
Alberta and Saskatchewan. That argument may differ from us, and to find, common 
is by no means condhiàive. We know that ground of action.
■there arte strong reasons why these lands
should be retained within the control ot DOôSü’t Like Principle Of Sopar* 
the dominion. We have not the slightest ate Schools. % T *
doubt that during the development of the „ the principle
Northwest Territories it is a wise provis- y * ■ , ; j -
ion that the dominion and not the prov- ,o£ operate schools. I regret-that such a 
inces should retain the management and large number of my fellow citizens m Oan- 
control of the public lands. ada are ob^ to take a view. eonscien i-

Mv honorable friend can see no reason 39 =a>' 1 be}'f'e’ *“*
why' a distinction , should be made between the>' ca"n0,t s“W»rt"a «r=tem of free cont
our dealing with the land question in the m°n sc 100 s. ... , ... „

I need hardly say that I do not rise with case, of the Northwest. Territories and our country ifMn the growth that i/now 
the purpose of following m.v honorable dealing with the land question in the ca<e . w "rapid)y upon ua 0(lr children of 
friend in the very lengthy argument he has ] ot the other provinces. Let me say to my ^ ^ aJ SHC.:oil6 adj creeds should 
addressed to this house, on what ne is: honorable friend that we think tueie die , a-,. arid mimrle together
pleased to regard as the constitutional ' strong reasons. If the question of muni-, . aod jn tllv ^hoo, room and
question involved in the consideration ot, gration is one which is properly assigned uia- g ound and if we can happily
this measure. If 1 felt, as he appears to to the dominion government, lhe qu**\ gg^mton »uei. a policy it would do much 
feel, t)iat the constitutional questions in* tion of immigration and the question ,qt
volved are the overshadowing questions, 1 the settlement of the/public lande are lwmd , elv unnesi-
need hardly say that I would not presume closely associated. In most of the otherj - " ■
to address the house at this moment. But provinces the amount of available land' 19. ^ 0^T & ' J.
it is bouse d do not agree- with my ffionor- not verytourist timt’bis opinTn m^t prcva.l 
able .friend that, the constitutional ques- to flow rapidly'into-the west regardless of the wishes of Ins brethren,
tion is the overshadowing question. going to be able to carry out that vigorous, . school law which

immigration policy which during the past, _ “ „
Can’t Dodge the Question. few yeara.has been converting that land, did not cal for th*, word separate " Hut

into a busy hive of industry, it is necessary ; .must take things as they are We have 
that there shall be a retention of those; to recog,use the fact that forty-one per 
lands in the hands of the dominion gov- cen* of the people of tins dominion do not-
eminent; but if we make a miitake at this think as 1 think on that question dm. not
point we have .the comfort of knowing that hrnk as the majority of Protestants think, 
we err in good company. ^hat then Shall ye say that they are in

When the province of Manitoba was *he minority and that therefore we shaU
created, just as we are today creating have no regard for then,.' ShaU we say
these two provinces of Alberta and Sas- that they are but forty-one per cent, and 
katchewan, the land question was consid- we are fifty-nine per. cent and therefore 
ered, that for the very reasons which 1 we will be indifferent to them? 
have ventured to advance tonight the 
government of Sir John (Macdonald desired 
that it .would not be wise to give -the prov
ince of Manitoba control of its own lands.
(Cheers). They were not content t,o rest 
under the constitution which had been 
given to .them. They came to Ottawa and 
they asked the government at Ottawa on 

than one occasion to change that

*o exclusively make laws in relation to ed
ucation.” (Cheers).
Wig.! Fielding.

Hon. W, S .Fielding, who was loudly 
cheered, said: My honorable friend thé' 
leader of the opposition moves that all 
the words after “That” be struck out. 
The motion is that this biU be read a sec
ond time. It seems to me that after you 
have struck out aU the words of the mo
tion (hat the bill be now read a second 
time there is no biU left.

. e'S". "k

-for tiré gr-T -der upoutiotng of the country;

I do not believe 'the people of Canada 
will cornent that any one of us should 
shelter himself behind the fence of an al
leged constitutional question. This school 
question is a vexed question, a troublesome 

with the fullestquestion. We can all say 
sincerity that it is a misfortune that we 
have to deal with it. But once we have 
it here my beUei is that our constituents, 
the people of Canada, wiU expect us not 
to evade it but to meet it fairly, boldly, 
and discuss it openly, and discuss it in a 
generous spirit, and endeavor to find some 
solution of the difficult problem.

