which was launched at him by the
member for Pictou.

Now. I really have taken up more time
thau the subject warranted in this prelimin-
ary statemweni. We are engaged here in a
much more serious matter than in consider-
ing the question of the position which 1 have
held or the position which my hon. friend
from West York, or the position my hon.
friend from Albert hasx held. Let me, if 1
cau, draw the House back 10 a consideration
of the importiat measure before us,
fess, Mr., Speaker, 1 cannot answer the
speech of the Lon. member who addressei
us this afternoon. 1 have failed to find a
consecuiive argulpent in it from beginuning
to end. Denunciation there was, abuse there
was ¢ but I defy :@any hon. member of this
House to say. baving listened to that tirade
for two hours, that it contained one soli-
tary argument—ilthough it contained many
statenents, whichi, T suppose, the hon. gen-
tleman mistook for arguments. e attack-
ed the hon, leader of the Opposition as a
Catholie. e wound up his speech by say-
ine that this was a question that was not
cither Catholic or Protestant, it was no:
10 Lo treated as a question pertaining to
the Catholic religion—and in that 1 agree
with Lim—but the lowivden of his attack was
that e (Mr, Lauarier, a Catholie amd a
French Canadian, was opposed to a Reme-
dial Bl which was propesed an hehnlf of
Lis co-rehigionists and compatriois. These
positions can hardly be reconciled. 1or ecan
they be treated as consistent.

What is our poasition here to-nizhy ?
person in the course of this Jdebate has
pretended to say that this Parllament is
not clothed with jurisdiction to pnss a Re-
medial Bill. I do not wish to be understood
as saying that we have jurisdietion to pass

hon. ;
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ed, has been wantonly disregarded. Other-

“wise, there is no fitting oceasion for ocur in-

terfering against the provinee itseld. The
hon, gentleman (Mr. Foster) wio address-
ed us on I'viday afternoon, and who, 1if Le
will permit me to say—Il doe not wish 1o
make him blush—bhas made the only ~pecch
worthy ot the oceasion which has bheen

“made from his side of the House, certainly

1 con-.

impose @ system of separate schools,

presented the case in a way which, it the
facts and the civeumstances stated by him
can be velied upon. would lead 1o the eon-
clusion which he asked the House 10 draw ;
but he will pardon me if 1 ain unable to
aceept these racts; and he will excuse wme
it T point out how he erred. Awd I think
that Ins owmn good sense and fair-minded-
ness would lead him to say that it he bad
known how far he bad been led astray with
reganrd to the facts and the history of the
case, hie would not have been found ad-
dressing the Housze in the language he used
on Friday afternoon,  Ile toldl as that sepa-
rate schools had nothing o Jdo with the
case.  The hon. gentleman, the vouthful
member who addressed us ihis afternoon
told us that that was the only subjeer be-
fore us, He accepted my stuiiement before
the conmmuitiee, 1 said thar that was the
primary question, that first we wust con-
sider whether or not we onght to adopt and
The

smore astute leader brushed that aside and

Hix open-
We have

told us that it was a side issue.
ing remarks were to the effecr :

‘nothing to do with separate schools ; that

No |

wis settled long <incee ; seitled at confedera-
tion, settled when Manitoba entered the

“union ; it is embedded in bed-rock of the con-

-it.

the Bill which iins been subniitted to us— .

that is a vastly different thing., But tha
we hiave a right to pass a Remedial Bill in
the terms of the remedial order and in tul
filment of the remedial order. no person
who understands the subjeet will for a mo-
mont deny.

that right ? education ix

The subject of

But how comes it that we have-

not one that bhelongs to this Parliament—

not primarily, at all events. The subject of
education has, very properly, been commit-
ted to the local legislatures. and that subjeet
is one which is to be dealt with, :@wnd pro-

perly dealt with, by these provincial assem- !

blies. That they do deal with it, under cer- ! !
;Tederation, or rather a compact at confed-

tain restrictions and certain limitations. is
undoubted. That under certain circumstan-
ces aud on certain events happening—which

bave happened in this case—this Parliamenrt ;
i tered

has power to intervene, is also unquestion-
ed. But what we have to remember is that
primarily the duty and respomnsibility with
reference to the subject of education belongs
to the local legisliture of the province of
Manitoba, and before we Interfere we have
to be satisfied that that duty and that re-
spousibility has not been properly discharg-

Mr. McCARTHY.

stitution, and we have nothing to do with
Now, after the character attributed to
the speech of this afternoon, 1 cannot ask
the House to accept the stiitement of the
hon. member for Pictoun as completely de-
stroying the argument of the hon, Min-
ister of Finance. It would be a sinple wiat-
ter for me to put one speech agninst the
other, and point out how voth cannot stand
and ask the Hcuse to accept the latter.

But I feel it would be trifling with the
House, under all circumstances, if I did

not give some reason fer saying that, in
that particular, at all events, the gentleman
who last addressed us was right, and the
len. Minister of Finance was wrong. We
are told, Sir, that the rcason of this was
that there were compacts—compacts at con-

eration and a compact when the Manitoba
constitution was passed. A compact at
confederation—a compact, we are told, en-
into on Dbehalf of the Pro-
testants of the province of Quebec, & com-
pact without which confederation would
have been impossible, a compact, to use his
own language, which was the sine qua non
of the scheme of confederation. Has the
hon. gentleman dived no deeper than Mr.
Bwart's little pamphlet in making these



