendment to the School Act embodying the terms
of the memorandum would divide the population for educational
purposes into two classes, Roman Catholi¢ and Protestant,
giving to the Roman Catholic population distinet and special
privileges as against the remaining portion of the people.

It would establish a system of State supported Separate
Schools for the Roman Catholic people,and would compel their
support by the school taxes and Legislative Grants. Not
only so, but the whole school organization-=text book regula-
tions, constitution of Advisory Board, Poards of Examiners
and Normal School,-- would be modif ied to bring it into ac-
cord with the separaﬂénpringiplo to an extent not usual even
in placos where regularly constituted separate school systems
obtain.

~- o ~—In-the -Order=in=Council -of -the-twentieth-December, — -~

1896, transmitted to the Federal Govemment as embodying the

stated that the proposal to establdhn a system of State aided
separate schools in any form cannot be agreed to. That Order-
in-Council was taken as the hasis of the policy of the Gov«
erment upon the question in the late General Provincial

Election, and upon it the Government was sustained. It is
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position which has been made. Such acceptance would,in our
opinion, be a direct breach of faith with the people of our

Province.

Apart from the fundamental-objection above stated,

we think it due to you to state somewhat in detail a few of
the practical objections to gour proposal s.
As to the first clause:-

" 1. Separate Schools under this clauso.would
result in a teacher having under his charge a comparatively
small number of pupils of various ages and degroes of pro-
ficiency. The school could not thereforc be properly graded
and could not attain the degree of pxaf efficiency reached by
Public Schools in cities,towns ad villages. Grading of
classes and mutual competition would be destroyed. The sep-
arat e school would therefore of necessity be inferior. Ex-

perience elsewhere will prove the truth of this contention.

(2) The organization of the separate school
would be compubsory. Neither the Roman Catholic parents nor
th:igggttees would have any option. The voluntary idea upon
which7almostwuniversally,school organization depends,and which
rules even in Ontario,where there is a fully developed sep-

arate sschool system, is entirely eliminated. Given the re=

quisite number of Roman Catholic children of school age, and -
~the-law-would- eompelntheméeparation~withoutnregardmto.thou

wishes of the pérents or tﬁa”trustees;and equal ly withoutﬂr'

regard to the ability of the district to maintain another

school. It is most probable also that in such a case it

would be held that the Roman Catholie children had no leggl

right to attend the public sohool. Thus we would by law
sompel -Roman Catholios to separate themselves and deprive ————

them of the right to rend their children to the publio schools

T N Q4




There seems t0 be no precedent even in Separate School Legis-

lation, for such a provision.,

(3) 1In many cases it would be impossible to
provide a separate building,and the Roman Catholie children
would therefore be assigned a room in the publiec school.

It seems beyond dispute that nothing could be worse than t he
separatlon of children into two distinet bodies within daily

view of each other.

P

(4) The financial objections would be serious
A voluntary separate school system such as existsmin Ontario,
or such as we had in Manitoba prior to 1890 could only be put
into operation where the Roman Catholic rates added to the
Legislative Grant would be sufficient to maintain the school,
but under the plan proposed this idea is not redbgnized;- If
the number of Roman Catholiec children are to be found a
school must be provided and maintained. By whom ? By the
public sechool trustees. The rates paid by fhe Roman Catholic
tax payers might be only one-tenth of the cost of the school,
yet the rest of the district must maintain it. As a matter
of fact in a greatimajo?ity of cases in cit ies,towns and