I do not agree with my honorable friend 
that we are not called upon to discuss the 
question of separate schools or common 
schools. 1 believe that the people of lhe 
dominion today are not going- to have 
their minds engaged with an elaborate 
analysis of constitutional questions which 

never read and

/•

Would Fear for Quebec Minority.
No, Mr. Speaker. You cannot govern 

Canada by any such rule as that. Let us 
do well to remember that the Homan 
Catholics are not. in a minority every
where; there is one great province in 
which our Roman Catholic brethren are in 
the majoritj-, overwhelmingly in the ma
jority.

Suppose we are to insist upon this doct
rine of provincial rights, right down to 
the last point as was argued tonight, what 
would be the condition of our Protestant 
brethren in the province of Quebec? Sup
pose that under the sacred name of prov
incial right®, an effort were made to do 
away with the separate school system and 
with the rights of the minority in the 
province of Quebec, what would we find? 
S'e would find the table of this house and 
.the table of . the greater parliament at

have 
would 
d the

more
provision, of the constitution and to give 
the province of (Manitoba control of the 
lands.

Mr. Fielding read from the report of a 
committee of the privy council in 1884, 
when Sir John Macdonald was premier, re
fusing to recognize the claim of Manitoba.

nine out of ten of them will 
which the whole .ten will fail to under
stand.

Now, the first question to be considered, 
only for a moment, because, happily, th^re 
is not division of opinion upon it, is 
whether or not the time has come when we 
shall give the form of a provincial consti
tution to these new territories in the west. 
Happily, I say, 
opinion on that.

Then we conic to the question whether 
these territories shall come under the oper
ation of one government as at present, or 
whether they shall be divided into two or 

provinces. There is not much dis
pute on that point, happily. I think my 
honorable friend, the leader of the opposi
tion, had previously entertained the 
that one. province was sufficient.

It. L. Borden—1 never expressed any 
opinion on the subject.

The next question to which we come is 
the question as to what shall be done with 
the dominion lands. My honorable friend, 
in the small portion of his speech in which 
he did not deal with the constitutional 
question, devoted himself to the question 
of dominion lands. We have provided in 
this bill that the dominion lands shall be 
retained by the dominion. My honorable 
friend takes very strong grounds in favor 
of these lands 'being given over to the 
provinces. He argues that inasmuch as by 
the B. N. A. act the lauds were left to the 
possession of the original provinces, we 
should apply the same principle and leave 
these lands to the new provinces ot

The School Question.
Mr. Fielding next dealt with the finan

cial terms. He said that speaking generally 
the most that could be said was that they 
were liberal. Both sides of the house 
would approve of this, but what the peo
ple of Canada was concerned about was 
the resolutions in regard to schools.

“Now this is a question,” said Mr. Field
ing, “that at any time should be approach
ed with all possible deliberation, especially 
in a country like Canada, with our diver
sity of race and creed. He would be a 
rash man ivhu would plunge into a discus
sion of that, question witltout a$ disposi
tion to be reasonable with regard not only 
to the opinions and convictions, but pos
sibly even to the prejudices of bis fellow 
men. We "should be prepared to listen to 
all that may be said and to make an hog- 
eat effort to meet the views of those who 
differ from us in opinion.

We should aim as far as possible, each 
of us, to have a system brought about 
which would come as nearly as possible to 
our own particular views, but surely each 
of us must realize that if we are to carry 
on the government of the country 
not insist on our individual views, but 
must try to meet the views of those who

there is no difference of

Westminster, because ti|^M|tarauLd 
to pass the imperial '
find the table of 
table of the imperial jiarliament "loaded 
down with petitions, not of the character

more
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CATARRH THE MOST DANGEROUS
OF ALL CHRONIC DISEASES.

_£
'

• v* " -i ai

cannot help bnt add weight and import- 
to the thons and a of testimonial^ePb-m-na Is a Blessing to Those Troubled With 

Catarrh," Says United States Senator Corbin. in ance
from the humbler walks of life.

