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to sit for thirty-five consecutive hours, is
one that ought not to receive the approval
of a member of this House. The question
we are discussing is one of sutlicient import-
ance to have warranted @« demand on the
part of this House that the Governmeut
should have allowed ample time for its dis-
cussion. I consider the treatment of the
* Hansard " staff is one that 1s not justiti-
able, and I think it would be a disaster to
the House if that staff were to break down,
or it any number of its members woere 1o
break down. The members of this House
can take a rest, we can absent ourselves
from our seat aud take a rest, but these
men—-

Mr. SPEAKER. T am of the opinion that
on i motion to adjourn. the hon. member
cannot pursue that line of observations.

Mr. CHARLTON, I am about to come to
the point.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must poist out to the
hon. member that when there is a motion
to adjourn before the IHouse, the discussion
must have relation to the motion before the
House,

Mr. CHARLTON. | submit that the rea-
sons 1 am assigning for the propriety of the
adjournment, on account of the injury and
injustice done to the * Hansard " staft. is
a sutlicient reason for my remarks. if no.
I will forhear.

Motion to adjourn negatived.

Mr. MeGILLIVRAY.
in the morning it is not my purpose to take
up much time or attention of the Jouse.
Indeed, Sir, 1 would have taken somewhat
less had it not beeu for the extraordinary
speech of the hon. member who has Just
taken his seat, coupled with the :ddresses
made previously by the hon. member for
Antigonish (Mr. Melsaac) and the hon. rem-
bc}' for Russell (QMr. Edwards). Beftore
going on with my remarks on this question.
let me say that I do not believe that »ueh
charges as bigotry and fanaticisin shouid
ever be applied to any part of the province
of Ontario. I have taken part in the diccus-
sion of the public questions of the day in
vhat province for many Years, and I toll the
hon. member for Antigonish that he does
not know what he is talking abouat wuen he
gays that there was ever an attempt on the
part of the Conscrvative party in that pro-
vinee to destroy separate schools. PPerhaps
the hon. member for Antigonish could he ex-
cused in part. but how the hon. memher for
Russell could he excused, 1 cannor under-
stand. Tle lives in the province. and he
Knows that there never was such a ery raised
in the provinee of Ontario by the Liberal-
Conservative party, as has been charged to-
night on the tfloor of the House.

Mr. LISTER. Where were you in ihe On-
tario election ?

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. Sir, I will tell tbe
hon. member where I was.

Mr. CHARLTON.

At this early hour
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Mr. LISTER.
pard.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. That may zmuse
hon. gentlemen, but the man who says that
L ever met Margaret 1. Sheppard on a plat-
form, says what is untrue.

Mr. LISTER. On a platform 7

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. Or anywhere else.
An hon member who makes use of such lan-
guage is beneath my notice. That woman's
name should not be mentioned in this Par-
lianment at all in this connection,  But 1
will tell the hon, gentleman where 1T was, 1
was on many platforms in the provinee of
Ountario, and in nearly every constitueney,
and I never made use of the language such
as has been charged here to-night, nor did
I ever hear it used by others.  What was
the position of the Liberal-Conservative
pariy in those contests. Was it an attempt
to destroy the separate schiools of the pro-
vinee ¥

Mr. LISTER. Yes.

Mr., McGILIIVRAY. The Lon. gendeman
says ot yves,” but he knows Lbetter, Te Knows
fully what the object was. It was to bring
these sclivols to a level with the other
schools of the province, to have them in-
spected by the same inspectors, 10 have the
same class of school books common to both,
not to have any person placed on the high
school boards because of his relizion, and
to allow Catholies the ballot at their elec-
tions of separate school trustees. Thuat was
the platform of the Liberal-Conservative
party at the election, and prior clections, |1
could excuse any one of the three but the
hon. member for Russell for such a state-
ment sceeing that they are non-residems of
the province., The latter followed up his as-
sertions with an attempt to censure the Gov-
ernment of Sir John Thompson for having
appointed our leader. the Hon. Mr. Mere-
dith, to a place upon the Benceho where, asa
matter of fact. no purer man ever lived.
A man among men, a prince of men,
is the Chief Justice of Ontario; yet we
heard last night language of a most unjusti-
fiable character applied 10 thar judge.
I do not propose to take up any more time
in answering the hon, member for Ibervilic
(Mr. Béchard). ‘The greatest part of his ad-
dress was not pertinent to the issue in this
debate. What I wish to give the House is an
explanation of my own position, for which
I have been asked by almost every Liberal
newspaper during the last three months,
and T now inform them. thar it ix just the
same as it was in the local campaign, twelve,
oight and four years azro. We have heard to-
night Sir Oliver Mowut spoken of in the
highest language, and T am not here to de-
tract one jota from the eredit due to that
gentleman, but, although I am a young man,
vet 1 can remember the time well when
Sir Oliver Mowat appealed to the peaple
upon race and religious lines in a manner
never heard of at the present day. He told
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