villages in Manitoba,the contributions of the Roman Catholic

ratepayer would only be a fraction of the cost of maintaihiggAm_nwﬂ

the school. As a result the hulk of the expense would re-

~~~qu1re to be met out-of the taxes paid by non-Catholio- rate-

payers, and the school would therefore be an addit ional and
gnnecessary.ohargl upon the school revenues,already in every
case heavily burdened. It would be hard to cmoeive of a more

indefensibtle and offensive method of compelling one portion

of the peoplo t5 pay for the education and sectarian religious

~training -of-the -remainder,-and-to-maintain-a separate dengﬁin-—«

ational school,to the prinoiple of which they were opposed.
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It is quite oclear that such a plan would prove
unwerkable. The non-catholic psuplc would continually struggl@.
aganiast supporting what they would consider to be an unjust
burden. The trustees elected would probably ne in accord
with the views of the majority and might prove hostile and
-refractory in carrying out the details of the -scheme.

Alt ogether it is clear that a most unhappy state of affairs
would recsult. Weabelieve fhere is no justification for sub-
stituting such an arrangement for that which now exists. At
present in every city , town and village in the Province out-
side of Wigzgggézgﬁgfﬁg;an Catholic children attend the publie
schools. Not a word of complaint is heard. Absolute con-
tentment and satisfaction prevails. The children have the
advantage of efficient instrustion and numbers of them are
qﬁalifying themselves to become teachers in the publie
schools. We do not hesitate to say that not only is there no
desire to separate,but if left to themselves,the Roman
Catholic people in the cities,towns and villages outside of
omd St .Boniface

Winnipegawould not consent to a change in the direction

indicated, -

(5) It would be idle to say that such a plan
would not impair the efficiency of the public schools. Such
vmefficiency»depends,inJLhe,mainwuponmtheﬁsufficinnoyﬁo£WULeM“m___mmwﬁ~
school revenues. Given a sﬁfficient revénue,and the people
"'upder"tha”stimnlating“action“of"the”Depgrtmant“may"be‘depandedm': o
upon to have a good school. The school taxes are now a
heavy burden and one of the ever present questions in munici-
pal finance is to decide how muc the people can afford to pay
for s ~Aars~ssann—~ their sghools. Subtract a substantial

sum, such as would be necessary to maintain the spparate

sd ools, and nothing can be more Gertdin than that a general’;

9
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lowering of the standard of efficiency of the public schools

would result.

As to clause two:-

(1) The effeots of this clause would be to
absolutely divest the Legislature and Government of control
of the schools so far as religious exercises and teaching are
concerned. Where a majority f the pupils are Roman Catholics
,doctrinal religious teaching without any restriction or con-
trol might’go on at any hour,or at all hours. The schools
might be in effuct so far as religious teaching is concerned
church schools. It might be said that if religious teaching
were carriad on tc the detriment of secular education the
Department might withhold the grant. Even if this were done
the school trustqes would be cOmpelled to carry on the school
and the penalty would be suffered by the ratepayers. Apart
from that,however, the remedy is apparent rather than real.
In actual administration we know from experience that it is
most difficult to decide on the withholding of a grant on
account, of inefficiency. Repeated and troublesome inquiries
have to be made, conflicting opinions have to be weighed, and
in the end it is doubtful what course should be fol lowed.
‘ Moreovar the withhéldinp of a grant from a Séparate Catholioe

School establlshed in pursuance of a trasaty of settlement

would almost inevitably be charged to be a v1olat10n of the

__spirit - of the treaty.

Another featurs of this clause is the effect on
non-catholic children. What would become of-them while the
religious education of the majority was proceeding ? Under

oﬁr.present 6onscience clause,there is no possibility of

trouble to any oclass. In the memorandum there is n0'safaf‘

_guard,  We know by experience that in schools whor‘ethe_xjd o
was o Protes,ant minority under the old system mo"