Catarrh is the cause of at least one- 
half of the ills to which" the bnhisn 
family to subject. Is there no way to 
escape from it T There to.

Porona never fails to cure a cold.. Pe-. 
runs never fails to cure catarrh In the 
first stage. Perona curoa catarrh in the 
second stage, nine cases out of ten. Per 
rona cures catarrh in its lust and worst 
stages in the majority of cases, and 
never fails to benefit every case, how
ever bed.

A book on the euro of throat and lung 
diseases, and catarrh in all stages and 
varieties, sent free to any address by 
The Fornna Medicine Co., Columbus, 0.
•My Lite Hung by a Mere Thread, 

Pe-ru-ca Cured Me.”

*

m
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Mrs. Sarah Smart, 276 Hayward 8L, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., writes :

* I can't tell in words how low I was. 
My life hung by a mere thread. I was 
waiting for months to dio.

“ My trouble was connumption or 
bronchitis. I suffered no pain when I 
was low, but coughing and breathing 
kept sapping what little strong,h I bad. 
I could not eat, sleep or even lean back 
on a chair, I was a mere skeleton. I 
said to my husband, * I can’t last much 
longer.’ My neighbors say they do not 
know how I ever recovered. It was al
most a miracle.

“I took your medicine but three 
months, when I could do my housework 
and washing, and have been doing It 
ever since. Now I am able to do any
thing. You would never think I had 
Seen troubled with such a serions 111- 
neks. I shall always keep yonr medicine. 
Inky house.’’—Mrs. Sarah Smart.

| Despaired of Recovery.
Ms. R. I® Aullch, Vice President 

Amtican Genealogical Association, 60* 
it, N. W., Washington, D. C;*
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iwentIcnin—“The use ot Pe- 
raaa basjbeea a blessing to 
those tropb
So manj^tmy a&ualntari^gs 
bave b/Æacured aod benefited 
by iiffuse thajfis curative 
quampes shmJB if generally 
knmvn. I mo not hesitate to 
recommemf It amtbe best rem
edy yet mscovemd for tbatdj^ 
ease. ”m-D. Y^Jtorbin, 916Æhl- 
cago fpera tjousc, C

l

n•6.itb it
when I say 

Underfill remedy for 
bai trouble. Last fall I 

much debilitated from the 
of & cold contracted early In the 
er and which I neglected. I knew 

that my system was in need of medicine 
and rest, but to find the right thing was 
the problem. Happily I gave Perona ft 
trial first and have no reason to com
plain of tho results. Within a month I 
had entirely recovered my strength and 
good health and really felt better and 
stronger than before."—Mrs. K. L. 
Aullch.

If you do not derive prompt anil satto- 
factory results from the use of Perona, 
write at once to Dr. Hartman, giving » 
full statement Of your esse and be will 
be pleased to give you his valuable ad
vice gratis. c

Address Dr. Hartman, President of 
The Hartman Sanitarium. Col umbui;0.

#*‘I know whereo 
that Perona i^^ 
colds and 
wae
e:

Colds Mol Promptly Cored Are Sure 
to Cause Catarrh.

i, III.
L/vwwv ;

every part ofX excretion, 
the hum!

Perona 
and const:

pervj
Catarrh Improperly Treated is Sure 

to Make Ufe Short and Miserable.
l7j

tso^Cres bronchitis, coughs, 
p^Bon in the first stages with 
Swtainty.

Hpdfb. Y. Corbin, is ex-United States 
fttBator and cousin of Adjutant General 
Corbin of the United States Army. 
"Judge Corbin is one of the best known 
lawyers in Chicago and stands high pro
fessionally and socially. The above 
endorsemerit coming from such

. .V,. “V,,.

Many Wonderful Cures Are Made 
by Pe-ru-nà. u

unti

X'tATABHH spares noYwganor fnne- 
NV tloù of the body. It is capable of 
destroying eight, taste, smell, hearing, 
•livestion. secretion, assimilation and

ingenuousness of years,” to use the langu
age once heard in the British parliament.

The prime minister said it was not a 
question of separate schools bnt one con
cerning the constitution, and one of pro
vincial rights.
Praises Roman Church,

Mr. Borden said that no one appre
ciated more than 'he did the moral end 
ethical training which the Roman Oath- 
olio church bestows upon the youth of 
Canada who are bom within the pale of 
that church.

