4223

tice. Of course, if the intention of the Gov-.
ernment is, as we all suppose, a mere pre- -
tense. then, it does not make much difference ;
whether the House votes on this Bill or not; |
but, if the House intends seriously to legis-
ate upon this grievance of the Manitoba
minority. then. the objection raised by the:
hon. member for Jacques Cartier, is a mat-
ter of very counsideriable moment.

Mr. MULOCK. The Act would be no good. |

Mr. LISTER. “The Aet, as my hon. friend
says, would be no good. What do we pro-
pose to do ? The remedial order is directed
to the statutes of 1890 of the province of !
Manitoba. It is to remove grievances cre-
ated by the statute of 1890. The statute of ;
1€90 has been repealed by the Act of 1891,
8o that the remedial order ix a nullity. be-
cause there is no statute for it to act upon.
That seems perfeetly clear ; and that being
the case, you have asked the legislature of
Manitoba to repeal a statute that is not in
existence at all : and. if this legislation ir
to be valid and forcetful, it is necessary that
Manitoba should bhe requested to repeal the
legislation of which the minority complain,
which is not the legislation of 1890, at all,
and. as my hon. friend suggests, there is no
complaint against the other statute. So that.
as a matter of fact, there is nothing in the
province of Manitoba for this House to act
upon. That is the pesition of the mat-
ter. and I think. that, before this House is
asked to do anything with regard to the
Bill now under consideration, the Minister
of Justice should investigiate the objection
taken by the hon. member for Jacques Car-
tier. and satisfy himself that the objection
is baseless before we proceed with the Act.
Or if he find that there is something in it,
that something prevents our going on at
all, and it seems useless and protitless work
10 2o on here voting and discussing a ques-
tion when the whole work has to be done
over again. While I am upon my feet,—I
will take ocrasion to advert very briefly to
the argument of my hon. friend and the
statement he thought proper to make—the
statement that the hon. member for North
Onutario (Mr. McGillivray) made in the speech
he delivered a few moments ago. My hon.
friend in most vigorous, if not violent
ferms—

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. Not violent.

Mr. LISTER. YVigorous certainly, denied
that during the local elections for the pre-
sent Parlinment of Ontario there was any
assault made upon the separate school sys-
tem of that province.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. I said to destroy
the separate school system.

Mr. LISTER. Yes; to destroy the separ-
ate school system of that province. I take
issue with my hon. friend, and I say to him
that from his leader down, and it was not
Mr. Chief Justice Meredith but Mr. Marter, ]

Mr. LISTER.

[COMMONXNS]

‘order.
-facts.

who was the leader when the assault was

‘made upon the separate school system of

Ontario.

Mr. MeGILLIVRAY. I rise to a point of
The hon. gentleman is misstating the
At the time of the general elections,

rthe Chief Justice of Ontario was our leader
“and

Mr. Marter was not. Now take that

back.

Mr. LISTER. Tt does not make any dif-

ferenee whether it was Chief Justice Mere-
;dith or

not. I believe Chief Justice Mere-
dith was the leader of the party then, be-
cause Mr, Marter sueceeded him, and in the
by-elections M, Marter was the leader.
Well, the leader of the party did not go
as far as that, but his followers went frowmn
one end of the country to the other. and
miade an assault on the separate schools
system and called for its total abolition.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. That is not so.

Mr. LISTER. They urged that if the pro-
vince had control over legislation, the pro-
vince could repeal it. In other words, that
the power which created the Ontario sys-
tem of education could repeal it. The peo-
ple were told that they were the source of
all power. and that if it was their wish,
that legislation could be repealed.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. Does the hon. gen-
tleman say that was the position of the
leader of the hon. leader of the Opposition ?

Mr. LISTER. I say it was.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. It was not or of the
party either.

Mr. LISTER. I say. moreover, that never
in the history of Ontario was a more bitter
fight. made by the Conservative party of
Ontario than that fight, and that fight was
an assault against the Roman Catholic peo-
ple of Ontario.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. No.

Mr. LISTER. You breught in to the
county the notorious Margaret I.. Sheppard.

Mr. McGILLIVRAY. That is not true.

.\Il:. SPEAKER. I do not see what con-
nection that has with the question before
the House.

Mr. LISTER. It is a question of adjourn-
ing the debate.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have already ruled that
in such a case. the discussion must be re-
levant to the discussion before the House
on which the adjournment of the debate
is asked.

Mr. LISTER. If you hold it is not rele-
vant, Mr. Speaker, I bow to your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot discover what

Mrs. Sheppard has to do with the Bill be-
fore the House.