___oomplaints were. ‘wade 0f the ipn i ity 9 f‘hﬁ Oﬂ -oatliglio
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children to properly progrees with their studies owing to the .
time of theschool being taken up with religious instruction.
The same result would inevitably follow in an aggravated degre
if we wore unable toc ontrol the holding of religious exer-
cises in every case where the Roman Catho}ic children were in
the majority. It is our helief that in such case the schools
would be of little benefit to the non-catholic mtéority.

In view of the above remarks it will be unnecessary
to deal at length with the other proposals containéd in the

memorandum, and our remarks thereon will there fore be confined

to a brief space.

As to text-booksi=

It will be impracticable to provide by Statute
that the text-books should be satisfactory to the Roamn ‘
Catholic minority, but we have no doubt that if other poiunts
could be agreed upon an arrangement could be arrived at on the
text-book question which would be mutually satisfaclory. We
regard this part of the difficulty as comparatively easy of
‘adgustment.
We would have no objeetion to the catholic people

being represented upon the Advisory Board,and the Board of

Examiners. In point of fact Hie Grace the late Archbishop
ih practical
was offered a seat on the Advisory Board, t we see noﬁyay

of embOdying suCh a prov ision in the Statnf ag, Thv affact of T

such a Statutory provision would be that the Boards would not
be legally donstituted without Catholic members.und the legal
c@nstitubion of the Board might be disturbed by the resigna-
tion of the Catholiu members or the refusal of Catholie nomin-

ees to aocept off1ce. It would also be impossiblé to'give a

Statutorj prxvilege of repréééntation to one religious ‘denom-

_1inat10n without aooordlng the same privilege to others.

TR TRETT
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The proposal to adequately assist a Separate Norma ik )
School we could not consider. It would be absolutely unjusti- .
fiable . The Normal Schpol is a toechnical training achool
for teachers. We endeavor to raise it to the highest pos-
sible standard by devoting to it as much of the school funds
as can be sbéred. Theye can be ﬁo argume nt, advanced in favor
of dividing the funds,/:TBT»séﬁﬁggg;ng Roman Catholic teachers
in process of trainingwthers. The Roman gatholic .
teachers would #ot be pravented from acqﬁiring religious in-
struction elsewhsere, bﬁt it is clear that their own education—
al interests and that of the schools to be placed under their
charg would be best served by their attendance at the
Provincial Normal School.
As to the question of Permits;The proposition in

the memorandum might be agreod to by the Government,to be

carried out as a matter of administration.

The last clause of ths memo rand um referring to the
termaz upon which the gRemedial Bill would be withdrawn is not
it is submitted,in accordance wifh the understanding arrived
aﬁ upon the opening of the conference. The understanding was
that in the svent of a settlemént being made, the Remedial

The _passing of the

_“______Billwshouldhhﬂmimmadiaiely;niihdrawn,
| necessary legislation,and the carfying out of the terms of
ww*~"the“settlemant7was"t0“he"jpftwtO“the"partiGST““Thewnlausawof“”4“”‘“““1

the meanorandum referred to is th erefore a departurs in t hat

it, requires as a condition of the withdrawa1 of the Remedial
Bill,that lggisiation to-carry out, the torms of the»éettlement
if made, should be enacted bs fors the withdrawal of tle Bill,
Apart fromfthp understanding which was had it would he‘imf

‘possible to mdcode to tho terms of the last olanse. The
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the ordinary procedure,the Government could not underteke to
have a Bill passed before the Twenty-fifth of April,the day

upon which the Dominion Parliament expires by effludion of

t;ime. °

It .will be saen frcm the above remarks that the plan
proposed involves the estatlishment o;2§tatq aided denomina=-
tional system of spparate schools,which in practical effect
would carry with it the evils of the system which prevailed
prior to 1890,and would ulﬂ)divolve grave additional evils and

dif ficultiss of which we have not, hitherto had experience.

The objections may be summarized as being:-

1st« The Statutory divisioﬁ of.tho people into
separate denominational classes:

2nd. The necessary inferiority of the separate
school:

8rd. Impairment of the afficiency of the publie