“I esteem,” he said, “to the highest, 
the value of moral training of the chil
dren of this country, and I am free 
further to confess that I appreciate more 
highly perhaps than Some others do the 
consistency and devotion Of Roman Cath
olics in this and in other matters of their 
faith whenever they give to the Protes
tants of Canada an example from which 
the latter might well learn many valuable 
lessons. But this was not a question of 
separate schools. 1

“If any one gentleman should propose 
to insert in this measure a clause forbid
ding the establishment, in the new prov
inces, of separate schools I would be pre
pared to oppose strongly and strenuously 
any such provision because I believe that 
not only in the light of the constitution 
hut in the light of the highest principles 
of statesmanship and wisdom that ques
tion should be left absolutely to the con
trol of the people of the new provinces.”

Refera to Manitoba Case.
Mr. Borden again returned to ithe Mani

toba school case. There were a number of 
decisions in -that case. Finally a remedial 
order was submitted 'by the Conservative 
government. It was then that the prime 
minister fought against it. .In the mari- 
-tiine provinces Mr. Fielding declared 
against coercion in the west, Mr. Sifton 
ably seconded Mr. McCarthy and in Qiie- 

•ben the first minister looked af ter his own 
campaign. There wae no doubt remedial 
legislation was within the constitution, 
yet the majority of the people gave a ver
dict. against interference, which lhad been 
twice confirmed, once in 1900 and again 
in 1904. The sacrifices wthieh the Conser
vatives made were great. They made 
them because they believed in the con
stitutional right of the minority. After 
the elections Sir Wilfrid stood as the 
champion of the -liberties of the people 
and the defender of provincial rights. And 
so it had gone on until now, when this 
measure is presented:

The conditions "under which the bill 
was presented 'he again referred to, al
luding to Mr. Fielding and Mr. Sifton's 
•aibeeûce at the time.

The measure was put forward on the 
grounds of constitutional obligations. It 
was said that in 1875 parliament imposed 
conditions upon the territories which of 
necessity had to remain when admitting 
them into the union. Parliament could ait 
any time "have repealed: these pefimiæiône. 
The opinion of George Brown was given 
but" Mr. Brown was not- ^giving a legal 

'-opinion. The premier might have given 
more eminent authorities on*coSstitutiépal 
obligations, Mr. Borden ijfreji cited" Sir 
John Thompson, Sir Louis Davies and 
Hon. David Mills to support' bis view. 
If these were not euffideni hp-, would read 

■one. from Sir Wilfrid Laurier himself.
No Constitution^ Obligation.

Mr. Borden took, issue with the premier 
in holding that there was justification, in 
tfie (B. N.- A. act. for imposing upon the 
people of.the’Nojçthwest this.fetter. Noth-

AUTONOMY MLL UP FOR
ITS SECOND READING

«
satisfied with the system of separate 
schools. They wanted the system extended 
and improved before confederation, so that 
under the new constitution the rights of 
the minority could not be interfered with 
by the legislature of Quebec.

Sir Alexander Galt championed this in a 
speech delivered in Sherbrooke in 1884, 
when he said: “This was a question winch 
in Lower Canada they must all feel the 
greatest interest, and in respect to which 
more misapprehension might be supposed 
to exist in the minds of the Protestants 
than in regard to anything else connected 
with the whole scheme of confederation.”

It must be clear, said Mr. Laurier, that 
a measure would not be favorably enter
tained by the minority of Lower Canada 
which would place the education of their 
children and the provision of their schools 
wholly in the hands of a majority of a 
different faith. It was clear that in con
fiding the general subject of education to 
the local legislatures it was absolutely 
necessary this should be accompanied by 
such restrictions as would prevent injus
tice in any respect from being done to tne 
minority. ;

Sir Alex. Galt was too great a man to 
stipulate for the rights of his own minor
ity friends alone. The sub-sections tie 
framed were made to the minority in any 
province pf the confederation, that en
joyed separate schools. It was in obedi
ence to that order of the constitution that 
provision was made in the present bills to 
preserve the rights of the minorities in 
Saskatchewan and Alberta.

