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ail know that i was a spurious document. 31r. LaRIVIERE. Doyou eau timi cvi-
So we have all the charges made by Mi. dence ?
Ewart withdrawn, aud only the statement Mr.McCARJHY. Ir that is not sutlient

remaningwith egr to separate schiools,;reîtiig vrirgedt-C)irt eol for the lion. genitlemnan, then 1 would likt, to
being preferable to public schools.wd

But tiere is another side to this question.iW did the G"verîmmt. W11Yld voi'r
Did the legislature of Ma nlitoba wautonly
do away with this system of sc*hools ? Did own frieuds. afteie
they do so simply out of bigotry ? Nay. toieote'sî ?
Sir. amr.LaIVeIaE.thorDofoyualtltshdisaord
that lias arIsen ? Dtld those few words w'hi Au lion. -Not as ifs.
I utteredM MhEisa Prairie in the suni-suliien
mer cf1889relly stir upthe eifienot the hon.entlemanh nouialrd
and teneople of that pvinewmutliI fther e ne hangm s

to itWydtihni to aboeisGvli the e ent, whC.y dad ur
selîooIs and eç,taibish the publie sehiool e fey respect. Ther. h-te not the lion. gext-

tou It is a pity to destroy ny own credit. stunip rsttno the ystemrs bitwas eive" youo
bu'at 1 eaninot hlpli doincy so. liaving regard1f u tnpbsum eln shwHeto ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 tj"_tS retrcstîta îittne ~î oing to mnake the schiools etliieint.

[ amIth utr dniedtaat thellastisobefore ireaiched Manitose ae dil s wthe ch An n.r MEBER. on t wa

I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ (,ltI uteewnPrael rirei h u- M.MCRTHY Yiefces, Othe eebiarer

eruniient hand :uinouticed their detert-ulua tion eeryody - k nows t ber %vere ineleet 1wtm do away rth the dui systeg. On tveneni I unestandthe Engliswla1. 'aid
vcry day t tt 1 réached Wn 1pe Isaw in 1pUbl uîonevvoed. for lims:loo lsw im-ta nli it n i e p l o th e ta tcro i n c to m u at : iro ti PN w - i a s nd. a n d in

shools cancd letaster ublice schoolsy spee fron evidece hich oug t to be ac-
t t ve th is reuse. R menhber gow the

tif the aren ivay goverientm ainne< e roed supt stum teling su hw thy
td as the poltcy of that goarnment that te ,d hing o ae th so ethelent.
deal systchd of shools asto bel l ed .ch nerii dem tit schlton. Athe-
Irentd t herdstateerment-Iiniatinreexeitdwareste iehetrtO thecntarye

say- derstanding fthet l sem.us hO theeverybodyknowes h wderemellient p e
systeni as to be doeaw. n i 1tIat ipub the Pric eotednt ford the sthser w mpor-

the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ to monnIae h ttmn hta :poerlexProend. and in saying PotisoI

pa have b-een mistaken. It was n t to te Catolesectimnewf man gem ent : and
f te Gr waygoernmoet had aool- ee Attoeney Gei rl of Maitoba ls lot

isl "1!1".the dua-l systcum. w benitailed tdpbiv syhatlt ineydouble (Npi)cy of thge povinmee that temold syta uld. l in A ertpainc tmwa roant-
dSO aolis tl oseoos. Ultiba ated. edbythe proic and that sum was divid-

I radtht satmet-Imired i Idae d0 accordiing to schooldpopuaion. : Acen-ii

-. -undesttt the separate su ws tkend theltrustee tmv

systm ws t bedon awa. I tht Ianthe moneyowas hnded ifloe.oepr

si.: the dual system.Whenti. 4iidleor me ttornwy Generlee ofMaxmba Cthas not
they went accordintgly. for tsums ut ihllie tRoanCi. ho

Now. it bas been said with a good deal oft ed from the public treasury. Now.
forc why wee those separate schools not tiat is fr. Sifton's own statemeit, whici I

force, ? Ter efliciency hasbencl- will tronible the Flouse by readinig.refonied? '711imch ili(IlIiCieflCy has bec!] chai-
lenged. Hasi any mani disputed if They Mr. DIUPONT. The stateent of Mr.
were not fuilfilling the purpose foi' whiclh Sifton is not proof.
thev were designed. The children in the ' Mr.McOARTHY. The lion. gentleman
settlements where separate sciools existed

wcre growing up in ignorane-ignorance says it is not proof. Well, the publie must
which. to use Mr. Sifton's words, was a judge between the Attorney General of the
disrace to any civilized community. Di(1 provine and the lion. gentleman. Al I ean
not thmt call for an linquliry ? sny s that have the statement whmich was

- i a1a1.odn liberatel ni nhi h th h

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Has the hon. gentle-
inan any evidence eof that ?

Mr. MCCARTHY. Yes. Was the legisla-
ture whieh iwas spendinig the nmoney of the
people in the attempt to educate their child-i
ren not bound to Inquire and investigate.
when that money was not being properly
used-at any rate. was not ahelieving the de-
sign for which it was intended ? The hon.
gentleman asks me if I have any evidenee.

I ask him to appeal to his friends.
What Is the Bill tiey have given you é
Why, the Bill. on the face of it. admits the
ineficiency of the'schools. It says that you
are not fit to be trusted with the manuage-
ment of the schools, with the examinat' u
of the teachers. or with the cholce of the
books.

Mr. McCARTHY.

y itt, n wli cviiL tat cnartreis deliberately stated. ere are the w'ords
of Mr. Sifton:

It was fouund that the scAhool population which
had been returned by the Catholic section of the
iBoard of Education vas palpably inaccurate.

Again there were grave abuses in connection
with the distribution of money. We have never
been able to ascertain how the Catholic section
worked the matter out. But I will give you one
result of the distribution of the public rnone.
They s0 niaiiaged that while the Protestant
school districts recelved $197 each, the Catholie
districts got $347 each ; that while for each
Protestant teacher there was paid $121.76, for
each Roman Catholie teacher there was paid
$195.05.
That does not stand quite on Mr. Slfton's
statement alone. Let me give you the stat-
istics :
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