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has unlimited power in the matitr of educa-
tion. The attempt to restriet that power by
the first clause in the Manitoba. constitu-
tion was found, upon investigation by the
Judicial Committee, to be meaningless. The
clause vas found to be meaningless, and
the consequeuce is that the Manitoba legis-
laiture has absolute power to del with the
subject of education, just as if there was
no limitation there at :A1. Mark you. 1
w-ill not pretend that is not subjeci to our
r-view. I amu speakin; of it ini hie iirst
instance. The legvislature of Maitoiba bas
the power to deal with (educ ation uinder the
terus of the Manitoba Act :

In and for the province, the said legislatr.e
may exclusively inake lavs in relation to educa-
tion, subject and accordiuig to the following proi-
visions.

courts of law dctermined, w-hen it abolish-
ed the separate sclhool law bly the statute
of 1SbJ0. Absolutely within its riglits.

Now, if it was within its rigits, if the
provinIce of Manitoba was right in abolishi-
ing separate sehools, and if heire w-e have
the rigùt to sit in review of that, I ask
in wuat spirit should we approach ii.: ? Are
, ou to give credit for good fitith on the part
Of the province ? Are you to assume that
the province has aeted wantotnly or that
the pirorince and the legishiture of that pro-

ineC hias desired to (do the duty that it
owed to its citizens, whieh was to see to
ileir education ? Why, when the state as-
Smuiles the edclication of the child, w-heu the
tate takes from the par-nt tit whieh lbe-

longs to the parent, and sees to the educatioi
of his child, it docs s fer the public good.

The first provision was bound to be a mean-hIt .10(5so beause lu a deniocrncy suel as

ingless provision. There were no facts ndi . it is rn I tat the y slîoul
c1irceumlstanices upoin which it could act. b detd ti motn htte l(Il(

(*i-cIuSalcc Uh'~U wiih t ulmd.. grow -upflit to fullil and perforn thie duties
Nothing in any such law, saysi the first pro- of citizens. Aud thepbas t'e îe-

vision, shall prejudicially affect any right orSI it n to la
privilege with respect to denominational schoobs lisldren of the people are educated, 1 woul
vlich any class of persons have by law or prac- tci ïiw wliat (idénce there is ler'.

tice in the province et the union. o-show- lat the province did fot properly
Neither by law, if there was any law. nor diseliarge fliat duty -hen tbey passed thc
by practice. lHas the Privy Council deter- law of 1890. Are you going to say. siuply
mined that there is any class of persousseparate sebools were established
w-ho had any right or privilege with re- in l1871. witli 12.000 peopl<-tlie size of a
spect to denomhiational sehools at the time ? t -iship, %-th twenîy-four representatives.
1IIie <:<usequciice is y30Ucaiinot 1i*ai-%v am- I true.andlleau. semite.mcay sLieutoast.-

<ýoneijîciiionstroin that clause, so fsariasmphefat tt te fit.en shoul-
provinice of ',initoba is concerned. But the; slip, a candful u uneduated people-arelion.hnisteropJustice(Mt. Dikeybas; u to f ad e m te due
î'ld us tliat-w-e are to interpi'et Us Iaw,"'. in isl. te Anligteneclpeople has tL -
114)t sleeÙr«*9').(liiUIait it salyS. but as tsonsiba liad nt rinrtk to review the situ-

it was intendid to say. Is there any ration t1890 p Are yeuceoid, to wo
flUpunWiil lîws arciiterpreted witkut evidenewithout accusation. with-

that vïay.? Cao -e bnd the people oie Maul- iolit 1.1e preteuse thatlun vh:ît they lidinii
Tuba i.yiw-bat the 3M[inibiter of Ji:-4ivetat reset they did no et with toe fuly
w-as intcnded ' that ? îemldcd * eisch. ofhrdspousibility, aud yits the de-
m-iy it iSerfectly plain. They de(sired to--sire to carry At iu oting toy fulstmailer
put the people of the RedRiv-er exaclyiiiIllecautis ad respoosibilreiesthatlsed
tuie sane position as thât in w.iiich Ui n cast181.0 ith2em-.0re you golug sayie oaiii
euple of te Cother' proYvinces havetow np they were unwarranted and tivet.-

The. caud terefoie used the words "by cd da «rievalce on any section of te people
pcacuiceo" ; aud xatly as tat clause as .O ho are e t Ilook at it ? The hon.
hn. application in Nova Scotieoeno(ui Ney i ugoentlman (Say Chartesauibbert Tuppei .
Brunswick, norend Prince Edward esdtand, wion in I se leaving the yagmer, and otesy.
wherenbough they had law. there was at resphey didnowas the laa, that the Privy
wo inbyte hienId tdhiolational school -i Couneil o-frspuiiteu, and ithat the lae-
had any rights or privileges, so it lias no
application in Manitoba, where they had
not such school, eitlier hy law or practice.
So, in this Red River country the word
" practicel" did not add anything, because,
on investigation of the facts of the case.
there was found to be neither law ior prac
tiee by which deuoiinational schlsx'h> had
any privilege or advantage. If this part of
the Dominion was to be placed on an equal
footing with the sectled parts. it was only
fair to introduce thi w-ords " by practice,'
as there could possibly l no law. And
when we pass fromn that. then we find that
this province was within its riglit. as the

abiding people of Canada were going to obey
the law. no matter hîow the law might fall.
I suppose the lion. gentleman believes that :
we are bound to accept his statement that
lie do.s. But, Sir, I do pity this country
that had such a legal luminary as Minister
of Justice, if that is bis Idea of the law.

Mr. FOSTER. Don't waste your pity.

Mr. McCA.RTHI-Y. It is too late to waste
my pity. th. hon. Minister of Finance sug-
gests-

Mr. FOSTEI. I said, .ion't waste it.
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