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yp following letter has, been. addregp :

oditor of the “Poronto Globe:

gr: The speech delivered by  Sir

1‘11 Smith during the debate oq ‘the
ial bill is interesting, not' ¢

q the

‘blank, when
o speaks from the past, and bl;}’mg with little or no

supported with- pn%nhe‘
forced throzgh both the

‘legislative council in two aam, 3
-those the last days of the session. Sure-

¥ ook a prominent ‘part in settling
\(n{m« alties of 1869-70, but for iofk::‘
s as well. His frank admissi e
'ihe people of the country at |:
L specifically asked for separate
pnominational schools is well worth
o particularly by those who sought |
ttach much importance to Rev.
r Ritchot's alleged bill of nghts

" reason assigned by Sir Donald
is silence on the part of the 'Pe‘)‘
Red River with regard to deno
hal schools “is also -interesting, b“f
because I believe that his state-
s in this connection have no foun-
L in fact, that I desire to call at-
n to them.
hwmenting on the proceedings: of
wovention of Forty, he says: “Now
very little indeed was said here
Le convention) about: schools, ‘the
o unquestionably had them in
minds, and thought they would
[ the privilege of  having their
1s before. This is apparent, 1
from what took place in the tegis-
of Manitoba in 1871, when I
the school law was passed It
ot be known to a4 great many
I here that many of those whe-
osed the legislature at that time,
» members of this very convention.
i in luldlno' that there should be
« schools, they wete looking to what
';M\w\l in this conventxon, with it
i their minds.”
K A\ l\
Donald pointed out that he had been
pember of the first legislature of
itoba, the inference from  which
1 be that he was well informed on
matters whichi were under' discus-
. Bat he further stated that twen-
fro years ago he had taken his *seat
the first member of the new. county:
\anitoba.” Let me add, he took his
t in the house of commons*very Soon
o the opening of the first legislature
the new province of Manitoba, and
s not present in the provincial legis-
we when any of the measures relat-
10 education were under discussion.
i will, no doubt, aceount for hig ar-
nt that because the members Pf
: first legislature of Manitoba passéd
s lenominational schools act of 1871
kv were e¢nacting what was in the
" 'he people throughout the ses-
Convention of Forty.
»uld be further “from: the
first edueational bill'- of

‘the legislature, .and that if anything is
to be inferred from the whole proceed- |

‘al education never entered the mingds of |
the Convention of Forty. :Sir Donald
‘has abandoned/ the express proxmse ot
ﬂepamte schools and the nnplhd mom

of emphasizing ~his remarks, I

t went to

ly if anything iz made evident by this,
it is that the bill did not emanate from

ing it is that sectarlan or denomination-

1. I have read the speech pf Sir
Donald A. Smithk on ‘the remedial bili
a8 reported in: the Manitobq Free Press
of the 25th ‘instant, in the course of
which the foﬁéwing passage oceurs:
“While very little was said here” (at
the Convention of Forty) about sechools,
.the people unquestionably 'had them in
‘their minds, and thought they would en-
Joy the privxrege of having their schools
I'ag be 'I‘hus is a,ppurent 15 think

.whatever to secular or

It prov;ded foi‘ -
_mgestxon of a dual system of edu-|1

“cation.  The Iate ' Hom H.'J. GIarke,‘
leader of the govemment ,-assisted in’
the preparation of this bill, and it was

undérstood by the members of the com-

mitfee that it would be adopted by the |

governemen’c and the legislature.

ér 3 Although the legislature ' had  then
been in session from March 15 to April
27; 1871, no smggestion whatever : had
been made by anyone with reference to
;separate or_denominational sehools.

8. A third eduecational bill was intra; '

e der ‘o
bgggxrtue of the Canadn. Evidence Act

X (Sd.) E. H G. G. HAY.,
" Declared before me in Winnipeg in
the Province .of Manitoba, this 27111
‘day of March, A. D‘.,“1896
(Sd.) VAR O WADE,
‘A commissioner; in B. R., ete.

