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   “The Vector PollTM on Public 

Opinion in Ontario” released the 

results of a survey in May of this 

year.  Among other issues, it cov-

ered the public’s opinion on our 

education system. 
 

   One of the questions was: 

 “Q.  It has been proposed that 

the Ontario government end the 
current system of funding both the 
Catholic school boards and public 
school boards. 
    Instead there would be one 
school system with schools in 
each official language, English 
and French. The schools would 

not be connected with any reli-
gion, but schools might teach 
about religions. 
   Please indicate how much you 
support or oppose a single pub-
lic school system in English and 
French instead of having sepa-
rate Catholic and public school 
systems... strongly support, 
somewhat support, somewhat 
oppose or strongly oppose.” 
 

   The results of this question are 

shown below and clearly indi-

cate that a majority of those 

polled in each category support a 

single  school system. 
 

   Another question asked was:  
 

O. [Base: respondents who sup-
port a single public school sys-
tem]    Why do you support having 
one public school system instead 
of separate Catholic and public 
school systems? Is it more be-
cause it would save the govern-
ment money or more because you 
oppose the government funding 
religious schools? 
 

61% of all supporters said it was 

because “It would save money.” 
 

Among Roman Catholics, 86% 

said that “It would save money.  

 

Of those with no religious affilia-

tion, 58% responded that it was 

because they “oppose the govern-

ment funding religious schools.” 
 

QUESTION:  Why doesn’t the 

Ontario government pull public 

funding for RC separate schools? 
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The following was broadcast 
on CBC  at 
 
http://www.cbc.ca/listen/
shows/the-180/
segment/12975428 
 
A transcript of the above inter-
view follows: 
 
CBC announcer:    Jim Brown 
interview with Charles Pascal, 
Professor at the Institute for 
Studies in Education. 

Jim Brown (J.B.)  Public funds 
shouldn't pay for separate 
schools.  If an Ontario group 
gets its way it will make that 
claim in court by way of a con-
stitutional challenge. The 
group, called One Public Edu-
cation Now, or OPEN, argues 
the funding of Ontario Sepa-
rate school systems with tax 
dollars violates the Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms. While 
OPEN wants to make the 
funding of separate schools an 
issue in Ontario, my next guest 
hopes it spurs on similar 
movements right across the 
country. And Charles Pascal 
hopes they all succeed. Charles 
Pascal is a professor at the On-
tario Institute for studies in 
Education and he joins me 
now from Toronto. Hello. 

Charles Pascal (C.P.)   Good to 
be with you. 

J.B. Glad you could join us. 
Why should governments stop 
putting tax dollars into the 
separate school systems? 

C.P.  One answer is that it is 
2017 instead of 1867 when a 
deal was made to form the 
country we are celebrating in a 
few weeks that there would be 
funding of Catholic school-
ing.   But, you know, flash for-
ward 150 years, we are living 
in a multicultural     society 
with lots of other religions that 
need to be respected and the 
notion that a single religious 
education schooling system 
receives public money is simp-
ly an anachronism. 

J.B.  Now this group in Ontario 
is hoping to make this a char-
ter challenge.  Let's talk a little 
about that.  How do you bal-
ance one person's right to free-
dom of religion with another 
person's right to equality un-
der the law? 

C.P.  Well.  I have no problem 
with the human rights edict 
and understanding that people 
should feel uninhibited about 
practicing their religion of 
choice.  And that practice 

should be part of what takes 
place in homes and churches 
and synagogues and mosques 
and, in my case, a nice stroll 
through a nearby park for a 
morning meditation of the val-
ues I care about.  So the notion 
of the right to practice religion 
is one thing, but the right for 
public money to go into one 
religion simply doesn't add up 
in our current environ-
ment.   So for me, it's well past 
the time to move on.   Now 
this group in Ontario, look, I 
used to be an Ontario deputy 
minister and a big believer in 
the appropriate notion of gov-
ernments leading and when it 
comes to the politics of this 
particular issue, it's basically 
the third rail.  It's a toxic polit-
ical issue and somehow prem-
iers who have come and gone, 
certainly in my province of 
Ontario, they don't want to 
touch it even though probably 
about 70% of Ontarians proba-
bly agree that it's time to end 
Catholic school funding.   But 
the 30% who don't want to 
touch it are a little bit more 
vociferous about retaining the 
deal that was made in 1867.  