Now, sir, a word as to the changes we 
have made in the educational clause. When 
we introduced section 16, as it stood in the 
original bills, we had no intention than 
to give to the minority the rights and 
privileges to which they are entitled under 
the constitution, the same rights that they 
have/today. But, sir, it has been objected 
to, that the language used in section 16 
was too broad, too vague and that its 
adoption would lead to contusion and 
trouble, instead of certainty as to the 
rights of the minority. By the first para
graph of section 16, as it stood then, the 
Northwest Territories act of 1875 was re
produced in toto. An event occurred four
teen or fifteen years ago that has to some 
extent limited that act. The territories 
about fourteen years ago passed a law 
which, in the opinion of the minority, 
abridged the rights given them by the fed
eral law of 1875. The minority carried 
their complaint to Ottawa and asked for 
disallowance.

Sir John Thompson, however, after ex
amining their plea, refused to disallow the 
territorial ordinance. He admitted that 
the ordinance in question was an infringe
ment of the rights of the minority, but 
stated that as it merely continued a simi
lar ordinance passed some .three or four 
years before, against which no complaint 
had been made at the time, tie was not. 
justified in advising federal disallowance.

The educational clause in our autonomy 
bills, therefore, confirms an arrangement 
that -has been some fourteen years in force 
and that has given very general satisfac
tion.

We have not. introduced ordinance No.
31 regulating the aid and grants to be 
given to schools, because we thought it 
better simply to lay down the principle 
putting no burden upon the territories,
not saying how they are to dispose 6t. ... . ... ... .
their money, but simply sayragjhat when I «H witbm the four provins rof the act 
schools conform to the laTwhetTer they led up to it- cq«U be found to

public schools, all shall be Justify this restriction upon the province.
There were to be no separate schools out
side Ontario and Quebec. When the terri
tories became part of the union, so did 
'Manitoba. 'There was no constitutional

Sir Wilfrid Laurier Defends Separate 
School Clause

Says Under Confederation Act the Minority in the Territories 
is Entitled to Them-Leader of Opposition Stands for 
Provincial Rights But Says His Party Can do as They 
Please-Hon. Mr. Fielding Accepts Compromise, and 
Says Chaos Would Follow Laurier’s Retirement Now.

V.

Ottawa, March 22—(Special)—Sir Wil
frid Laurier in moving the second reading 
of the Autonomy Bill, expressed pleasure 
that the debate was starting out in such 
a happy frame of-mind. Upon the intro
duction of the measure he (Sir Wilfrid) 
had laid stream upon .the public lands ques
tion, the school question, the number of 
provinces and. the financial terms, a® the 
most important features ol" the proposed 
enactment.

The Conservai ive leader, in he reply had 
touched merely upon two points, the ovn- 
enahip of ppblic lands :md the school ques
tion. Upon the .latter he had made no 
definite pronouncement, but. had eounsell- 

„ed «ümneRK and moderation. The Con
servative press, unfortunately, had taken 
a very different stand on the educational 
question. In fact it had spared no effort 
lo inflame the public mind upon tiiat ever 
difficult question.

“In the cohr#.” exclaimed the premier, 
“of the years .1 have been ini this house 
many have been, the occasions which par
liament. had to - face and solve quest ions, 
simple enough- in themselves, but compli
cated liy sudden outbursts of passion, and 
again let nié sày that ! nee this word pas
sion in no offensive sense, because we all 
recognize that passions are very often the 
outgrowth of noble sentiment. But let the 
sentiment be ever so meritorious if it goes 

K beyond a certain line, it may become 
blind, unreasoning passion. In 1875 on the 
New Brunswick school question, in 1889 
on the Jesuits’ estate question, in 1896 on 
the Manitoba school question; now one 

- part of the country, now another has been 
roused to a high pitch of excitement.
Hie Stand on Former Occasions.

Since my own conduct on the present 
occasion has been assailed perhap® I will 
be pardoned if I say that upon every,one 
of those occasions, I have endeavored, 60 
far as I know and successfully, Ithink, to 
live up to the very principle of the con
stitution under which we live. In 1875, 
being then a young man, I supported the 
YtaoKenzie government which refused to 
interfere with certain législation passed 
by the province of New Brunswick against 
which the Roman Catholic minority eom- 
qdamed. As it was established that at the 
time of confederation New Brunswick had 
no system of separate schools it followed 
tiia t the federal parliament had no author
ity to interfere.

