
thn repr«i«nlttlvM of the whoU ptopU of Oko-
fl<ta, and no on« subject wsi with Rreat«r
iirianlmltr rc^rardtd ai perullarl/ proper lo ha
lUalt with by i ho provlncea affected rather than
the Dominion parllamrnt, than wai the subject
.if ediiratlon.

Ill ISiKl the Poatmantpr Genera! laid It

(town ns a dootrinp In thp apeei'li to wblrh
I have referrod that tlio qiieHtion of educa-
tion oouM more |iroi»erly he donlt with liy

tlip provlnoea than by the Dominion parliii

nipiit. He expreaaed the view which 1

:iHVP pxpreg' 'd that at all times If It la

poaailile to keep thin quextlon of education
In the different provlncen out of the arena
of federal politics It ahould lie kept out of
that arena. If the Poatr laater Oen-
irnl or the n'eraber for Brandon (Mr.
.><ifton), or t^e MInlater of Finance
(.Mr. Fielding) who expreaaed exactly
the anine views In Nova Scotia In
18116 as th's hon. gentleman expressed In
Ontario, or ihe Minister of Customs (Hon.
Mr. Piiters')!!) will rise In this House and
say that the publii' had no wnrniiit for
conilnK to the coiichislon tliey did In 18!Mt
in respect to the position taken b.v the
Prime Minister and his colleagues, then I

sn.v the campniKH carried on In 1895 ami
1^'flrt was the most de<'eptlve political cam-
; Urn ever carried on In this country. The
(:n-t of the matter Is that the people had It

lierfectly fixed In tlieir minds that I'li' lib-
eral party from the premier down were
aenlnst the principle of separate schools. If
when the present administration came Into
power that party was known to a larse sec-
tion of Canada as standing for or against
any one principle. It was known as standini;
iijjainst the principle of .jcparate schools In
the west. The reason why public opinion Is

ii roused Is because the people feel that they
lia\e been deceived in regard to the attitude
thai this governnjeiit has taken upon this
i|Uestion ; they are dlasatisfled and they are
disappolntt'd with Ihe remarks made by the
Prime Minister when he introduced the Hili

Into this House. In his speech In moving
the second reading of the Hill the Prime
Minister referred to the press of the leader
of the opposition and the agitation which
this press was making for the purpose of
stirring up strife and discord in this coun-
try. I would like to ask the Prime Minister
what section of the press oC the leader
of the opiiosition Is responsible for this agi-
tation ? Where Is the Toronto ' Globe ' on
this question ? Is there any paper In this
country with greater Influence In the
Liberal party than the Toronto 'Globe'?
Is not the position of the Toronto ' ('.lobe " ?
o-i this question as nearly as possible simi-
lar to the position which the leader of the
opposition (Mr. R. L. Borden) has taken ?
.\ud has the ' Globe ' not expressed Itself on
different occasions as being very much
opposed to the educational clauses of this
Bill ? Is the ' (Jlobe ' not in favour of
omitting them altogether ? But how could

the ' Glolte ' take any other posltloi. than
that which It has taken ? Mow could hon.
gentlemen expe<'t the 'Globp' to take
any other position ? What was the poal-
tlon 't took In IMXI. Was It then not
In favour of leaving thp tiupstlon of
separate achools In Manitoba to I>p dealt
with by that province 7 If hon. gi iitlenipn

will look throii^rh Ihe (H-s of the 'Glolw*
all through the agitation of ISOT.Ufl they will

see that the position of the ' Globe ' at thai
time was In harmony with the position of
the ' Globe ' in lOOTi. I am not here for the

I
purpose of defending the course of any
particular newspaper, but a good deal has
id'en said about another newspaper In Tor-
onto and the gentleman who edits that
paper That gentleman edited the Toronto
'Globe' In 18!KI and could the gentleman
wli > edited that paper at that time take
a different position in VMiTt than that which
the ' Globe ' took In ]S9d ? It may be pos-

sible that hon. pei'tlenien opposite may
think It necessary to change around, right

about face on this question, but they must
1
not alw.iya expect every other person and
newsjiaper to follow their lead In ' ters
of this kind. It Is interesting to anaiy.ic this

question and to find out who it is who are
' agitating, and who are Interested in the
discussion of this <iucstion and whose views
differ from those of the government upon
it. I think as good an Illustration as I can
bring to the attention of the House Is a

protest which came from the city of Toronto
a short time ago In the shape of a resolu-

tion which was passed at a public meeting.
I wish to say that the protest and the agita-
tion and the bigots and the fanatics so

:
called by hon. gentlemen opposite are meu-

, bers of the T,!beral imrly in the province of
Ontario. On March 20th. 190r>. a meeting
was callcl In the city of Toroni„\ a public
niceting of citizei,^ for th" jmrpose of con-
sidering the very question we are now dis-

cussing in tills House. We do not find that
, Consorv.itlves were invited to attend that
meeting and take part In It. We find

that lit tliat meeting a letter written by Mr.
Goliiwin Smith was read. I shall read that

!
letter to the House.

1 luugh I cannot be with you personally, at

thp meeting on the school question, my hearty

I

sympathy is with you. A great question, vital

to our constitution and our civilization, has
been thrust upon us. Let It be clearly and un-
equivocally settled. If the party politicians

I

will not do this for us. let it be done by the

i

jicople.

I intend a little later on to say something
about the so-called blatant mob in Toronto.

. I do not suppose any hon. gentleman oppos-
' ite will accuse Goldwln Smith of being a
part of a blatant mob or a bigot or a fanatic.
Mr. «Joldwin JSmlth is a personal friend of

i the Prime Minister's and a gentleman who
j
walked hand in hand with him in the com-
mercial union days.