J.B. We thought that would 
happen when John Tory was 
leading the provincial PCs. 
And he proposed something 

It's time to end public funding  
of Roman Catholic separate schools 

 
 

An interview with Charles Pascal, 
Professor, Ontario Institute for Studies in Education 

http://www.cbc.ca/listen/shows/the-180/segment/12975428
http://www.cbc.ca/listen/shows/the-180/segment/12975428
http://www.cbc.ca/listen/shows/the-180/segment/12975428
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founded political fear.  Nowa-
days politics has become so 
visceral and so antagonistic 
that maybe the premier of the 
day, to-day and yesterday sees 
this as something that will just 
create toxicity during a cam-
paign and that opposition 
leaders will play around with it 
and you don't want things like 
religion and other kinds of dif-
ficult social issues to be thrown 
up to the wind.  I think basical-
ly it takes a premier to 
say:  You know what, once in a 
while it's all about simply do-
ing the right thing.  What is the 
right thing to do?   And I find it 
indefensible that in the year 
2017 public money goes to one 
religion and we are missing the 
opportunity for a more plural-
istic comparative empathetic 
understanding of all religions 
by having a singular secular 
system with a course about re-
ligion and one that explains 
how people can be agnostic or 
atheistic but still have common 
values that seem to be in con-
cert with all the major reli-
gions when you boil it down to 
what informs positive, respect-
ful, behaviour in your family 
and your community. 

J.B.  So it sounds like what you 
are saying is, there is a lack of 
political will in your province 
and because of that groups like 
OPEN have no choice but to 
use the courts. 

C.P.  Exactly.   And you ask me 
why in Ontario, and I don't un-
derstand it.   I don't under-
stand why somebody doesn't 
say, look, is it the right thing to 
do or not?  And if it's the right 

thing to do, I understand gov-
ernments are pathologically 
risk averse.  I know that, I 
used to work in government in 
the public service so I under-
stand the risk aversion of the 
very nature of government but 
there have been examples of 
politicians who asked the 
question, what's the right 
thing to do?   And they do it 
and they go unscathed because 
it wasn't that big a deal.  I can 
think of some examples of pol-
iticians who have done that in 
Ontario and basically things 
were followed with tons of 
support. 

J.B. Charles Pascal, thank you 
very much for joining us. 

C.P: Thanks so much, Jim. 

J.B.  Charles Pascal is a profes-
sor at the Ontario Institute For 
Studies in Education or OISE 

 

ABOUT the Institute  

 

http://www.oise.utoronto.ca/ 
 

 

   OISE is recognized as a 

global leader in graduate 

programs in teaching and 

learning, continuing teacher 

education, and education  

research. We are the largest 

and most research-intensive 

institute of education in  

Canada and one of the larg- 

est in North America. For 

more than a century, OISE 

has helped to transform     

education in Ontario, 

throughout Canada and 

around the world.   

similar in an election cam-
paign. 

C.P. What John did, look, I had 
a fairly extensive conversation 
with John and also one of my 
favourite premiers of all time, 
William Grenville Davis, at the 
time and I understand that 
John was acting out of a com-
mitment to equity as his ver-
sion of equity applied.  It basi-
cally meant since we fund 
Catholic schools, let's provide 
public money to schools of oth-
er religions in the name of eq-
uity.  Well, two wrongs don't 
make a right.  The fact that this 
group in Ontario is bringing a 
litigious argument forward, on 
the one hand, it's too bad that 
governments aren't leaning on 
this.  On the other hand, there 
comes a point in time where 
there is a notion of bringing 
forth litigation.  It is probably 
seen my some, and this group 
is obviously one group, that be-
lieves that (litigation) is basi-
cally the last resort. 

