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nH -^Ixcrt tosethcr. nndlno; only one cause of

rleavnge between them In fllirlstiim fiillli.

tlmt is doKmiif. nllowed relitfloiir) teaolilni;

to be had in all the scbonls of our country,

so that every man could give to his owij

tliUd the religious tenets which he held

sometimes dearer than life. That is the

whole nieauliis of separate scliools.

I have .lust staled Unit in ISf.:! a l:i'v was

i.assed on this subject. At that timo. in 1S!"5.

there were two men In Canada wlio each

within Ills own circle and his own party,

maintained a soverol.sii sway. One was air.

Macdonnld, now known to history as Sir

•Tohn Jlacdonald, and the other -was Mr.

George Rrown. Mr. Macdonald was a sup-

porter of separate schools. lie gave to

tlie law of l,St;3 his vote and his influence.

Sir. George BroVn, on tlie contrary, was

a most dcterinlned opponent of sop.arate

sehools. He attacked the system relentless-

ly : he attacked it in his paper, on the floor

of the House of roniinons and upon the

In-stings. ne attacked It with nil the ve-

hemence of his strongly impassioned

nature. The arguments we hear today

against separate schools are not new ; they

were heard 5« years a.co. The arguments

we hear to-day are but the attenuated echo

of the strong denunciations of Mr. IJrown,

which were heard by our fathers two gen-

erations ago. But the views of Mr. Biown

did not prevail, and notwithstanding his

efforts, he was not in the House when

the law of 1803 pas.sed, which conflrmed to

the Roman Catholic minority of Upper Can-

ada the privilege of separate schools. In

view of the agitation then maintained by

Mr Brown in favour of representation by

population, it 18 perhaps not inopportune to

n,-ialyse that vote. The Bill of 1863 In

favour of separate schools was carried by

a vote of 80 against a minority of 22. Of

this minority of 22, 21 belonged to the

nrovince of Upper Canada, and of the ma-

jority of 80. 33 belonged to that province,

go that leaving the vote of T,owei- < m '•'

aside taking only the vote of Upper Canada,

w-e find that the law of 1863 was carried by

a majority of the representatives of Upper

Ciinada at that time. This Is significant.

Mr. Brown at that time was carrying on the

stiong agitation which he had maintained

for years, and which he continued to main-

tain In favour, within the constitution of

that day, of representation by population.

Sir If we review the events of that period

of our history, we must all admit that the

constitution of mi. which tmlted Uppor

Canada and Lower (Mnada, was radicai..\

faulty It was so constructed that It never

gave satisfaction to either province. Lower

Canada from the first looked upon It as an

instrument of oppression, designed to de-

prive her of some of those Institutions wlu. h

8fae held dearer thmi life. Yet "he It was

who in after years held to that consUtutlon,

and defended It against reforms which she

regarded as fraught with still greater ilan

gers to hers-elf. Upper Canada nccepteil

that constitution, not with any enthushnni.

but because it roilcveil her tor the lime

from serious flnancial euihiirrnssmcnts. Hut

Upper Canada, before many years had
elapsed common'-ca also to tiud herself op-

I>resscd by the clumsy clauses which It con-

tnined, and sought relief in the agita-

tion of Mr. Brown in favour of reprepen-

fjtlon by population. The radical fault of

the constitution of 1841 was that It

was neither federative nor legislative. It

united two provinces, but kept them as sep-

arate entities, gave them the same number
of na-mbers, iirovlded against an Increase

of representation, and allowed only a

single executive. This equality In repre-

sentation coupled with a single executive

was a defect which no expedients thereafter

could altogether overcome. As soon as Mr.

I'.'iplueau had returned from exile, he

attacked that feature of the constitution,

and demanded Its repeal. He was op-

posed by Mr. Lafontalno, not on principle,

but simply from expediency. Mr. Lnfon-

tiiine represented to him that Upper Canada
\v .uUI grow in population faster than Lower
Canada, l>ecause as Upper Canada was get-

ting an immigration which Ivower Cnnadi
did not. Upper Canada would soon be the

stronger province and therefore all the nr-

snnients which Mr. Paplneau advanced for

tlie repeal of that portion of the constitu-

tion onbehair of Tx)wer Canada, would react

against her. The predictions of Mr. I.<ifon-

talne ns to the movement of popiil:i-

tlou were soon fulfilled. Upper Canada be-

came the more populous province. Then Mr.

Brown took up the agitation where Sir. Pa-

plneau had left It, and carried It on for

years, with never abating vigour. He opened

a current In the public opinion of Upper
Canada, which yearly Increased In volume

until It became well nigh Irresistible

;

successive and short-lived administra-

tions succeeded one another, and the

(lav came In 18ai when there were two
hostile majorities, one from T/Ower c.)ii;ida

and one from Upper Canada, fa<>Ing each

other and unyielding. There was n dead-

lock, and the government of the Queen
was almost impossible If not actually im-

possible In the province of Canada. That
was Mr. Brown's opportunity, and he seized

It. it must be said, with alertness and cour-

age ; and whoever has to speak of those

events must admit that on that occasion Mr.

Brown rose to the highest stature of states-

niiinshlp. He was not satisfied to take

advantage of the occasion simply to obtain

tlie realization of the principle which he had

at heart, but he made It the basis for a union

ot all the British provinces on the conti-

nent of America. That Is his glory, and
that Is his chief title to fame—every Can-
adian !jcknowledsea It But Sir. the dUfl-

cultles of the task were simply enormous,

greater In my judgment, at all events, than