In 1889, having then 'become leader of 
the Liberal party, I supported Sir John 
A. Macdonald’s government in refusing to 
disallow the act of the Quebec legislature 
regarding the Jesuits’ Estates question. Jn 
1896 I opposed Sir MaoKenzie Bowell’s 
government when they endeavored to force 
a system of separate schools upon Man 
itoba that, according to high judicial opin
ion, the province had been within it® 

* > rights in rejecting.
Stands for Separate Schools.

On, the present occasion I stand fast, ac 
I believe, upon the rock of the constitu
tion of Canada, uehen I eav that this par- 

» liament should accord under the con.St:Lu 
tion, to the minority in the new province® 
the same rights and privileges that 
joyed by the, minorities in Quebec and 
Ontario.

Sir, it is a remarkable tiling that the 
very men iwho 'insist the loudest upon 
provincial rights take no heed of the fact 

, that under the constitution wherever a 
province enjoys separate school rights at 
the time they enter the union those rights 
are to be preserved.

Provincial rights are the very basis of 
our constitution, but there ds no rule with
out its exception, and in this case we 
liave the terms of section 93 of the British 
North America Act which provide that, 
“In and for each province the legislature 
may exclusively make laws in relation to 
•■ducation, subject, and according to the 
following conditions:

“One—Nothing in any such law shall pre
judicially affect any right or privilege with 
rc.qvvt, to denominational schools, which 
any ekiss of jicraons have by law in lhe 
province at the union."

t Says Opposition is Inconsistent.
Here, then, continued the premier, you 

•lave the principle laid down. But plain 
as the facts stand, dtdll at the present mo-

matteiH. Sp there wae no difference be
tween the ground he had taken then and 
the stand to which he was committed in 
the present matter.

We. are told that the right to continue 
their separate erihoo3s cannot be claimed 
for the new provinces because the latter 
have been hitherto nothing but territories. 
In other words bad Saskatchewan and Al
berta already existed a® provinces and 
come to us with their present separate 
school system, parliament, wouldi have been 
forced under tihe constitution to have con
tinued that, system. But as they come in 
the form of territories they are not en
titled to the same rights. Now, as a mat
ter of common sense what does it matter 
as far os law and order are concerned 
■whether Saskatchewan end Alberta were 
provinces or territories. 'We gave them a 
school system thirty yeara ago, and if not 
that system as dear to them today ss 
though they had been provinces all along? 
Are not their fights now just as sacred as 
though they had been entered into prov
inces years ago?

If we arc to consider some of the news
paper articles and speeches, 1 have read 
what, supreme reason, is advanced why this 
constitutional right to separate schools 
should not apply to the territories?

dites C. P. R. Legislation.
It is that parliament is not bound to re

spect acts which a former parliament en
acted. In other words that the parliament 
elected in 1904 is not bound -to .respect the 
acts passed by the 
Well, sir, if we are to take our stand up 
on the supremacy of parliament I ■ have 
nothing more to say. Parliament is- su
preme indeed and may go the length of 
disturbing the moral laws which govern 
all governments and all men. It is open 
to all men to break 'their word or to vio
late their engagement, and it is open to 
(parliament to do likewise. So We have a 
double opportunity on this occasion to 
signalize ourselves, because not only can 
we withdraw the rights to separate schools 
which the minority. have enjoyed in the 
Northwest since 1875, but it is equally true 
that in 1881 this parliament forever abbre
viated the powers of these new provinces 
m regard to taxation by decreeing that the 
Canadian Pacific Railway with all its sta
tion®, grounds, workshops, buildings, 
yards and ^tlier property, rolling
stock and appurtenances, required
and used for the construction and 
working thereof, and the capital stock of 
the company should forever 'be free from 
provincial as well as federal taxation. It 
wae agreed also that in these provinces 
no municipality should have power to tax 
the C. P. R., its stock, buildings and prop
erties. Sir, is .not. that an invasion of pro
vincial rights which is more far-reaemng 
in its consequences than that of which 
complaint is now made in the matter of 
education. .But at the same time does 
anybody think for a moment of giving the 
new -provinces power to tax the O. 1*. R. 
No, sir; we respect, onr engagements.

Must Be Consistent.
Then if we respect our engagements in 

the one ease, why should we not do so in 
the other?