sohools through division of school revenues:

4th. The burdening of non-catholic ratepayers
by compelling them to maintain separate schools:

6th. The according of special privileges to

one denomination which could not on principle be donied toall™
the others,but which in practice could not be granted to such

others without entire destfuotion of the school system.

It will not therefore be a mattoer of surprise to you

that we are unable to accede to the proposition m de,or any

proposition based upqn‘similar principles.

We are prepared however, to make goog the prOmise

e - e D —wrj\ 84(_37,'——-»-— e
to remedy any well foundod g'ieva Oﬂnahd we therefore submit

a plan of suggested modifications,which we v lieve to be free
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from objections upon principle, and which in our opinion will
remove4m7a4grievance~,and at the sams time in no way affect
the effici ency of the public sqhqol system, or deprive the
Roman Catholiec children of the privilege of participation in
the same educational advantages enjoyed by the raest of the

ol
<t

peopl e,

Our proposition is in the form of an alternative:-

+

Firstﬁ Should it beva£¢0pted as a satisfactory
measure of relief to the minority and as removing thoir
grievmnces we hereby offer to completely secularize the pub-
lie school system,eliminating religious exercises and teach-

ing of every kind during school hours. We desire it to be

-understood in connection with this proposition that it is made

as a compromise offer,and not as embodying the policy which
the Govermment and Legislature of ths Province are themselves
desirous of pursuing. We are willing ,however, to adopt such

a measure in ordér to attain a settlement of the dispute.

Second: In the alternative we offer to repeal the
present provisions of the School Act relating to religious
exercises, and to enact in substance the following:-

*No religious exerocises or teaching to take place

*in nny public sshool,except as provided in the Act. Sush
"exeroisps or teaching,when held,to be between half past
*three and four o'clock in the afternoon.®

*If authorized by resolution of the trustees,such
'resointion to be assented to by a majority,religious exer-

*cises and*teaching to bhe held in any’pﬁblie’aéhoolrbetween

*3- 30 and 4 0 olook in the afternoon. _Such rolig1ous exerclso‘

and teaching to be oonducted by any chr1st:an olergyman whoao;

charge inoludos any portion of the echool distriot or by any
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.authorized by gaid clergyman to act/in his stead; the
"trustess to allot the period fixed for religious oxorcises
"or teaching for the differant day~ of the week to the re-
"presentatives of the different religious denominations to
*which the pupils may belong in such a way as to proportion
"the time allotted as nearly as possible to the number of
"pupils in the school of the.respective denominations. Two
‘or more denominations to have the priviluge of unitiqg for
*the purpose of such religious exercises. If no dulymauthor-
"ized representative of any of the denominations att,end,the

*regular school work to be carriedon until four o'clook."”

*No pupil to be permitted to be present ab such
*religious exorcises or teaching if the pare nts shall object.

*In such case the pupil to bo dismissed at 3-30.°

"*Where the school room accommodation at the dis-
*posal of the trustees permits,instead of alloting different
‘days of the week to different denominations,the trustees to
*direct that the pupils shall he separated and placed in
*different rooms for the pwapose of religious exercises as

"may he convenient.®

We belisve that the foregoing proposals will remove

‘ wmf'.vel 1-founded grievancs.

If the objection of the miqprity be that the schools
are Protestant,as alleged in some of their petitions, then
the objeotlon can he fully and finally disposed of by complete

seoularization. : '

If the real objection be the desire to have along
with efficiends.seoular adwmh¥enax education,proper religious
training,then the second r.lan proposed offers an effeotive

webhod of attaining the ouject desired. In fact it is

.m'q&.‘\ll‘ -..Au;.’.;» - L-uad;-
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difficult'to coficeive what Wotter plan could bé proposed even
were we dealing with'a ‘5 stem of schodls entirely Catholic:

It would Ye in any event mecessary’td havée sono general pro-
