
[CmImONS]

to sit for thirty-five consecutive hours, is
one that ought not to receive the approval
of a Imenber of this House. Thei question
we are discussing is one of sutiielent imuport-
ance to have warranted a demand on the
part of this louse that the Govcrument
should have allowed ample time for its dis-
cussion. I conisiderl the treatmnent of t4he
" ILasard " staff is one that is not justiti-
able, and I think it vould be a disaster 1.
the louse if that staff vere to break down.
or if any nuiber of its members were to
break down. The memîbers of this louse
ean take a rest. we eann bsent ourselves
froi nour seat aud take a r'est, but these

31r. Sl'I-E\ R F.I: . I a Iii of t1he opinion t hait
On a motion tg adjourni. the lion. nîeimîber
ùailllort. pursue tlh:t line of observ:tions.

Mir. 4'lI.\LT IlN. I amn about to oome to
the poiut.

Mr. Sl'EAKElt. I must point out to (lhe'
lOn. meimber that when thiere is a motion
to :adjourn before'the llouse. t ic
miust have relation to ihe mt ion before the
Houîse.

M r. L\l LT(N. I submit liat i rea-
sons i am assignig for the propriety of the
ad.iournment, on account of the injury and
ilijus ico done t lie " Hansard " staff. is
a sullicient reason for my remarks. If n '.
I will forhear.

Motion to adjourn nega tived.
Mr'. 3eGILIÀVRAY. At this early hour

in Ihle u trning it is iot iiy purpose to takei
up iuclitime or attention of the louse.
lindeed, Sir, I would have taken somnewlat
less lid it not beeu for the extraordUimry
speech of the hon. memnbler who ha; .ust
taken his seat, coupled with the addresses
made previously by the hon. meuibemr fo;r
Anlti"gn1ïish (M'r. Melsaac) and the hou. memni-ber for Russell (Mr. Edwards). Before
gomgiîi on withi my renarks oni tlis question.
let nie say that I do not believe ilîit -uehi
charges a s bigotry and fanaticism shouid
ever be al))lied to any part of the province
of Ontaîrio. I have taken part in the di'.us-
sion of the public questions of' tie daîy in
thliat province for many years, and 1 t-il the
lon. umllember for Antigonisl th.It ihe does
not know what he is talking abont ;"nen lie
says that there was ever an atteupt 01n th1p
part of hie Conservative party in that pro-
vince to destroy separate schools. Perhaps
the hon. mieniber for Aitigolish could be. ex-
eusecdin pari. ut hlow the lon. meuber for
Russell eould e Xees'1, I annot under-
st:nd. 0 lehives i the province. and lie
knîows thtat there n'ver was suchi a ry raise
uin ie province ou<''f Ont arîio by the' Lib eral -

Coiservative part y. :-s las been charged to-
m1.hlt fin th l oo 1 r flthle Iliu.)

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

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. Sir, I will tellI the
bon. inember where I was.

Mr. CHARLTON.

Mr. LISTER. With Margaret 1. Shep-
pard.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. That may 4.miure

hon. gentlemen, but the man wbo says hiat
I <'veri met M~arg'~aret L. Shieppar'd on a phit1-
form, says what is untrue.

Mr. LISTER. On a platforin ?
Mr. ..leGll\VAY. Or anywhere else.

An lion. îlilellIbu'' xwho imkes use of uehllill-
guage is beneath ny notice. Thlat wuîman's
naine should not be neutioned in this Par-
liamllent aIt all in ihis conîection. But I
will tell tlle hon. gtlenian wlr I was1. I
w0s on anî:îy platformns in the provine of
Ontario, and lu nearly every constituency.
and I never made use of the lunguage such
as has been harged lere t o-nigt, .nor did
I ever hear it used by otlers. What was
the position of tle Libral-Conservative
party in those cots. Was it -In lIttmilipt
to destroy hie seoaate shools oft p h pro-
vince ?
Mr. LISTER. Yes.
Mr. McGILLIVRA Y. The Ihn. gentleman

yes," ut lite klWs Ie1t t'r. ie klovs
fully what the obj'ect was. It wis to bring
these scitools to a lev el with the otlier
schools of the province, to have then in-
spected by ilie saue iispectors, Io have the
saine class of sclool books conimon 1o bothi,
not toI have any person placed on the hgli
shuool boar'ds h erause of his r'eligion't. and1
Io all4w Caiholies Ille ballot at tleir e -
tions of separate school trustees. Tha :was
the pla f.r f' tie Liberal-Cons'rvi
lparty at. Ile eluction. and urior ele-10n-. I
could excuse a ny oe of tl three but ilhe
hon. nemiber for lussell for suchi a sta e-
ment seig tiat tley are n0n1-resileiis of
t.he provice. The ii ier followe('d u is as-
se-rtions %wit.h -ini atitempit to nsrethe Gov-
ernment of ir John Thiomps fr Iaviig
apîpointd 'our leader, thIe n11(1. NIr. er'-
ditlh., 1 a pla.e( upo hei lienhI where. as a
i'atter of fact. nto purr man ever livei.

A man among men, a prince of men,
is the Chief Justice of Ontario ; yet w 'e
heard last niglit language of a ost unjusti-
fiable chaîracter applied to that ju .
I do not propose to take up auy more time
in answering thei hon. miemîîber for Iberville
(Mr. Béchard). iTh greaest part of his ad-
dress waus not pertinent to the issue in this
debate. Wlat I wish to give ilhe House i an
explanation of iy own lposition, for which
I have been asked byi ailmost every Liberal
necwspa pe' durinug hIlle hast three months,
ad I nw inforu thiem. ihit it is .islt the
saie as it w.as in the local e.nmuipaignu. twlve,
eiglt anI fou' y'ers ago. We have heard to-
niglit Sir Oliver owat spoken of il the
highest language. anul I amnot hire o de-
traet .le iotîa fruit, ite ere''dit <lue to that
gentleuan, but. ailthough I a a young ma,
yet I ean renember' the timne j well wjhen
Sir Oliver Mownt nppealed to the people
upon race and religious lines li a minner
never heard of ti the present day. Ile told
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