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Let’s play a game...I'm going to read some quotesyandjust guess who said them.

“One of the reasons for our success as a pluraligitjcultural society is because we
bring all the kids together in the same classrooms”

“to fracture the system and to create segregadta,is the wrong way to go...In
Ontario, we've got kids from more different backgnds together than anywhere else in
the world...the system is completely inclusive”

“we do not want to see our schools divided, we diowant to see our kids divided from

one another”

These statements could be used by members of éh8arol system network to
denounce the public funding of all faith schodBut they're not. Rather, these are
guotes from the education minister, Kathleen wytenmouncing the funding of any more
faith schools.

Think of the hypocrisy. The liberals denounce puhinds to faith schools with casual
ease when asked about the Conservative multifartkept, without so much as
flinching... but they seem to keep forgetting oneriydact...we already use public

money to fund faith schools.



Progressive Conservative Leader John Tory's reemembuncement to fund faith-based
schools under the umbrella of public education, ljge Catholic schools, has generated
considerable discussion. While the Centre for Ingapplauds those who recognize the
problems inherent in our current discriminatory @&tion apparatus, where we part
company is in the belief that the public fundingwdre faith-based school systems is the
solution. The only fair, multicultural and economsiglution before us is to merge our

public secular and public Catholic boards into stteng secular school system.

Why would it be ok to fund catholic schools and atfter schools? It's time once and
for all to put to rest the lie that this is somehiograined in our constitution forever and
ever. The provinces of Newfoundland and Quebeathk Wwith higher catholic
populations that Ontario - have both added Corigirtal Amendments to recue
themselves from using public funds to finance disiratory religious schools, and have
seen public support for one school system riseedinat was done. Why can’t we do the
same. Polls by the CBC have shown that there jsrityapublic support to end all faith
based public schools, including roman catholic, eertiainly when I've gone out

petitioning almost everysingle non catholic sigmes petition.

To this important question the education minister come up with nothing better than
vague statements about how Ontario is differenhftiee other provinces and how now is
not the time to move towards One School Systene ddesn’t explain how our
difference makes it harder to move in the samectie as other provinces, nor does she
explain why now is not the time, unless the diffee has something to do with our
having a premiere who's wife teaches and whosel@lattend, the catholic school
system, which makes McGuinty’s statement in defafisbe status quo a complete

conflict of interest.

Perhaps instead ontario’s differences — like tigléri percentage of non catholic groups
in our province - makes it easier — not harder mtwe in the direction of One School

System, and perhaps now — where school board$aaters) funds to basic programs due



to debt — is precisely the time to make this mowéctv might save us as much as 500

Million dollars a year.

The position of John Tory's Conservatives, to segnoer society along religious
grounds, is a pseudo solution, and not just becauwsauld double that wasted money.
The beauty of a multicultural society is that irdivals, regardless of background, work
and live together. If we wish to raise future gaiens with a tolerant and informed
outlook, children must learn and live together fritva earliest age, rather than being

educated in an isolated system, then thrust imboilgicultural work environment.

In 1999, the United Nations cited the province ot&®io as being in violation of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Riglior discriminatory funding of
Catholic schools using public funds. Since no mesasuas taken by either the provincial
or federal government, the province was reprimaradseicond time in 2005 for the same
violations. The Covenant that we are in violatidmsadhe same document that was used
as a basis for our own Charter of Rights and Frnesgdavhich mcGuinty soils by pointing
to in delusional defense of the catholic schoolesys | want you to think about that.
McGuinty lumping the charter with the constitutimndefend the funding of catholic
schools is a complete lie. The Charter says natra about giving catholic special
privileges and such privileges are nothing butaation of section 15, which gives
equality before the law to all. If McGuinty caropdly proclaim One Law for all
Ontarians around this time 2 years ago when faggdamcroaching religious arbitration,

why not come out here and proclaim “One educatiorali Ontarians.”

