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) THE CHALLENGE,

'3133 duty fncumbent upon all who

yre the welfare of education in this

province at heart to study earnestly

Mwe(ul{y ‘thc remarkable editorial

repw;mced on this page from a recent

ique of the Canadian Ruthenian,
ore of the nor-English-speaking

Catholic weeklies published in this

otr. The editorial  has the

merit * Of being concice, clear
snd, above all, frank. From first to
ust the editorial bresthes the spirit
sith which the Catholic hierarchy in
yanltaba is animated. In every line
4 betrays the intention to exploit all
se non-English-speaking natlonalitles
f the Province in the attempt to
eate here separate racial schools.

Firstly, it will be profitable to con-

dder what the claim of the Ruthenian
(a.holies, put forward with such bold-
ress and confidence, to a right by
watural law” to Ruthenian teaching
fa schools where Rithenian children
are present in considerable numbers
implies. In the fiscal year 1913-1914
there entered Canada, according to
ofclal returns, immigrants represent-
inz some thirty specified non-English-
speaking nationalities, not to mention
those comprised under the heading,
»Other Nationalities.”

According to the Canadian
Ruthenlan, every one of these thirty
or more non - English - speaking
mationalities, Iucluding Armenians,
(hinese, Hindus, Japanese, Rou-
mualens, Servians, Syrians, Turkish,
we, has a right by “natural law” to
hw its chilldren taught their mother

e in any public school which

Ly attend. | .

i Such a natural right, of course, does
sexist. Merely to state the implica-
tn of the Canadian Ruthenian’s
tafm I8 to refute it. If the majority
‘a3 State or Province is not to de-
tde questions of cducation, but is to
'tccept interpretations of *‘natural

“ " by organs published in the

hterests of special privilege, the re-
jit can be none other than anarchy
1d chaos.

n regard to a civil right to the

tacklng of the Ruthenian language in
khols where Ruthenian children
J loma 2 considerable number of the
vilk, the Canadian Ruthenian is, or

2t have been, on much better

g, But with true ultramontane

{sibgenuousnmess it endeavors  to

tiblish a civil right to Ruthenian
¢athlng for the whole of Canada, re-
fslng 1o face the fact that Manitoba

8 la this respect, an exception to

a aer Provinces.

Yot a single word is said by the

Gamadian Ruthenlan, It will be noticed,

fith regard to the famous bilingual
g'2¢ fn the Manitoba Public Schools
~ %t Under this clause the Ruthenians

W every other nationality in the

.t-arld bave at least a present civil

"t to the teaching of their mother

fge In any public school where ten
.#'ulelr nationallty are enrolled.
_ deatly the Canadian Ruthenian
“uciders this clause a dangerous
. A Ipr the rights its so vehemently

Certe,

e truth is that only in the Pro-
of Manitoba, out of the nine
¢e8 forming the Dominion of

. have the Ruthenians or any

Rh'uﬂsnsh - speaking nationality,

fthan the French-Canadians, the

“ow of n statute right to bilingual

.h?‘hhlg. The Canadian Ruthenian

"ently does not desire to face that

%ilon, and therefore tries to cstab-

4 brond Canadian right to bi-

lapey) Echaols.

f:;gﬁ of some importance to us in

: h?ba to note, en passant, that.the
;:idlan Ruthenian alleges' that the
Iﬁg:ol Boards of Montreal and Quebec
. k¢ teachers who know “very
1 ,Po":}lﬂ any language other than
mia lhor Ruthenian.” 1f this is the
.'a l;.,, g reference must certainly be
Gles atholic School Boards of the
™ amed. Be this as it may, ths
_uent of the Canadian Ruthienian
-;mznpelﬂquent confirmation of the
-hm]ress criticism of the Slav bi-
:‘-ﬂadl Schools of Manitoba. The
hﬂ:eh?n Ruthenian, the organ of the
“ Objenn Catholics of Manitoba, sees
b S!avcuon to the employment in
.ﬁbo;c _hmngual schools of teachers
-“e?“ﬂpeak “very little” English,
l'*"irchl'le hand of the St. Boniface
aHmmi’kis to be scen all through
o .R : ghle editorial of the Cana-
iy ltuwhenlan. Who else would
ilére : orth while to point out that
~F e Btate steps in and assists



the schools of a Ruthenian district it
has the right to demand that “there
“shall also be taught the officlial lan-
“guages of <Canada,.. English. and
“French.” Agaln, there {8 much signi-
ficance in the remark of the Caunadian
Ruthenian that the Ruthenfan political
sqiropaganda for.“our just righta" will
have the support “of the “whole
“French community.” -

If this utterance. of the Canadian
Ruthenian serves to-arouse those o)
our citizens who belioeve in the .de-
‘velopment of & common Canadian
‘nationhood and in the fostering of a
‘common Canadian citizenshlp, to the
danger of Intrigues and agitations
‘which are going on at this hour in
;Manitoba, it will have done good
‘rather than harm. The alternative
fldeals before the people of Manitoba
are now at least well defined and
clear. The avowed object of the Cana-
dian Ruthenlan, of .the whole press
organized by Archbishop Langevin,
‘and the dellberate policy of the Roblin
"Government by the Importation of
‘men llke Karmanski, and by similar
political effulgences, is to perpetuate
in DManltoba a Canadian UKralune, a
Canadlan Poland, and any other
Nationalist Bphe[e of influence which
the nationality in question feels itsclf
nolltically strong cnough to demand
from Premier Moblin and his col-
leagues.

The other idenl is the genuinely
ceducational ideal. This consists In
regarding and using bilingual {each-
ing, in settlements where one natlon-
ality predominates, as an educational
means of Introducing non-English-
gpeaking children to Canadian ideals
and Canadian customs. It I8 at least
a moot point whether the non-ling-
lish-speaking child is better intro-
duced to mnew ideals and customs
through the medium of Its mother
tongue or not. In these clrcumstances,
it seems‘to be the more Iiberal policy
to give the child the benefit of the
doubt and use Its mother- tongue,
where this is feasible as in the solid
settlements, in the teaching of Eng-

lish.
There must be no mistake or misg

understanding, however, as to the end
sought. The end sought is the intro-
duction of the non-English-speaking
child to Canadian nationality and
Canadian citizenshlp, in. the interest
of the child and of the whole com-
munity. And, further; there must be
no misunderstanding that in all this
the honest and adequate teaching of
the English language is a first con-
sideration and a sine qua non. Fin-
ally, it may be stated, as the Free
Press has stated on innumerable oc:
casions, that in the. consideration of
this bilingual question the French-

Canadians occupy a position different
from that of any other non-English-

' spealdng nationality.
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