Manitoba, City’ of Winnipeg. - To wit;
Tn the matter of the Manitoba Educa- |
tional Act, 1871, and the ‘speech ‘of
Sir Donald 'A. Smith, in the House

. of Commons, durmg the present ses-

3 introduced by Mr. John ¢

smber:s for- * IKeildonarks 413
Jegislature. = Mr, Suthoer-
a member of the opposi-
ntroduced and read a first
e on April 4, 1871, and ordered to be
il a second time on a future day. If
¢ members of the legislature were
st from the Convention of Forty in
¢ session of 1871 they were particn-
iy fresh from the conyention: at- the
ming of the session. Yet Mr.
itierland’s bill- contained no provision
litever with regard to separate or de-
mnational schools. *
After .]m introduction of Mr. Suth-
. the late Honorable H. J.
Jarks, 1h<r~ attorney-general and lead-
" the government, expressed his

2nid’'s  hil

nre owing to the introduction of

illand stated that the government
1 be pleased to receive suggestions
i members with regard to the edu-
mal requirements of the provinee.
Thereafter a number of members of
*lecislature held a number of meet- !
@ for the purpose of drafting an ed-
“onal  bill that weuld meet the
of the members of the legislature
ith !lw result that on April 27, 1871.
* Hon. John Norquay introdueed
\. 1. entitled, “A bill relating to com-
" schools in this province.” This
."as read a first time on 27th April,
‘L and referred to the committee on
lation. Mr. Norquay, like Mr. Suth-
U], was a member of the oppOSItIOD
* leoislature had then been in ses-
i sinee March 15, or about six weeks,
anything were in the minds

) that if

members from the Convention of
sufficient time hagd elapsed for it
‘wu its appearance in the legisla-
“\ 't Mr. Norquay’s bill eontained
'\1«1_‘ whatever to separate or
ational schools.

S _lot until about the 29th of

; 18T1.—three or four days before
[Xpiration of the session of 1871
MY mention was made of the bill
\th\\ irds became the act of

o \ Mr. Hay, leader of the op-
on ‘r that time, states in the sub-
affidavit, the third bill was intro-
‘_w: or about Saturday, the 20th
A“m 1871. He adds, “the bill
‘0duced was blank, and contained
wation but its title. which was
‘A Dbill to establish a system
o ition in the provinee.!*” He then
./l the evening of that day I was
0 Government House to mest

. ulnhmornor Archibald, = wken
= ]' “fur the first time the nature
, UL and found that it was in-
[;“wl»rbm\ ide in it for a system ‘of
% ional schools. I was there-4
1“11"1 4 position in the goveérn-
1‘;;‘1‘ itiona] upon my  offering . no
tiona] to the government
o al  bill, I  refused this
_M;lrl.n blank and declared
i !N to oppose the bill, which
rds did to the best of 'my

1\-1“11011 came to an end of Ma
. 1f~ government. bill; did not:
" dnat f}n second -reading = wuntil

\Ir‘ the very close of the
. 4 Hay ' continues: - “The

e lengid e bill were not explained

bnd 1 L to the legislative assem-

i vas passed through commit-

all its readmgs during that af-
;w }0 time was allowed to the
O' ascertain the nature of

" K11
°r to give it any consideration,

Rk
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BY TAXES

_ise wwill have to go with it so far as
the argument from the legislation of
1871 is concerned. ;

It is not difficult to discover the’real
origin of the act of 1871. In that ses-
sion.  the act to ‘incorporate the Arch-
bishop of St. Boniface was introduced,
also .the act to establish St. Bomiface
‘College. It is notorious that the third
. bill, which afterwards .became the act
‘of 1871, came from Lieutenant-Fovern-
or Archibald, and was forced uponthe
‘government and the legislature by him.
Who was behind 'Lieutenant-Governor
Archibald? In accounting - for Rev.
Father Richot’s fourth bill of Tights.
the late Archbishop Tache, in a letter
to Mr. Tayor in the Winnipeg Free
Press on January 13, 1890, said: “I
will now give youn some reasons to be-
lieve that my bill was the-one taken:
to Ottawa. T saw myself the document
handed over to Rev. Father Richot and;
Judge Black by the efficials of the pro-i
visional . (Riel's) . government. ' »lg;’

heard seme of the. objections ,
them to certain articlies in th
say, and I saw -some. i mn
‘my presence by the “said m “As
is' now 'notorious; this fourth bill of
rights differed from = its~ predecessors

schools.

