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truths which they deem
sary, who can object seriously ?

That, mark you, was the position of the
Lhon, gentleman when he hoped thix ques-
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ezsential and neces- ’

That we were Dresent at a meeting of the

_Gaspesian electorate held in Grand River on the
' 24th day of August, 1895, wherzat tiie Hon. W,

tion would Ve drawn from the federal:
arena. Well, now, I shall give him a find-

ing of fact, and a ftinding in law from a
tribunal that ought at least to command his
attention, it not his respect. I find, by the
judgment of the last case of the Privy Coun-

Laurier, M.P., delivered a speech on the poli-
tical topics of the day.

That this meeting was attended by four or
five bundred persomns. of whom fully ninety per
cent were Roman Catholies ; amongst whom

-vwere a large number of Roman Catholic priests

¢il of England—the Brophy case—I.ord Her- -

schell, speaking for his colleagues. used the
following language :(—

conrrast the position ot wne Renoian Catholies
prior to and subsequent to the Act from which
they appeal. * * *

In view of this comparison it does not seem
possible to say thaz

then visiting Grand River.

That in his address, the Hon. Mr. Laurier
gave out armongst other reasons why his hearers
should not have confidence in the then Govern-
ment of Canada, the fact that they would never
submit to Parliament a Bill to redress the griev-
ances of the Manitoba Catholic minority.

That the Hon. Mr. Laurier. to justify his sug-

- gestion of an inquiry into the facts connected
“with the Manitoba school difficulty, stated that

the rights and privileges .

of the Roman Catholic minority in relation to’

education which existed prior to 1399 have not
been affected. * * *

As a matter of fact, the objection of Roman
Catholics to schools such as alone receive state
aid under the Aect of 1800 is conscientious and
deepiy rooted. * * # ® It is uoto-
rious that there were acute differences of opin-
iecn between Catholics and Prowestants on the
education qucstion prior to 1870. This is recog-
nized and emphasized in almest every line of
these enuctiments. There is no doubt either
what the points of difference were. amd it js
in the light of thieze that the 22nd section of the
Maunitoba Act of 1870, which was in truth
parliamentary compact, must be read.

.
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Well, it this ix not suthHeient, if the decision :

of the I'rivy (Council he very points . 0% U : .
f the Drivy Council on t voD t°=uutung to Parliament for its approval, with the

that disturb the hon. gentleman, it the opin-
ion of the hon. member from Winnipeg (Mr.
Martin), who was one of the very men who
wiax responsible for this troublesome legis-
lation in Maunitoha, be net sutticient, whai
will sarisfy him ¥ What tribunal can
appeal to that will satisfy the people of 1l is
country at large as to the exaet position
of affairs ?

the Opposition to rally to the support of
the Government after these utterances ? Ler
us see, Mr. Speaker. The hon. gentleman
innugurated a toar in his native province.
which is a Catholic province. He went to
speak to the Catholic electorate ‘par ex-

cellence’ of the Dominion of Canada. In
the month of August. only a month afrer
Parlinment had risen and after he had

made these statements as to what he hoped
would be done by the legislature of Mani-
toba, and as to what would happen shiuld
they not do it. be went to Grand River. in
the county of Gaspé. And I h:ll in my
hand a statutory declaration. made under
the Act by a gentleman who heard the hon.
gentleman then explain to the people of
Grand River what his views were. 1 have
sent . to my hon. friend a copy of this de-
claration. I propose to read it to the Mouse:
Canada,

Province of Quebeec,
County and District of Gaspé.

We the undersigned citizens and parliamentary
electors residing in the county of Gaspé above
mentioned, solemnly declare as follows :—
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Was I altogether counting wi:l:-:
out my host in expecting the hon. leader of ;

he personally felt no need therefor, being already
convinced of the righteousness and justice of the
Catholic minority’s demands ; but that an in-
vestigation of the kind suggested might rauss
cthers, not then convinced, to see in the Mani-
toba school laws of 1890 and amendments there-
to, the injustice pcrpetrated to the detriment
of the Catholi¢c minority in that province.

That after the delivery of the Hon. Mr. Lau-
rier's speecly, an elector, Dr. Ennis, then begged
leave to ask Mr. Laurier for further explana-
tions about the position which the hon. leader of
the Liberal party of Canada proposed to take
with reference to this school embroglio when it
would be brough: up before Parliament, and
that on heing invited to put his question from
the platforin the  elcctor asked : *‘ Would the
Hon. Mr. Laurier. as Prime Minister of Canada,
be willing to assume the respounsibility of sub-

-assent aud support of his followers. a Bill to

. tion,
we

remedy the grievances of the Catholic popula-
tioit of Manitoba. or would the Hon. Mr. Lau-
rier, as leader of the Liberal party in Opposi-
give the Government of Sir Mackenzie
Bowell fait and loyal support in their enidea-

“vours to do justice to the demands of the Catho-

lic minority in Manitoba, by voting for such
s remeidial legislation ?°°
Tivit in reply to this question the Hon. Mr.

Laurier said that he would try and see such
measures adopted by Pariiament in the event o?
his being called upon to redress the grievances
mentioned. as leader of a Government in Can-
ada. ana that he would vote for such a reme-
dial law if submitted by Sir Mackenzie Bowell's
Governnent.
That this declaration of the Hon. Mr. Laurier
met with the hearty approval of his hearers.
And we wake this solemn declaration consci-
entiously believing the same to be true, and
having the same force and effect as if made
under oath, under the authority of the Canada
Evidence Act of 1392,
JOdAN CARBERY, Mayor of Grand River.
ANDREW BAKER, ex-Mayor Cape Cove.
JAMES JONES, ex-Mayor Patos.
L. PHILIP BEAUDIEN, Merchant.
SIMON MiETHOT,
FRS. GIBAUT, Agent.
Declared befor2 me at Grand
River, Gaspé county, this sec-
ond day of March, one thou-
sand eigkht hundred and ninety-
-six.

JOSEPHAT BELINEAU, J.P.
No that evidently, Mr. Speaker, and I read

it for the purpose of showing that—I had
some reason to expect, in 1895, from

REVISED BDITION.



