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argument before the Judicial Comiittee,
can it be honestly said by any member of
this House, or by any person outside of this

House, that my position has been changed |
in the slightest degree by the faet that I

held that brief * Well, Sir. 1 continued. 1
think. consistently, in the course that I had
mapped out for myself in 1889, from that

time onward : and ia 1895 1 was suddenly :

called on by telegram from the Atiorney

General of Manitoba to appear for him at
the investigation. or the so-called investiga-
tion, which took place here in Ottawa be-:

fore the Committee of the Canadian Privy
Council.

the Superintendent of Education in Mani- ;

toba, was engaged in leading the House.

me to come here and appear for the pro-
vinece. and ro do the best 1 could in oppos-
ing the application that was made on be-
half of the Roman Catholic minority for the
-remedial order. I did so. I did it openly
and above bhoard. 1 did not pretend that I
'was not acting as counsel for the province
of Manitoba. I appeared as counsel. I spoke
as counsel. and there was no pretense on
my part thar I was appearing in any other
sense or qualiry than in my professional ca-
pacity. Nosv, if, owing to these circumstan-
ves, T have been obliged to give more atten-
tion to the subject and to master the details
more thoroughly than I otherwise would.
I do not know that that disqualifies me in
any way from taking part in this discussion.
I am not here to detond myself. After
twentry years of publice life, I do not require
10 come here o defead my character, in
either the ome way or the other. If my
position is not as goond as that of the hon.
zentleman or auy of his family who have

assailed me, then I oinust cecupy. according ! .
D3 ¢ i I know, from that which we held here in

to my undersianding, a low position. indeed,
in the publie life of Canada. I am quite
contenft that my follow-conntrymen in all
parts of the Dominion. who have bhad full
opportunity ¢f understanding my conduct,

should place such value npon it and form

such an opinion of it as they think fit ; and
I am quite willing to leave to their judg-
ment the attacks which the hon. gentleman
thought fit to make on me this afternoon.
The law of Parliament is quite well set-
tled, and I shall give you an instance to
show that I have not violated the law of
Parliament, or even committed any impro-
priety. It will be in the recollection of the
members of this House that in the year 1883
or 1889, a special commission was appointed
to investigate the charges made against Mr.
Parncll and his associates. That commission
took evidence and was attended by counsel.
lending counsel of England, on both sides.
That commission reported to the Imperial
Parliament ; and upon the report of the
commission, a motion was made and a re-
solution adopted, passing upon the findings.
Well, Sir, if I am wrong in venturing to
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At the time Mr. Sifton. who was .

" speak on il subject of the Manitoba school
; question, so, indeed, must have been Sir
| Charles Russell, the present Chief Justice of
i England. the Attorney General, Sir Richard
" Webster, aud. in fact, every leading counsel
tof the bar in Engluind, because every one of
1 those gentlemen, notwithstanding they were
i employed and actad as counsel con either one
i side or the other. took part in the discussion
-on the motion in the House of Commous
s upon the report of that special commission.
: That was not decimed improper in England:
: that was not deewsed a violation of any rule :
+and it is not a’ violation of any rule of Par-
linment. I do not deny that the hon. gentle-
cman was perfectly within his right and
i privilege in drawing attention to the fact

which was then in session, the Premier, Mr. ; that 1 occupied the position of counsel for

Greenway, being ill in bed. Mr. Sifton urged ;

Manitoba with reference to this aund other
pmatters.  And, so far as rhat circumstance
should appear to detract from any state-
ment or observation I have 10 make. or any
argament I propose to offer, this Ilouse is
quite at liberty to bear it in mind and be
guided in the weight they ought to attach
to my statement and argument, anything
they think proper on that account. So much
for that matter,

It occurred repeatedly. it was the alpla
and omega of the hon. gentleman's address,
It you leave out the attack oun the hon. mem-
ber for North Simcoe (Mr. MceCarthy) and
the introductory attack on the hon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace), I doubt ir
there is anything to be found in the har-
angue, laboured and tiresome as that was,
to which we listened this atiernoon.

May I say a word on behalf of the hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace). who
is not in his place now. and who was not in
his place when the attack was made on
him. The position which he and I occupy
now does not differ in any rvegard. so far as

July last. I was one of those who drew ar-
tention to the fact that I thought the posi-
tion of the hon. member for West York in
the Cabinet or in the Government of the day
was, under the circumstances., unusual, ox-
; traordinary, and called for observation. And
the hou, geutleman who assailed the Lon.
i member for West York it: unmeasured terms
i to-night was then the Minister of the Crown
and the Minister who rose to his feet to
defend the propriety of the position which
the hon. metnber for West York took.

Sir CHARLES IIIBBERT TUPPER.
was all right up tc that date,

Mr. MecCARTHY. Ajl right up to that
date. If yvou will allow me. I will read
what the hon. mwember for West York said
up to that date. and before that date. open-
1y and above board. and what the hon. gen-
tleman must have known if he kept him%éll’
cognizaat of what was occurring in public
life. 'The hon. meniber for West York said
in his address as ¢irand Sovereign of thé
Orange Order :

It