There is no better testimony in favor 
of the principle embodied in this bill than 
the letter written me by Premier Hàultain, 
who said: “The territory included within 
the boundaries of these proposed provinces 
was (admitted to the union) on July 15, 
1870. and immediately upon the creation 
of these provinces the provisions of 
tion 93 of the British 'North America act, 
1867, became as a matter of indefensible 
right a part of their constitution.”

That is to say, “As a matter of indefen
sible right” the provision of section 93 of 
the British North America act, becomes 
part of the constitution of the Northwest 
Territories. Now section 93 declares: "In 
and for each province the legislature may 
exclusively make laws in relation to edu
cational subject and according to the fol
lowing provision: Nothing in "any such 
law shall prejudicially affect any right or 
privilege with respect to denominational 
schools which any class of persons have by 
lhA' in the provinces at-the union."

Il I understand the English language 
this means, according to Mr. ilanltain’s 
own confession, that in the matter of edu
cation the rights and privileges of the 
minority are secured against any prejudi
cial legislatiou which might be passed, ’lhe 
difference between Mr. Haultain and my
self is that 'Mr. Haultain argues section 93 
applies automatically otr the admission ot 
the provinces, while wë .told the provision 
embodied in section 93 has to be intro
duced legislatively by this parliament into 
the constitution of the new provinces.

parliament of 1875.

be separate or 
treated equally.

I want to impress once more the fact 
that the constitution of Canada is a com-
promise between different elements in or- obligatio„ in regar4 to thg one more than 
der to produce a great resn . ere > the other in regard to education.
differences of power, there are exceptions, H( ^ ^ vs the Queen, and
but all this diversity is intended '_P ■ Brophy vs. the Queen proved abundantly 
mote unity. 'Let, me say one as - n0 Ke^lra'.P schools existed in the
We have done pretty we so ar n • territories when they became part of the 
development of our national institutions, L,anadian federation, and therefore sec- 
but we have not yet reached toe max,- ^ M could have np mor* effect in the 
mum. I am sure that 1 wil 1 ' territories than in Manitoba. In estah-
that it will do no harm, u ”n ,LLd fishing a new province the" basis of con
trary much good if, w enev®r ' federation could only be altered by an im-

to apply the principle of the continu- statute
tion, we apply them not in any carping > Penal statute, 
sense, but in a broad and generous spirit.
(Cheers).

onare en-
The dominion had the power to transfer 

to a province any of the powers which 
under the provisions of section 91 come 
under within the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the federal parliament. If one provision 
could be transferred all could. The basis 
of confederation could not be changed. 
There was nothing in the terms of section 
93 which authorizes or justifies the legis- 
altive rights of the new province.
Parliament Could Revoke Powers 

Granted.
Parliament was always able, to revoke 

powers conferred upon the territorial 
council. The premier dealt with the ques
tion as if the people themselves .had estab
lished a system of separate schools by 
their own independent action, and then 
proceeded to argue that these rights had 
to be preserved. But in this case it was 
the parliament of Canada which had im
posed upon the people of the territories 
themselves, who had no representation in 
parliament.

Mr. Borden contended that the provis
ions of the constitution which had general 
application ought to be applied to the 
provinces. The rights of all should he 
governed accordingly. The result oi con
federation was that separate schools were 
only to be given to Ontario and Quebec. 
“The people of the Northwest,” he said, 
“were opposed to any such restrictions. 
-Shall 5,500,000 people of Canada deprive 
500,000 people of the Northwest of that 
home rule which is theirs under the con
stitution, and which the Canadian parlia
ment had voted should be extended to Ire
land.”

Mr. Borden said that if there was any 
agitation over the measure it should be 
confined within narrow 
Northwest. The battle cry of the honor
able gentleman in 1896 was “Rands ofi 
Manitoba.” ’The slogan of that day raised 
against the exercise of a coersive btit 
stitutional -power should ring today in 
thunder tones in the ears of those from 
whose lips it then resounded.
Borden’s Motion.

In conclusion, Mr. Borden moved: “That 
all the words after the word “that” to 
the end of the question be left out and 
the following substituted therefor :

“Upon the establishment of a province 
in the Northwest Territories of Canada

R. L. Borden.
R. L. Borden, leader of the opposition, 

said that he favored the principle of the 
bill in granting provincial status to the 
Northwest Territories. He thought the 
land should go to the Northwest.