We as Canadians view ourselves as upholder of huiglats and justice and yet, on the
world stage, we are abusers of human rights. Tthiiskdoesn’'t mean much? In
November 2005, an Iranian human rights envoy bdisifita Canadian sponsored UN
resolution concerning human rights violations amlrsaying: “being charged itself with
human rights violations, is ottawa competent endoghitiate a human rights resolution

in the UN against another country”.



The United Nations provided two solutions to remedydisgrace: fund all the religious
schools who demand funding, or fund only one, myisiecular system. Providing public
funding to every religious denomination is not flisdution. It would be equally
unrealistic for a government to choose which des&mding and which do not, as this
would force our elected officials to define whahsbtutes a religion. To questions such
as these, regarding the actual implementationlbfufiading to all faith schools, John

Tory has nothing but silence.

And his silence is telling. The province of Newhalland attempted to fund an education
system for eight religious denominations, resulim@266 schools, many only one room
in size, in 270 school boards; by comparison theeecurrently only 72 school boards in
all of Ontario, a much more populace province. Newfland went nearly bankrupt, so,
in a referendum in early 1997, nearly 73 perceMi@i/foundlanders, including a
majority of Roman Catholics, voted to end churchtomlled education that had existed
for nearly 165 years. Recent polls on CBC and Tityshowed that nearly 60 percent of
Ontarians want a single school system by mergiagtiblic secular and Catholic
systems, while less than 30 percent are happythatistatus quo. Furthermore, the
Liberal government has gone on record testifyirag thnding more religious school
boards would necessitate closing and reducingasvn our already underfunded public
schools.

But it isn’t strictly economics that makes a muiih senario alarming. Let me read to
you a passage in the May 23 issue of the Time®ntlan, entitled “Sneaky, unfair,
divisive: welcome to church schools” about pulfdith schools in England.

“The grammar schools are the least of the probldmre are 164 of them in the country.
Compare that with an astonishing 6,848 faith schadbout a third of all the schools in
England. More than 6,000 of these are primary sshowerwhelminglyChurch of
England or Catholic, with a smattering alewish (37),Methodist (26),Muslim (8) and
Sikh (2).



Their admission criteria are opaque, manipulatetiidatantly unfair, ranging from
church attendance (twice a week for five yearsryeweek for two years; whatever the
governors fancy imposing) to academic record, gal@emmittee work or, in one case,

how many raffle tickets a child’s parents had slthe primary school.

When schools are officially banned from selectiartlee grounds of race, colour, ability
or parental background, the system sanctions gaech the entirely random basis of
whether a child was born to a practising Christamily. And because faith schools set
their own admissions criteria, and run their owmasions, in practice they can
discriminate against anyone they choose. Manyhese hurseries as a filter, so that a
family effectively has to apply to the school whhg child is as young as 2, and before

any admissions code applies.

| should mention that this descrimination in whaised to teach at or who is allowed to
attend, faith schools, is precisely what is cutyelméppening in our catholic school
system. That's right. You wouldn’t expect to nekd a job at a private company due
to your religion, but catholic schools, with pubtimney, have the right to deny teachers
positions because they are not catholic, or theyat catholic enough. And mcGuinty
continues to use the charter of rights and freedoorsmost important document
defending the rights of all, to uphold this blatant disgusting unfairness. Ironically, if
you visit the Ontario government website, you migge their slogan “fairness for all”

staring you in the face.

Recently, the Huron-Superior Catholic District SchBoard voted to ban non-Catholic
parents from sitting on school councils. When prdsshy the board members did not
wish a single non-Catholic parent to sit on therpa member replied “Catholic schools
were created for Catholics and we've tried to lbRiBive but at the same time | think we
do risk watering down our faith.” Recent comment$lope Benedict echo this
sentiment. In a very public address, the headeoRbman Catholic Church, declared that
all Protestant and Orthodox churches “suffer a depnd” by not recognizing the
supremacy of the Pope. The document went on taceBrotestants “suffer defects”,



and that “title of Church should not be attributedhem”. As columnist Dan Gardner
satirized in an editorial in the Ottawa CitizerstBaturday, this arrogance is reflected in
our laws, by allowing Catholic schools the rightice only practicing Catholics, and fire
those who do not recognize the supremacy of the Pdgnk I'm making an unfair
connection. Recently, a letter by columnist GagydRsupporting one school system was
yanked off the Canadian free press by their editqracticing catholic. How far is this

belief in privilege and untouchability going to ta&en on this issue.

