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doctrinal grounds, to apply foi' the privilogo of sectarian separate
or denoiiiiiiational schools? And in th(^ event of either being
refused by the Ijocal Legislature, ai-e they not e(|ually entitled to
the remedial legislation of the Dominion Government? But
should similar ai)plication be nwule by the Avhole, to the manifest
destru'.ttion of the educational interests of the province, would
Sii' Tupj)er and company be likely to accede to tneir reipiests by
gr.inting to them each aud all, renu'dial legislation, and at the
ileinanil, in this case, of th(^ majority of the p<'ople? They woidd
not. On the ground of its nn'litating against the general educa-
tional interests of the country, they would refuse it, saying, and
saying truly, that such a con(;ession made to meet the denomina-
tionally claimed interests of each, wtnild tend to the ntter destruc-
tion of the educational systt'ui of the country and be ruinous,
both as to enormity of expense nnd to the general educational in-

terests of the ])eople as a whole. Bnt this ct)n(!ession that they
would thus refus(> to each and all, in view of its genei-al educa-
tional tendency, they grant t ) one denomination ! and this to an
apostate clnu'cldy iirebrand whose distinctive watchword from
centre to circinnfei-enccs I'rom popiwh throne to monastic cell is,

" Live, but do not let live !" (By international law no such organ-
ization, not to call it a "religion," should hv permitted to exist
upon the earth). But is that fair? Is that granting equal rights
to all ? If Goveriniient support given to the whole woidd be bad
as to its educational teudency, is it not identically the same in its

tendency, altlumgh limited, when given to one section of the
connnunity? It might perhaps b(^ well for the dt^nominations in
Manitoba to push the battle to the gate in this way, get up a
" grievanc(s"' and stand oiit like the Romanists, for their alleged
"rights " in this matti'r of sectarian educ.ition. Also in Ontario,
where the "constitutional" services of Mr. Mowat Avould be again
recpiired in the interests of the Roman as against the other
churches. Tridy our nominally 'Protestant' ])olitica,l leaders
are good Roman Catholic suppoi-ters. iVnd they have their reward
in this world, no doubt, with the prospect of a counter reward, for
their criminal, inichristian cupidity, in the next. Ho far at least
as based on his championship of the so called "rights" of C.-itholic

minorities, I do not enter into the spii-it of enthusiasm that »Sir

Oliver's jn-oposed advent to tlie Federal Parliament seems to in-

spire. Mr. Mowat is said to have a "clean parliamentary record."
but no viian, I venture to ;rtth'm, has a cleau record who has been
engaged in the discreditabh-, not to say dirty work of exL(^nding
separate^ school "rights," so called, to pvoi'ewsional nnu'derers by
the authority of church caiKin and creed. Mr. Mowat is an
honest mau, vio doubt, but l\onesty may \h) din-eived, and ujirigiil.

intention may bc> ])leared and blindci. Honesty is not infallibility,

nor is apparent honesty of lU'ccediue always exempt from the
prejudice that personal inti>resLs, ijolitical ami otlierwise, so I're-

(piently inspire.

W(Uearn from the Glolie that Sir Oliver is a " corsLilnlional
man," and therefoi-e thinks ii his d\ity to invariably r.dhere to aiul
enforce the provisions of the constitution. Well, were 1 in his
place, being opposed, as he was to the t^onfi'derate constitution
when first framed, as (Mubodying the system of Ht>parate S-'liools,

1 should think it my duty t;o continue o])])o,'ing the system in at