J.B.  Is there something about 
Ontario, I mean Quebec has 
done this? Newfoundland has 
done this.  I actually covered 
the education referendum in 
Newfoundland. They put it to a 
vote and the secular system 
won.  The politicians all got re-
elected, life went on.  What is it 
about Ontario? 

C.P.  That's a great question.   I 
had this discussion with the 
last several number of Ontario 
premiers, and they all respond 
with furrowed brows and the 
notion that this is the third rail 
and there is, I think, an un-

http://www.oise.utoronto.ca/oise/Academic_Programs/index.html
http://www.oise.utoronto.ca/oise/Academic_Programs/index.html
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   I am in agreement with Reva 
Landau (founder of One Public 
Education Now) that there should 
be one non-denominational, two-
language public-school system and 
parent James Sutton that there’s no 
reason to stay the way we are. 

Quebec and Newfoundland put an 
end to their publicly funded de-
nominational school systems. 

Those who claim that public fund-
ing of Catholic schools is sacro-
sanct under the Constitution Act of 
1867 need to be reminded that this 
act follows common-law princi-
ples, similar to that of the United 
Kingdom. 

Common law is most certainly ac-
tivist, in stating that it “does not 
consist of absolute, fixed and in-
flexible rules, but rather of broad 
and comprehensive principles 
based on justice, reason and com-
mon sense . . . its principles have 
been determined by the social 
needs of the community and have 
changed with changes in such 
needs . . . are susceptible of adap-
tation to new conditions, interests, 
relations and usages as the pro-
gress of society may require.” 

John Clubine, Etobicoke 

 
   People who suggest that mergers 
do not save money confuse mer-
gers with amalgamations, which 
do not save money. 

An amalgamation like Toronto’s 
simply stuck together several mu-
nicipalities, which did not overlap. 
A merger would be like Toronto 
having two fire departments, one 
serving public houses and the other 
serving Catholic houses, each de-
partment having its own stations, 

trucks, staff, equipment and ad-
ministrations. A merger would 
obviously produce very signifi-
cant savings. 

Merging two (actually four) over-
lapping school systems in each 
municipality would produce huge 
savings in transportation, admin-
istration, maintenance and capital 
costs. It would also allow children 
of all different faiths to learn and 
play together and make it easier to 
maintain a school in every com-
munity. 

It is time to take the next logical 
step to ensure more funding to 
educate all of our Ontario stu-
dents. 

William Phillips, Toronto 
 

Friends of Catholic    

education take their 

case to Ontario         

politicians   

The Catholic Register   May 30  2017 

 

 

    Friends and Advocates for Catholic 

Ecation made their collective presence 

known May 29 at Queen's Park during 

the group's annual lobby day appearance. 

“It is important that the people at 

Queen's Park see how closely togeth-

er all the partners (in Catholic educa-

tion) are working,” said Ann Haw-

kins, president of the Ontario English 

Catholic Teachers Association. “It is 

important that the MPPs get to see 

that.” 

 

Representatives from the Catholic 

teachers union, the Ontario Catholic 

Schools Trustees' Association and 

the Assembly of Catholic Bishops of 

Ontario — the three groups which 

make up Friends and Advocates for 

Catholic Education — spent the day 

lobbying the province's elected poli-

ticians. 
 

Hawkins said the general theme of 

those conversation was the im-

portance of supporting Catholic edu-

cation. 
 

“It is the same as every time we go 

there,” she said. “We're just looking 

for support for the Catholic educa-

tion system.” 
 

And with a series of education fund-

ing cuts manifesting into widespread 

concern about school closures, par-

ticularly in rural Ontario, that call for 

support needs to be heard louder 

than the cries of Catholic education 

critics. 
 

On May 4, a report put forward by 

People for Education suggested that 

as many as 38 Catholic schools were 

facing closure in the coming year. 

Hawkins said even the threat of 

school closures fuels criticism from 

those opposed to publicly-funded 

Catholic schools. 
 