Taking up the educational clause of the 
bill, (Mr. Borden said that it overshad
owed alt the questions, involving as it dkl 
differences of religion and perhaps of race.

“I do not desire,” said Mr. Borden, “to 
make it a party political question. I 

this side of the

sec-

leave to every man on 
house fnil liberty to foltow the dictates 
of his conscience and his judgment and 
to do so without regard to party ties” 

Mr .Borden, dealing with the Manitoba 
school controversy, said that if ever there 
was a question calculated to arouse pas
sion and -prejudice it was this one, which 
was thrown into the political arena.

When the Conservatives desired to In
vestigate the premier was impatient of 
delay and uhen they endeavored to 
•ciliate he accused them qi cowardice and 

When they wanted an inter-

con-menfc they seem to be ignored. Mr. No-r- 
-thrup had quoted a speech oi" his made 
years ago in defence of the principle of 
provincial right., but if that gentleman had 
gone a tittle further in this very speech 
he would have seen what he,: Sir Wilfred, 
recognized, that under the constitution the 
provinces were not supreme in educational

weakness.
pretation in the courts he declared they 

exciting passion and discord and 
when the remedial order was proposed 
he said that it was ineffective and ineffi
cient. When they sought to enforce it 
by act of parliament he declared it was 

TY-, a * qo too irritating and drastic in its terms.
History of Clause 93. «‘And,” added Mr. Borden, “he (Laurier)

On this point it might be opportune to fenouneed in violent terms Dalton Mc- 
inquire into the history of clause 93 in the €arthy in 1890 ^ an enemy of race and
British North -America act. Row did it ciieed and within three years was con-
become a part of thé Canadian çonsti ution to accept his aid.” |
and become a part of this act. We Jive in ^ Borden continuing, said 'that on the 

re of such intense excitement tiiat ^ gye Mr. Tarte declared that the 
ejection yj oi righte 0£ the niiia0rity were betrayed and 

on the other hand Mr. McCarthy de
nounced the action of -the government 
oppressive and coercive.

were

m«551eSf?# limits of the

ldffEry is soon forgotten.
|Ee B. N. A. act-, was introduced at the 
suggestion of'-ijir A. P. Galt in the inter 
est of the Protestant minority of the prov- 
inve of Quebec at a time when Sir A. V. 
Galt was the champion of that minority 
in the old province of Canada. The embr>o 
of section 93 of the B. N. A., act is found 
in section 43 of the Quebec resolutions 
which included education, saving those 
rights and privileges which the Protestant 
or Catholic minorities in both Canadas 
may possess as to their denominational 
schools at the time when the union goes 
into operation."

That section 43 guaranteed separate 
schools for Ontario arid Quebec but did not 
go further. The Protestant minority of
Quebec, at that time, was not altogether

t
a con-

A
Says Laurier Has Two Policies.

He (liorden) accused, Sir Wilfrid of 
posing as the champion of 'provincial 
rights in the English speaking provinces 
and a® the self-constituted protector u£ 
'minorities in Quebec. In this way he de
feated the Conserva live government. In 
the English speaking provinces Sir Wil
frid got support on provincial rights and 
iii Quebec he even got a larger measure 
of support.

The premier was now in difficulty and
ihe wae “now doing penance for the <Me-

Hcbing Euaeeis unie jeecess
’Mie i_>o\u)ayty of tyjPwety

C*itxir|g/B»ll-»arine'
WlahlMacjlne is the
b cj iw* v" i( 1 of

'rsm tmi prfljgPoi the c who use
it is <lr \Æ "aWeijPrng, end rent thé 
kird baiewDut it in lettc.a îr ci
our frmros we ■fcve the New Cetitu.y 
is entitled t >j|ri>Jacc in the Hull cf Fame. We vÆtn*i\ you a booklet des
cribing it <>^6pplication. Sold by local 
dea’ers ev^^-where ut flt.50.

ELL MFC. GO. LTD-. HAMIL0ÛI

ati
of «uch province, subjevt -to and in accord
ance with the provifdonri of the British 
North America acts, 1867 to 1886, is en
titled to and should enjoy full powers oiTHE

J.
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