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of the same generosity,[1 may state that the vince of Manitoba, who are in a majority,
county of Ottawa was represented in the abolished the Catiolie schools under the pre-
Local House by a Protestant muember for tense of establishing public sehools. Are
years. The warden of that county was a public sehools in existence in the province
Protestant ; for years the Mayor of the nost of Manitoba to-day*? No, there are no pub-
Catholle city in the whole province of Quebec lic schools in the province of Manitoba. I
-4the city of Hull-was a Protestant, and so said so last session ; I said so the session
I could name a good many -other counties before. The sehools which exist to-day In
with a simular record. I could name the j the province of Manitoba, to which we Catho-
county of Lotbinière, whicl is alnost ex- lies are obliged to subscribe, are purely Pro-
clusively French-Canadian and Catiollc, and testant schools.
that eounty sent a Protestant representative IAn hon. MEMBER. No.
to this House. More than that, it sent to i
the Quebec Parlianent--a Catholie Parlia- 3:Mr. DEVLIN. I beg pardon. yes. The
ment-a Protestant gentleman to represent| best authority on that subject is the gentle-
it. I tell the lion. mîenber th.lat there is no ;ian who introduced those schools, and I will
spirit of intolerance in the province of Que- 1 quote his own words. The lion. ienber for
bec ; there is no bigotry in the province of Winnipeg (Mr. Martin). speaking a short
Quebee. There is certainly a, spirit of!i tine ago, said
disgust, but that disgust is entirely due toï He was himself not satistled with the School
the miserable attemîpt of the on. geutle-1 Act antd liadt never been so. He hal nade a stronu
main to asten against theinthis charge effort to have the public schools controlled by the
of bigotry. Does he claim that the (overnment really madie national sch(ools, with
French-Canadian people have no rights in religion obliterate 1. And eli was now more con-
this Dominion of Canida ? He tells us here vinced than ever that that was the only school
plainly that the object is to do away with which could he justified as constitutional. They
their language. Have they not as lucL said that the state iad no riglit to interfere in the
right to speak th French language as he lais matter of *.eligion, but lie contended that they
to speak thie English lanLguage ? What is cold not do the one withîout the other. It had
the objeet of all his hostility against Ui b>een urged lby satistied supporters of the Act that
French language ? What Is the objeet of all ione coulti complain of the devotional element in-
is hostility agalnst institutions whiclh have troduced, as it was of the broadest nature, but

been establislhed in tjis country, and whilch they found that the Roman Catholics lhad the very
have been found to work successfully here ?greatest objection to this provision of the Act, and
Does le ieai to say that a population of tue was dissatisfied himself and was glati many
nearly two millions shall have no righ.t in Protestants shared his objections. It had been
the Dominion of Canada ? Sir, I tell te said that in the event of his opinions being adopted
hon. member that every Ume lie stands up iour public sehools would be Godless schools, but
iii this House to attack us as e has doue to- by nany staunch supporters of the School Act it
day, there are nearly two millions of Roman had been privately adnmitted to hima that the reli-
Catholics lu this country wiho mîock at him, gious exercises practiced iii the sclools at that timne
who laugh at iiii, who treat hini with con- were without value * *.The Romuanu Catholies
tempt ; and here in this in 1m haviit is his had honestly stated that in their belief the two
following ? One lone gentleman ; that Is forms of education should go together. The Pro-
the following lie as here, after all these testants admnîitted, on the other hand, that
years of agitation against the Catholles. I it was impossible to have religious traning i
tell the hon. gentleman that the Catholic schools, and only asked that it be recognized., in-
elenent in Canada has been truer, and a sisting, however, on imuposing their views on others
better friend of the Dominion than ever the in that respect. Rather than that snall amounit
hon. gentleman was. What has lie done I of religious training should be done away with
for the country ? Let us examine *ils career in the schools, the Protestants said they would
froi the beginning to this moment. Let us 'prefer the old state of affairs. He would leave it
examine what le was outside the House to iis audience to deternuine whichu was the more
let us examine what lie has been inside the honest stand of the two.
House. What hais he done after all these I And, Sir, documents have recently been put
years to pronote the prosperity of his i into the possession of every reader in this
country, or good feeling amongst our people ?|country by the Venerable Archbisliop of St.
Nothing, nothing, but a few mean, despicable i Boniface-documents which we will quote
attempts at imposing a peculiar kind further on in the debate on this Bill- show-
of legislation on t'is country. He ing conclusively that the schools which ex-
spoke of the Manitoba . School Act ; lie lst to-day ,ln Manitoba are not public schools,
no doubt means to say it is a success. I but simply and purely Protestant sehools.
would liko to ask the lion. gentleman, does I have quoted fron the hon. gentleman who
he mnean to say that public schools or Pro- Introduced this villainous School Act ID the
testant schools exist to-day in the province province of Manitoba to the effect that the
of Manitoba ? The hon. gentleman who In- schools there are Protestant schools. And
troduced the School Act is in this House this ls your great generosity towards the
to-day and he Is able to speak for hinself Catholics of Manitoba. You wanted publio
on the subject. The Protestants iu the pro- schools, you said, on the broad grounds of
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