“The reality is that any time you get 

into school closures ... the people 

who are pushing to go to a one-

school system, this is their oppor-

tunity to say let's do away with fund-

ing for Catholic schools,” said Haw-

kins. 
 

“After consulting with a number of 

those who were lobbying on behalf 

of Catholic education, Hawkins said 

it appears that the MPPs got the mes-

sage. 
 

“There were very positive responses 

from all the MPPs they met with 

from all three parties,” she said, add-

ing that Minister of Education Mitzie 

Hunter also showed support for 

Catholic education by meeting with 

the group as lobby day began. 
 

It is time to merge* Ontario's    

public and Catholic school systems 
*The word “merge”, in the context of the following quoted comments, means the  

abolition of the public funding for Roman Catholic separate schools.  

 

The items below are taken from  “Canada 24 News” 

 http://www.canada24news.com/opinion/it-is-time-to-merge-ontarios-public
-and-catholic-school-systems/6553-news 

 

Re: A call against Catholic school funding, June 5.  

https://catholicregister.org/evan-boudreau
http://civilrightsinpubliceducationinc.cmail20.com/t/r-l-jlpiild-ydltudfir-i/
http://civilrightsinpubliceducationinc.cmail20.com/t/r-l-jlpiild-ydltudfir-i/


Civil Rights in Public Education, Inc. Page 5 

More than two decades after hold-
ing a referendum on the issue,    
former Newfoundland and Labrador 
premier Brian Tobin has no reserva-
tions in saying that ending the de-
nominational school system was for 
the greater good.   
     

Voters decided on Sept. 2, 1997 to 
create a non-denominational  sys-
tem, ending entirely the right of 
churches to control education. 
 

The vote came after the first refer-
endum on the issue was challenged 
by the Roman Catholic and Pente-
costal churches, which argued the 
province didn't have the right to inte-
grate their schools. 
 

"I'm very proud of what we did and 
I'm proud of the people of New-
foundland and Labrador to embrace 
the future instead of being chained 
to the past," Brian Tobin told CBC 
Radio's On The 'Go on Tuesday. 
 

"Our capacity today, with our current 
economic challenges, to run a    
system like that, it would have been 
impossible. Our children in New-
foundland and Labrador would have 
suffered an inferior education." 

 
Results justify means. 
 

Tobin said despite the passionate 
debate that took place at the time, 
the fact that today nobody seriously 
questions the move shows that its 
implementation has been embraced 
by the people of the province. 
 

The former premier, who grew up in 
the Roman Catholic system, said it 

put him in a difficult position at the 
time to lead the charge against his 
own church's control over educa-
tion. He said it was even more of a 
challenge for then-education  min-
ister Roger Grimes, who came 
from a Pentecostal background. 
 

Tobin said the push to end the 
churches' control was not guided 
by a malice toward religion, but 
more by economic realities. 

 
"We couldn't afford it,"  
   he said." 
 

"We weren't putting our money into 
providing the best education sys-
tem for our children. We were    
putting our money into maintaining 
buildings - some of which were half 
empty - and busing people an hour 
away rather than letting them go to 
the school in their community be-
cause it wasn't a denominational 
fit." 

 
Impact of sexual assault  
   scandals 
 

When Tobin went to Ottawa in  
January 1998 to get the federal 
government's permission to amend 
the Canadian Constitution's Term 
17 to  end church control over   
education in Newfoundland and 
Labrador, he had to clearly state 
that churches would have absolute-
ly no rights over education. 
 

He said that may have seemed 
harsh at the time, especially since 
there was a sense that churches - 

especially the Catholic church - 
had been weakened in the prov-
ince in the years following various 
sexual assault scandals and inves-
tigations, such as at the former 
Mount Cashel orphanage in St. 
John's. 
 

"There's no question that the loss 
of moral authority arising out of 
those scandals unquestionably had 
some impact in the minds of New-
foundlanders and Labradorians," 
he said. "Parents in particular." 
 