vision as' Lo the time nllotted”for' rell, lous exerdibes’ ang
téaching. = The individudl'¥ohddl voul d' ot Ve permitlied tgact
without e b raint: ‘THé’tihe'sﬁggéStéd 30ehs to'bo a redsonabd
and Suffioishit proportion of the s chbol h¥urs ahd the hour’

in the @ay"i's wdoubtedly thé modt .cénvehlent for thb ope ¢

eration of thé cohdeiehbe claisei 't it . T ort a0 T

¢ . . - M ;. N L x . . .
- v A R . .a‘ . g ', ,_.."'- 3 .“\." . . ey

' At the same time no dlgtlnctlon of any klnd botneun
denominations would be made Absnintelv equal rights would._
prevail. HNon-wathblics desiring a- greaten’amount of religious
ins fon than' is given 'at’ brosent might earry out $hdir: -
viows. Whild this dssirabls end'woald be aocompli shed the
unlformlty”qnd efficienoy of thp aohopls to which the ohildren

of all denominatlons would go would remain absolutely unime
o ‘ #

'|I

i o

palred and unaffected. Coy
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Mani toba Hotel, Winniper,

March 31a3t., 18060,

Henorabla Cliffeorda Sifton,

Honcratle J. Do Cameron,

Gontlenmen,~
¥a Ley leave tc¢ acknowlzdge youe comiiunioatacn
iLcJ yesierday, and xrittgn fn reply to our sugyesliong for geillonoent ‘
of the Manitota Solock Questxon.‘ ’ ‘
Ne repret Lo find that there Loes been Bowe mAs- ‘
agarahension as e any unideratonding upon #hi1oh the Gonroercnoe #ag pro- [

1 o j
a2ciel s#ith, Ao to the first of thooe matters menticned by youp d¢ i

understand chb chts to be that you insisted that no turther consider-
ation ¢f the Reredial Dall should be grésso4 for Ly the Dominion Govorn-
rant until tolday (Tuesday) ani thﬁn we directed y ur .ienivien w the l
announaenent to that affeot in the newspapers of the day, anl havang

avary 1a2sire to ﬁeeb your wishos f0 further promisod LC oonuaunigate #ith i
the Deminicn Govarnmont ashing that the Diil be not taken up on Friday.
This communioaticn e sent. ant #o wore>5§ zuch auprxseJ uis youruelves'i,
t¢ f£inl that late ¢n the nxyht of the Friday prtiing Lho Lall was 2dvandodd
a staro. We ‘eannot cay what conaideration foroed tha Covernmont ho the
conolusioh that thaz ntepAWau necensary, ~nd wp_cinoeroly roureb tliae any
misunlerstanling has diioeh‘as to 3~pciﬁc‘upqn whioh wo oarriad out what
4o telievel to te our anéarqmdnt;rﬁha‘updn Jhioh o did all o could to ‘
hava ycur ighes obs@ried. ‘ |

Ao te the *ocond rattor whxoh you mention, thero

gecms to hmva been a olonr and pporhays not unnatuﬁ&l mqaanderstuanng _

bev:oen us. ve unlerstodi yog to stiuulace thct VLGn nhe JchOGl uodtLOB

29 b“ttloi tle Remcdial Bill would Yo thhdradn.y&nl 49 dzd non modn W

lond vou to. bolteve that thte 03 to toke pluoo a8 uoon os an agreemont




objootions. ?encrml,nnd opeoxdl, ph;oh you uﬁae uro suoh nn bo‘ eoossar;?
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nae arrived ab ‘between ua. awd tho oonoludxng parpgruph of our gsupyestions

therexorc ewprosced our und rstnnjing of wh*t wag orxgxnally agrecd ugon.-

ne retér to thoue oueattons vhich arc 1n nhomselvoa unxmportant in orler

to remcve from the nontroversy ﬁll manterq of @ poraonal ohurnoter.
A £64 words aro neoessary na bo tho oharaoter of our

momorandum; It‘ﬁws pub 1n general tenns ag a 3uggostel bagis upon ‘which

'our futuro disouasione thht proc ed nith a view to a uOOuxblo urroement

of 111 umrties 1ntereetod;v It 1svtherefore‘0pen mo some 01 thc objeot~.

iong raisad by you innomuoh ns it dooc not deal with decaxrls, and pro--

fesges only to lay ﬂown vroal lines upcn nhsoh lerxélntton might be drawn.

In addition to this wo must premise that\suflxoxcnt

~woight 18 not given by you to £he undoubteq'logal ponxtion ol the Roman

Oatholios. ~Undor the Judymont ol the Judxoiul Gommxttoo of the Prxvy

‘Counoil und the Romedqu Order they oortaxnly havo 1mportunb legal rights

in aonnection with Separate Sohcols, and whxlo ‘the ‘Dominion Parl)ament
may hnvo‘juhicdidttdn to enforce some or all ol those rights,it 1is un~
1voréally acknowl odged that thia could be done #ith wore advantage w all -

partics by the LOOSI Lopislnturo. and for chio:reasdn ¥0 ara holding this

~.:Oon£0renoe. B N disnuasion of the dtaudvnntngea of. Separate och0013 13

therofora 1n our view not rolovant to the prosonb oituahxon. and 18 llholy

to raiac nislaadinr iesuea. In our view mUoh of your nrgumont mxaaoa xcs

mark. beoauao you havo not raoognised tho prosont pouitxoﬁ of atfaxre. nnq