Blatant discrimination on the basis of faith ordabereof, is contrary to the Charter of

Rights and Freedoms, and is made even more worige wgng public funds to do so.

It is time to put an end to this grappling for galvhoney to further segment, and
discriminate against, our students. It is timede public funding to ensure the best

possible education for all Ontario students regeslbf sex, race or religion.

| am the executive director of the Centre for Img@Wntario, a non-profit think-tank, and
educational organization, promoting science, reasecularism, free inquiry and free
expression in all areas of human endeavor. lues td this mission that, as a founding
member of the new One School System Network wedaeply concerned that the
current publicly funded Catholic school system, llbgiting admission of pupils and
educators to practicing Catholics and those whoeshacommon world view, effectively

stifles a student’s ability to enquire and expitbesnselves openly.

The Centre for Inquiry has recently been featuresimmently in the National Post,
Globe & Mail, the Ottawa Citizen and the Toront@rSbecause of our success in one
important area: the majority of our members aheiats and secular humansits, and we
are finally starting to succeed in organizing sacthlumanists, skeptics and atheists, who
make up 15% of the population after all, as a peditical force. 1 bring this up for two

reasons.



The first reason | mention our affiliation is adradly a somewhat selfserving one. The
press we’'ve been getting have focused largely aregts surprise that our community
of freethinkers is finally organizing, but fail tmver why it is we need to organize. Well,
it is for issues like this — issues at the inteisec of human rights, religion and
secularism — where atheists and humanists hauwy &iteas much of a reason to be

concerned with the direction in which our provingéeading.

The second reason | mention this is that athergdssacular humanists have always been
at the forefront of human rights struggles, inchgdithe suffragist and abolitionist
movements and have been among the leaders onctioslsschool issue, carrying the
torch through the decades while the issue itselftwaostly underground. We are proud
now to have helped to forge a strong alliance wmwgl secular humanist and atheist
organizations, but also faith groups, like the NuslCanadian Congress, the Hindu

Conference of Canada and the Canadian Centre dgréasive Christianity.

Unfortunately, a bad case of asthma keeps the abfaithe Canadian Centre for
Progressive Christianity, Gretta Vosper, from jogius today, but she has asked that |
read some remarks on her behalf, and | would likedte how what I've been saying
about the One School System really being the onlditicultural solution is symbolized
beautifully by the way in which it has really brdugogether a variety of faith and non

faith communities.

Here is the Statement regarding the public fundinfgith-based schools from Canadian
Centre for Progressive Christianity, which | amuymtdo read to you.

READ THE MESSAGE FROM THE CCPC

The last comment | wish to make, now speaking drali@f the Centre for Inquiry once
more, is that, yes, this is not an easy changealenyes it involves changes to our
infrastructure. But we’ve made major changes leeforour society. We extended the



right to vote to women, and there were people v this would be difficult and it

would be complicated and it would involve a lotchbianges to our electoral

infrastructure, but we did it anyway cause it was ight thing to do. Further back we
also ended slavery and that was a huge infrasteietljustment but we did it, because it
was the right thing to do. And | don’t mean to gare this current human right violation
to those other two, quite the opposite, compardgtdsee changes, this should be easy.
What has happened to us as a nation and as a geaf/ime shy away from doing the

right things because it is difficult. Traditionnet an excuse when we’re violating human

rights. Now is the time, Ontario is the place’slel the right thing.