Ontario’s  

 “unaffordable” cost 
 

The extra, annual, cost to Ontario 

taxpayers, to maintain the dupli-

cate, discriminatory, separate 

schools systems, is huge. 
 

Three independent calculations, 

using different methods, have re-

markably come to similar conclu-

sions - that the extra, annual cost 

is between $1.320 and $1.435 bil-

lion dollars per year.   
 

See CRIPE newsletter for Spring 

2013, Issue number 111. 
 

Then, in an article in the Ottawa 

Citizen by David Reevely in Jan-

uary of this year, he states that the 

government  “…...estimates it 

spends $1 billion a year on 

schools that are less than half 

full.”  Half full because there are 

two duplicate school systems?  
 

Using figures from a freedom of 

information request, it is easy to 

find out the cost per student for 

the four systems. Below, over a 

nine-year average, 2003 to 2011. 

French Public —       $15,100 

French separate —     $12,761 

English separate —      $7,872 

English public —         $6,668 
 

The lower the provincial enroll-

ment, the higher the cost / pupil. 

“We couldn’t afford it.” 
 

Brian Tobin—former premier of Newfoundland & 

Labrador, on ending the public funding of             

denominational education—20 years later. 
 

From CBC Radio’s “On The Go” 
https://ca.news.yahoo.com/apos-couldn-apos-t-afford-

093000621.html 
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WHO  WE  ARE 

 Civil Rights in Public 

Education, Inc. is an organization 

composed of citizens of differing 

backgrounds, living in more than 

155 communities across Ontario, 

committed to one strong public 

education system, which offers 

neither privilege nor prejudice to 

anyone. 

 

OUR  AIMS  ARE 

 To serve as advocates for civil 

rights in public education so 

that the public is informed 

about the issue of publicly-

funded separate schools.  

 To hasten the day when 

Ontario’s education policy 

recognizes the dignity and 

worth of all children, their 

right to equality, and their 

right to freedom from 

religious discrimination. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OUR  LOGO 

 Our logo is composed of a 

background scroll representing 

the charters of rights which 

guarantee fundamental freedoms 

to all individuals; the numeral “1” 

signifies equality and social unity 

in one public education system 

for each official language; the 

flame above is the universal 

symbol for freedom. 

A Thought  to  Consider 

 

Above all we must make sure that no citizen of  

Ontario, now, or ever in the future, is privileged 

or disadvantaged publicly because of his/her 

faith, or absence of faith. 

 

To be added to the mailing list, send $20.00 to 

 

     Civil Rights in Public Education, Inc. 
Box 491   Pembroke  ON  K8A 6X7 

 

Edited by Renton Patterson 

 

Phone:  613-735-5069 

 

publiced@bell.net                  www.CRIPEweb.org 
 

Finally, government is to see to it that equality of 

citizens before the law, which is itself an element 

of the common good, is never violated, whether 

openly or covertly, for religious reasons.  Nor is 

there to be discrimination among citizens.  

 

 

Pope Paul VI  Declaration on religious freedom  7 Dec. 1965 

A Point to Ponder 
 

    With regard to the payout of $10.5 million to Omar Khadr, it is inter-

esting to note the defence of the payout made by Prime Minister Justin 

Trudeau.  In general, he said that the decision was taken to defend the 

basic rights and freedoms of all Canadians.  Trudeau said that leaders 

can’t only stand up for those rights when it’s easy and popular. 

   “There is no question we were going to lose this case because gov-

ernments of different stripes violated his fundamental rights and free-

doms.   

    “Ultimately, you have to decide what kind of government you are.  

Are you a government that stands for what is right, or are you a govern-

ment that stands for what is easy?   

    “Are you willing to play the politics of division, of fear, of looking 

for partisan gain any time there is a tough decision to make, or are you 

going to stand there and make those tough decisions?” 
 

    On the solid belief that CRIPE members will come through with the 

finances necessary to carry our issue to the courts  —  what measure of 

payout do you consider we deserve? 

 

    For OPEN’s legal arguments, go to  www.cripeweb.org  click on 

OPEN, and then “Documents”. 