"da\lt wtch our suygeot!on EY: oomparod witb a regllar syston or 3093rat6 3

- Sohool s such s mxghtrbe 5 tablxahod under tha Bemediol Bxll. o under th

¥, l

ol} ayetcm, but hnvo rather oontanol your attontion ﬁd mnxn;aaning than
our nroposittan would 1nvolvc soma,of thp dnuvbaoks ot these‘othex Sohooll~

(e deeply regrot Ohnu yqv;have tolt obl;;ed to réaeotaf

in

our proposttion. and #ith all, nggr&ﬁgp tt 4bea¢not nppqar to uuﬁghwu‘tht

»
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involve sc 3eriocus 4 step. Ii would serve néluséfﬁinpurposd rer us to.
3UHKRPL cur vies with ani détaﬂled 1 gument, but congguncEAf sonsider-
Aﬂtitﬁf iny fa zivnndcd'{é to the three objadtioné'updﬁ urfnotpié éhxohir
you menticn: viz: (1) thai our plan would divide the gopuluixonfihtoui* !

t+c classes, Rcmnn Cathclics ant Prctcsbantd. giving tho fcrmor olnss 3

.

»rivzleyes ag qgminet ‘the Iatter; (2) that 1v would escablxah a sya«em

cf Strte su»nortel oo;mrate oohools. an‘ (3) thnt the #hcle -ahool organ- .

1:ation noull te woleiod to an unusual ettent tc erny LIRS (179 uOOOFJ .

xlth the Separate Sehecl prinoiple. A8 to the Lirsi of ibeaevobjeobxons .

ve rmay otgerve thai the separation of the Roman Cathclics as a ¢luss

lces net arige from cur sugrestion, in i3 made by tha Ooﬁstzautiqu and

Arises o3 tc them because they hapuen L& be a minoriiy cf tho populationy:

It ic intocurate Lo say that any privilege 15 given o them 43 aguinst

the rest of tha posulation. 1t 15 only the righteconforred on the min-.

ortty Yy the Congtituticn that are in question, Iho'problémiybeseq}ed""

1n t1o Selicol Question 15 to seoure to them thear just and rdnful‘oriv;lé.
°ycs unider the ’onst;iutidn in ouck a mohher 4§ t onuse tho miniTwa of |
intcrrcrenoe 41tthhe Public aOhOCl By tem of ‘Man) wba, ana'xq:&hdﬂuﬁxei

we thank our surtcstion hua*mortten e

u
"."

Roman Cathclxo pOpulatlcn CLntribute thdir share or ull ta(acxgw for

. AR
vy o ‘vl
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: ren. lt 19 NoN 1 ouostion of the vole ot thnt eluoatton 1n vxea 01 tha

-‘rirh 3 h~l1 r; Lho minori.y undor the Gon txtutxon. Tha contenzxon,&hat

:

'Itlo syst on we- pGCosa wouid ro Unluly ow:onnxvo and Lhc ltmx»abtons on

-or\xn*ry Sepqra'o Gotool prxvxlogcs ombodxed xn our propoazwxon. wxll bé

Y ? kK n"

acns1 lerel lutor on. Ingofar as therc 15 any pﬁxhotplc vtolaual bv ﬂhew ,:

. a:»lxoanion GfvaYOB ‘to bhe svpnorb or sohbola tn abzoh aouan batholtg
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cr unlar tho Tewedral Dill »f it became law, ‘Anq 1f thisc be 5o even
the arpument from’efrlciency‘ia all upon,iho éide of brxnﬁftﬁe Rpmah
Catholics amicatly within the Publio‘Sohccl'SysLém by sone such maghod
as we suprest, | |

Your séccnl objeotion in detnal secma icunded on a

. 1
nigaparhansion, Gur rmomorandum was drawn in general terms; and Jad not
. ¢ N . ;

in any sense intend to exolude the prinecaple of eleotion on ‘the part oin |
loman Jathelios, a princinle which 15 cléméntary.-and whioh 18 embo&xed

in th> Remedial Lill,

As to your third obgoetxbn.“wo cannot agree that thore
wreuld Y2 any Spooxwlkdiaaannfaée in having:ﬁomnn cutholxd pﬁxldben in a
sesarate room a5 distinpuished frob teaohing them an 3 30p0rato buildxng. {
It wculd seem to be quite ns oﬁjeoixchahto*én;prrncxylo w seuarﬁto them i
for relipicus eXercises,as one of your odn 802ygstzond wouig ;anl;e.

. ¥e ounncl al topether fcllow your reasoﬁing Qxch reg-
seet Lo the financial objeotions.  As tefore stated the Rotan Vatholics
must aay their ghare of the taxation, te it great or smull, uﬁd’1ﬁ eeturn
thoy have a right to eduontlonul privilovos. Tho Sohool Lnka‘bro rdlf‘or
finaneinl nnomwlxea. s ggours lor ox;mplo 1u the ocase ot a woalthy wan’ -
nithouc chxlﬂron 2.3 compared thh a poor msn lhO hag a lAr?e 1\m11y. 'iqu-
ctaarve that in Cntaric anl in banitoba prlor bo 1890 a- Separate Sohool
onull not be eﬂt\‘liahcd unloau the rutoe with the bagxsla»xvo grant oould
P‘i\tﬂin it, and quppest that cur propoattxon 13 haulty in that ths iq‘
nol racecenized,’ ‘Youv”nrpnmant on“this heud‘ioaestwezeht xhen ;b;xg,oon-f
siderel that we vrcéposged -hat thera nrmuld be xn Lonns unl villagea uwonbyl
ACivc. ant in aitios f1fty, Roman Oatholic ohxldron tefore Lhe) oould a3k
for a genaral? rocm or bLtldtng. whilo unler tho old lav beforo 1890, un~

- der-- the ?ewedxal Bx)l. and evon Andar., your oan. etxscxna lQﬂ. thn prabenoa

,or ten ohtldron only ts ncoescary to tha estnbl:ahmenc ‘of u Gohool st-