Would not Sir Donald. be

J:school law was passed.

chiefiy in the demand for separate t:

‘from what took place in the legislature
of Manitoba in 1871, when, T think, the
It may be
known to a great many of the members
here that many of those who composed
the legislature of Manitoba at that time
were members of that very convention,

those schools they were looking to what
-had passed in their convention fresh in
their minds.

2. 1 was a member of the legxslature
of Manmitoba during the session when
the educational act of 1871 referred to
was passed, and was leader of the .op-~
posmon to the government at that time.
3. The educational bill which was fin-
ally enacted during the session of 1871
was not the first educational bill intro-
duced ' during that session.:

4. The first bill to provide for educa-

:Mr. John - Satherland, member of the
ition, on the 4th  of Apﬁl.

e red to be read a second time on 2
day, as appears from the jour-
m@t,\the

'eeference to sectarian or. denonximhon
al schools.
‘5. Aftey the ° introductxon of Mr.
‘Sutherland’s bill, the late Hon. H. J.

“and ‘in deciding that ‘there should be (

‘tign in.the province .was. introduced by |

'Ié was read a first time that day &nd’

legislative. _assembly. Tt |
‘contained no provision whatever with:

duced by the Hon. Mare A. Girard for
the government on or  about Saturday.
the 29th day of April, 1871. The bill
as intreduced was blank, and contained
' no informdtion but its title, which was
as follows: ~ “A Dbill to establish a sys-
tem of education'in this. province.”

9, On the evening of that day I was
invited to Government House to meet
Lieut.-Governor = Archibald, when 1
learned for the first time the nature of
the "bill, ‘and found that it was intend-
ed to providé in it for a system of de-
nominational ‘schools. I was thereupon
offered a position in  the government
‘conditioned upon my offering no oppo-
‘gition to the government educational
bill. I refused this offer peint blank,
and declared my intention to oppose the
hill, which I afterwards did to the best
of my ability.

10 The session came to a close on
‘May 3, 1871. = The government educa-
‘tional bill did not come up for a eecond:
reading until May 1, ;ust‘at the close of.
‘the session. T6 the best of my" reeollec- |
tion there was only a single copy of the
‘bill before the ‘legislature, .and that was {
in svriting, © The proyvisions of the bill

| legislative’ assembly, and it was passed
through committee and al its readings |

during that afternoon. No time was

o ~

were not explained at any length to the |

sion on the proposed remedial bill.

I, John Sutherland, of the Parish of
Kildonan, in the Province of Manitoba,
do solemnly declare that:

1. I have read the statutory declara-
tion of Edward H. G. G. Hay, of the
town of Portage la Prairie, in the above
province, police magistrate, with - re-
gard to the matters above referred .to,
which declaration is dated the 2Tth day
of March, 1896.

2. T was a member: of the legxslatxve

assembly of - this preovince ‘during the

pession of 1871,  when the edueational

act was passed, and I was a memher of

the opposition in said leghlatnre
3.1 have read particularly para

graphs numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 11
of said declaration, and hereby ‘declare |
that the same are true in substance and |
in fact.
in stating that the provisions' of the
government. bill which was subsequent-

1y made: law ‘were not explained at any 3

T also agree with Mr. Hay

Vienoa. April
sem“ité leader .
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Crowds - outside ) « &
the figures with | ‘and Dr. Lueger
made a speech,  during: "':90\1@4 “of
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+has been repeated ected ‘burgomas-
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length to the legislative assembly, and |

avith the portion of paragraph ten of
> his deelaration following that state-
ment. ;

And ‘T make this soiemn dednmﬁon -

éonscienhbnsly ‘believing it to be true
"and kmowing that it is of the same force

and effect as if m:de undet oath and by |

m&mna at 12; oWIE
‘season 1896, as muan -;:o &uré $125
!or season, ”, ul!q‘-le servi

AT xmszm.
Also span ot bwwn m&m for sale, 6w




