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statements * I find that every quotation b

made, every statement he made, was to be

found in this little document of Mr, Ewarts.
written in answer to Mr. Wade's pamphlet.
He is a Minister of the Crown leading this

House. or was leading this House a little -

while ago ; but the source of his information
is this skit of Mr. Ewart's in answer to a
pamphlet put forth by Mr. Wade on behalf
of the Manitoba school system. Not oune
solitary quotation, not one =solitary starte-
ment, did the hon. gentleman favour the
House with that was not to be found, and is

not now to be read, in the pamphlei to whieh .

1 refer. issued by Mr. Ewart in reply to Mr.
Wade. No wonder. under these
stances, that the hon. gentleman has goue
very far afield. no wonder that his asserted
rfacts and circumstances are unot reliable,
o wonder  that  the  statements

which he based his argument are
statements  which  we  can  trust,

let me point out the reason why.

trime of cenfederation. had insistod on these
clauses in the Confederation  Aet. 1

under. We, who had lived throush con.ede-
ration, who ought to have known sonetinng
about it. were told that that statemeni was
utterly anreliable, and that in point oi fact

these limmitations on the power of prov:iices.
in reference to education, had beeu insisted

upon by the I'rotestants of the provinee of
Quebee. 1 do not think I misrepresent the
hon. gentleman, I think I am fairly rejeat-
ing the arguments and the sta:emenis that
he made. Well. Sir, nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth ; and let me prove it to
him. let me show to him that, if it makes
the slightest difference. he was making
very grave error. Nir. when this question of
confederation was dealt with, as we all
know, it first came up at a conterence helid
in the city of Quebec. At that conference
there were representatives from the old
Canadas, from the provinces of New Bruns-

wick. Nova Scotia. Prince Edward lsland. -

and the colony of Newfoundland. Certain
resolutions were agreed to at that confer-

ence. and amongst them a resolution on the
Let us see what 1t-

subject of education.
was. It fell to Mr. Mowat to move as fol-
lows :(—

That it shall be competent for the local legis-
lature to make laws respecting first, agriculture ;
second, education.

Mr. D’Arcy McGee, whom, perhaps, the hon.
Minister of Finance had not heard of, but
who really was not a Protestant, nor was he
a representative from the province of On-
tario, moved, and it was adopted :

Saving the rights and privileges which the
the Protestant or Catholic minority in both
Canadas may possess as to denominational
schools a2t the time when the constitutional Act
comes into operation.
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circum- -

upou -
not .
But :
He com-'’
menced by telling us that it was a great mis-*
tuke to suppose that the Catholies, at the

was
a4 delusion that we had all been labouring -

Now., we know perfectly well the history
of the Separate School Act in the provingce
of Ontario. In 1863 when the Sandficld-
Macdonald Government., I think the Mace-
donald-Sicotte Governmeunt, was in power,
an amendment had been made which praeti-
cally gave the Roman Catholics the separate
schools system as they have it to-day. That
law was carried by a majority of the pro-
vince of Quebec; and in one year afier-
wirds Mr. D'Arcy MceGee a leading Roman
Catholic. not representing Ontario. but then
representing one of the divisions of the city
of Montreal. if my information is corveet,
»vho was present in the conference, in order
that this law should not be changed, in order
that this law which has been imposed upon
the province against its will, should not be
repeitled, introduced a stipulation insisting,
not on behalf of the I'rotestanis but on be-
half of the Roman Catholics ol the provinee
of Qntario. that the provincial legislature
then about to be ereated under the Confede-
ration Act, should have power over eduaca-
tion. ** saving the rights aud privileges which
the Protestant or Catholie minorities in both
Candas may possess as to denominational
schools at ihe timie when the cvonstitutional
Act comes into operation.” ‘I'he hon. Min-
ister of Finance was thevefore wrong when
he told us that it was in the interest of the
Protestants, and not of the (atholies. that
this legislation was imposed. The hou. gwen-
tleman erred there. 1 think he will adnit,
he had not gone deep enough, had not quite
mastered his subject ; beceause 1 am quite
cortain the howu, Minister ix incapable of mis-
representing a thing to us here, or that he
kKuew he was making a statement which was
not in accordance with the facts. Well, Nir,
what happened ? Why, it was pictured o us
chat John Sandiield Macdonald, a Cathiolice.
aad insisted. against the will of the Proves-
tants of the province of Quebee, in expung-
ing the guarantee and the provision which
the Protestants insisted upon ; and the veso-
lution of Mr. Sandfield Macdonald was actu-
ally read in support of that. Sir. it is hardly
credible, it is havd to understand, that a sen-
tleman occupying the distinguished position
of Finance Minister should have either
wantonly or carelessly—I won't suggest any-
thing else—have made such a misrepresenta-
i tion to us of the position of affairs at that
“time. Why, Sir, the resolutions as they
were submitted to Parliament, were the
i Quebec resolutions. The Quebec resolutions
; contained a clause with regard to education.
as I have mentioned it to you, with the sav-
ing clause introduced by Mr. D’Arcy McGee.
These resolutions came before the Canadian
Parliament ; these resolutions were adopt-
ed, and at the time they were afopted. the
clauses upon which the question turns uere
this evening. and upon which we have to de-
termine with regard to the rights of Mani-
toba. are not to be found, had not been
thought of, and were not introduced. What
Mr. Sandfield Macdonald said. and what I