triot; »ﬁo must ngain direot your dtﬁenttcﬁicp the evident gdiéﬁiagqgi
" in po!n£ oﬁﬁoéonomy‘ofrthersyntom 40 proﬁOQQVOVOr,the"bid Qyéteﬁ{'5VéE i
.ohools undor Lhe Renedial Ball,: and pnrtioularly over the 0‘18v1D8
utub cfl m(ratra wlerc an xmyortunt GO\L\OP ci the publto had uo pay
Sohocl taxes and in ndlitxcn r&?ls oompelled from ooﬁonentxoue m;czvoo
~ tc"eiuqnte Lheir children at their O«n expense, Ihererwoull‘be no ex~ ‘
uenééé of bévwnizntidn exfherigeﬁégal or'looal; Th= uumosn that oan be
‘Asaxl 18 that tb wcull cost the whole communxty th xnoreaae 1n etuonae,
1f any, ohigh wculd necoaanrily te’ 1nvolvad in the Rcman Catholie ohila-
ren b@;nr-eduoﬁféﬁ topéther in one roon‘oﬁ_in onz2 buillxng‘uo comp;rqq
with eduha:ihg then soattered imongnt'tﬂQ rest of thé"aoﬁéﬁl ohfldrbh.‘gﬂn
¥t ic only 1n small mixed conmunxtioc’chit.thtéldc;ibfbo a'séﬁ{oua Kteﬁ.:;

e note yeur obJeotion thwt thin moull be an oifensive aeihed ot comuell~

inr one portion of ‘the pGOpIO to pay ror the eduoatxon and sectarian re~l 

\“.

" lipioug traininp of the remainder, and must agaxn remand you thau an
uri,éthfb”your own aftern&tive surﬁestxon 1s7ocuallj oﬁJBSExbdaﬁld ve-

= ouuse oonoeivably the Roman Cntholxos unlor your syatom mtghg p&y a- oom~;11

4

'pwratively innipnifioant uhnre or taxutton and yet you prc:ose nhat thox
; ~reltrion shall rq taurht them- 1n tho Schools.f~ﬁe muab rurthor draw you'

abtertxon to the rlagrunt anustﬁoe of che preaent nyatem. uh;oh ocmpelsﬁv
.- . “’. N % k) g
nonﬁn Cntholion to oonbributo te bohool@ to wach they cnnnot Oonsezen§~;

‘ zoualy eend their ohtldren. nhd we Luf to cubﬁtt tha» thig Laot Jeserveafl

‘.,l,,...

duo woirht 1nd ccnsxlcrut.on 1n thxs conneccxon. {t 18 o be 1uruhor

‘ notel thﬂt the Aomﬂn Catholxos aarneatly dcairo a ccmplete syatom ot f“

o@pwratﬂ c‘ools on Jhioh only phexr own money #ould be ex:anded,

I3

",‘“"WSS!W Of POW tm“far agG thiu. qt‘f{"‘é’_ j»b%h‘“*
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atstraot., We had preat hope  that whnt wo suggested woul:l cotunend 1 ¢~

2V to your iulpnent ag A’ pr\oticmble sohcme doxng reauoanly subutanj

ti1al JustiL? to all cl"sx'~ '8, and gacuring that hnrmony and Lranguxllxuy

whinh are poirhaps more than anythang elsc tc Le des;rod in ‘a ycung and

Frewing corrunity such as 15 now engaged in tho tagk dovelqptng §HQ
resourcaa ¢f Manitoba.
The grcund taken in yeur [1fth cbjocticn has been

teuatied on the preceding remarka. As to clausc tic ct our memoraudwn}

your cbjecticns cctil 1 be met by provisions as to letaxl.. 1L Jeerod
the orivilege ¢t tenching relipgion could -be lamaited tona certoin time

in the Sehools_attendei by Roﬁnn Cathelios. The point'thL gﬁévxaxon“J

s oertanly ﬂoll taken and 15

curta in a2ccordance with our views, which were 1n thic respect 1mpcr~ }

cf2etly expressed in tho merorandum, Neither of the prouosxtxona dhxoh

_you make would aa it 3ppears'tq'us rexove the sange of‘dnjﬁnz‘credunenp'
cexisting amonpst the minority, nor wculid they‘ycnsesé the elemohis"df;
permanency and freedom fren friction in ddmtnistratxcn ghioh nre.oertaxn-?
1y neacdsary ler o Clnal ani geudnbie.aolutxon ciAekxating di;fxoultxea, f

WeTonoe” MCre 1f;éal W you in the” 1ntéf§§za or Lhé"”j
p .

svecle pooulation of the Provinoe, xnleed of che Doman;on. aa «ell os *"5Q4

the 1ntereﬁts or. the minority, o reocnsiler the deuxsxbn at «hxoh you

& olaneg of the setplement vhxoh NC 30 eurnest{y desire.
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fiovernment Buildings, Winnipeg,
April lst, 1890,
Honorable Arihur k. Dickey,
Honowable Alphonse Dosjardins,

Sir Doraldl A. Smith, K. C.M(G.

fentl smen, -

We have the honovr to submit herewith our
views upon youy n'.ev~15i'z1ndnnx of vostarday. As remarkod by
yourselves in you» merorandum a lenpgthened rafersance to
the, objcaetions raisea Lo yonr tirst sugves:ions will not serve
any valuable purpose at the prasant stage of the discussion.
Our purpose in stating the ohjections was to giva you our
view as to ‘ne results whieh would follow from ‘ha plan pro-
pesad,or any similar plan,

The point of difficulty in arriving at a
basis of snttlerent seems to e very clearly defined.

You mzintain that, in the words of your memorandum, the

Roman fatholics'certainly have important laoral rights in
*somnect ion with ceparate S¢ ools®, and that your idea ol the
obinrat of tne conference is to give effect to thosa rights in
