.)‘.I.‘.

A very zoaml amemory, but 1 oean o back a
hit in Canadian life. 1 can hear almost
now  the indignant iones  with  which
he denounced the mischievous and horrible
policy that was Inunched before the Cana-
dian public by the hon. member for Simeoe
in 1800 : and I will go a bit behind that in
order that the publie. whether they be Pro-
testanmis or Catholies, <hall ar all events, be-
fore they pass their verdier or give their
judozinent at the general eleetions, under-
stand what we have to say upon our side in
rewird to the situation as it meets us.

What was the state of affairs between 1867
and 1SS0, as regards the old provinees of
Canada ? What was the state of aftairs and
publi¢ apinion as regards Manitoba between
1870 and 1889 ? 1 make a challenge—I make
it for the purpose of debate. There are hon.
sentlemen 1o rfollow me. 1 say here that 1
challenge hon. members on your right, Mr.
Speaker, or o your lefi. to nawe  one
single  leading  publie mar, Liberal or
Conservative. or wihiatever golitical stripe,
who between these dates ever sugrested
in regard to our constitution that when
separate schools were established, either be-
fore or after coufederation, they could be
interfered with or finally legislated out of
existence or away. I submit thar is an im-
portant question. I submir that any fair-
minded man will agree with me that if my
challenge cannot be accepted. we are bound
to leok and inquire very carctully into the
matter and as to the time in which the new
doctrine was promulzated. 1 have heard it.
sitting in a quasi-judicial capacity. put be-
fore me by the couunsel for the minority, that
the hon. member for North Simcoe  (Mr.
MeCarthy) was the disturber of the Queen’s
peace in Canada in regard to that question.
I have seen him unable to grapple with the
fact successfully. though endeavouring to
deny it.

. party chains, under that

I have seen it clearly established:

in that argument. which is. I am glad to say. -

fully reported and at the command of mem-
bers of this House. that the hon. member

have thrown into our arena and into our:

country the apple of discord that did sc much

JuN~

which, that paper heing Protestant throush
and through, they think is the system that
ought to be gweneral, and is the one that is
comimendable and has been commended by
the representatives of Protestant schools.
RBut to show that this question was detinite-
Iy settled in 1867 and afterwards. as regards
Manitoba. in 1870, T read. wirthout apoloyy.
frcm the * Globe ** of November 27th, 1874,
where it says:

We noticed recently the movoment in Maai-
toba, having for its object the retorm or im-
provement of the public school law of that pro-
vinie, and referred to the efforts made i otler
parts of the Dlominion to effect such arrangs:-
ments as while securing the practiealble system
of education are designed to protect the righes
and censult the conscisntious  scruples of mi-
norities,  But it must not be understoud from this
that in Mapitci:a any mare than e¢lsewhere. the
rights of minorities caa be overridden or ig-
fiotad,

The lecal legislature may of course effect any
changes in the administraticn of the scheol laws
aml not violate cxisting rights and privilegas. bu.
canl do more than this. The Manitoba Act, which
i the coastitutional charter of the province of
Manitoba, contains the same provisions that
are to bs fourd in the British North America
Aet in recard to the rights of minorities in the
other provinees in thix respect.

That I say was the general opinion. That
is the statement that was never controvert-
ed by a single individual on the floor of thix
House, though the school question was
threshed out in the case of New Brunswick.
and these various Acts were discuss:d by
hon. members on each xide of the House., Bur
what bappened ¥ In 1889 the hon, memher
for North Simcoe appeared on ihe western
herizou. That hon. gentleman Iretted in rire
party  diseipline
which alone can seeure the Sueeess of oy
party under our form of government awd our
institutions. and he got away. PFirst there
was a grievance in regard w  the Jesuiw
Estates Act. He was counected primarily

. with the Equal Rights Association, establish-
“ed in 1889. I quote tfrom an adidress ol the
for North Simcoe was the man who suggest-
ed the way and the means by which we could :

trouble in days past. Fortunately. because
no one took up this question so ardently as-

the hon. gentleman. there has been nothing
since 1867 comparable to what occurred pre-

parliamentary men did wage a Jdargerous
and exciting war over it. But nevertheless
it ix significant when we tind the leader of the
Oppoxition giving his sapport to thix move-
ment, and I desire the country to understand
the full measure of responsibility which the
leader of the Oppoxition has taken on this
oceasion. Let me take, for instance, the
* Globhe.,” and I give that paper credit for
all along endeavouring to be consistent in
regard to a spirit to grind down into one sys-
tem of uniformity all the religious teaching
that ought to be given in public =chools,
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

“as separate schools

provincial couneil of that session respeerine
separate schools. 1t ix sizgned by Wn.
Caven, Chairman : E. D. Armour, hon. Sicre-
tary, and says :

Denounce every compact, any legislation which
appropriates public Tunds for sectartan purpos::,
in thiv provinee certainly

- do.
vious to that year when tree and independent

[ want to peint out that for nineteen years
not only had peace and contentment prevail-
ed among the citizens of thar provinee. but
it had attracted a splendid class of popula-
tion from the older countries of the world.

:and had within that short time made itselr

a province and a portion of this Dominion
of which all people in the eastern provineas
were proud indeed. No publiec man. no man
on any hustings. so far as 1 ¢an aseertain,
and the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Mce-
Carthy) when acting as counsel for the Mani-
toba government was unable to show the
contrary, suggested that the separate school