t.he most unobjectionable way,through the action of the
Legislatura of the Province. |

We hold on the contrary tihet the consti-
tution sives the Roman Catholics no legal rigshts in reference
t.o Separats Schools, except the right of appeal undor which
the ¥ederal®authority muv, or may noil, restore any rights

fomaorly onioyed undser Provincial legislation,

Your proposition aims at tho legal re-

cognition by the Lepgisl abure of Manitoba of the right of the




D

Koman fatholie people to separate tor school purposes.

Our proposition aims at femoving every practizal objection to
tha present. system without civing a leral richt to separata.
We understand that by Order-in-Council your authorily is
limited t» makine a settlemont satisfactory to the minority,
and that as a matter of fact the minority will accept nothing
short of Statutory reesognition of the rieht of separation.

Wo repard ouvrselves as precludea by our declaration of policy
precoeding our last election from assentine to such Statutory
recosnition., While joining with you in the earnest desire

to reach a setiflement ,we are unable to sugrest any way of

reconciling these two propositions.

We are of the opinion that there would be no ob-
jection on principle to the plan we propose,and that its prac-
tical operation would prove to bhe very satisfactory. It
wonld give substantial velisf on every material matter wit h-
out, legml separation. If the minority insists on lesal
separation thers does not seem to be any possibility of
reaching a basis of compromise. ’

We cannot but express our regret and disappointment
at tho failure ol our nevotiations. We assumod when a con=-
ference was as:ed for by the waderal fGovermment,with full
knowladge of the fact that we were clearly estopped by the
terms of the Order-in-Council of December 20th, 1895 from
assanting to the re-establishment of separate schools in any
form,that it was with the object of securing substantial

modifi cations,which vhile falling short of the principle of

separation, would remove every alleged reason for Roman

Catholic opposition to the use of the public schoolg,

We think that the proposition which we have made would

if adopted, remove every such reason,and it is therefore

T
”
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such & proposition as we believed you had como prepared fo
acenpt. Its non-acceptance apparently is due to the deter-
mination o! the minority to insist upon tne most extreme,and
in our opinion, msomd view of their leeoal rigshts,

We entared upon the task of seeking a settlement of
the aouestion at is=we in thoe face of prave and obvious dif-
fienltias,

Im the tirst place, co far as the re-establishmant
of saparnte schools is concernéd,hhe quastion has for years
been considered settled so far as the people of tais Province,
Lo whom wa are rosponsihle.-nre concernad .

In the next plnce we have hitherto believed that a

State alded separate school system,and that only,would be
accapted by the minority. This view we have repeatedly

statad,and we have not yet bhem authoritatively informed to

the contrary.That our contention in this respeci-was,and is
correct is shown by your proposition which indubitably moans
o system of schools separating by law Protestants from Roman
Catholics and wholly dependsnt for support upon municipal
tagntion and the Logiglative grant.

It appeurs alsﬁthntany settloment between the Government of
tha Dominion and that of Manitoba must,by the very terms of
your instructions,be subject to the sanction of a third party,
and while all tk members of both Govarmments might approve
of our proposit.ion,or any other submitted as containing
everylhing that in reason and in equity ought to be conceded,
neverthel ess that approval would he worthless without, the
sunct.ion of the representatives of the minority.

In a word wo are absolutely debarred from conceding a system

of Roman Catholic and State aided separate schools while the

T
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vepresentatives of the minority, and,as an consequence,the ]
Federal fGovernment,will accept nothing less.

In conclusion we have the honor to state that not-
withstanding the failure of the present nerotiations,the
Government of the Province will always be prepared to re-
ceive and discuss any sugrestions which may be made with a

view to removing any inequualities that may be shown to exist

in the present law. .






