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decision having been given, the case was
clear. The Government of this cauutry
knew then, if they acted, exactly upon what
ground they were acting. Suppose they had
acted in the first instance and allowed the
appeal, and the case had then gone before
the courts and it had been proved that the
appeal did not lie in that case. Would that
have been a discreet act? Would that
have been a wise act ?

But after the whole |

ground was cleared, after the decision was!

given, then the Government heard the
appeal. Will my hon. friend count that as
an act of indiscretion ? 1If he does, I think
- the reasonable people of this country will
say that that was the only step for the
Govervuwient to have taken--that as it was
best for it to know exactly its powers in
this case before it sought to carry them out.
So it was necessary when these powers
were made Kknown to give the minority
their constitutional right to appeal. After
that the appeal was heard in due
course, and the decision given; and the
only criticism my hon. friend has to make
upon the decision is that it was dictatorial
and not conciliatory. He pointed out that
the order had two sides to it. He is wrong :
the order is simply the order. It has two
sides to it if two people from different
standpoints read it and come to different
conclusions. It has two sides to it in my
hon. friend’'s own camp. What does * La

Patrie ™ say about it —that it is peremp-
tory and dictatorial ®  On the contrary,

that it is nerveless and no order at all
What does ' L’Electeur” say about it 7—
that it is dictatorial and peremptory ? Not
at all. That it is simply the act of a sheriff
passing on an execution or something to
that effect. What does the hon. member
for L’Islet (Mr. Tarte) say about it ?—that
it is dictatorial or peremptory ? Neo. That
the Government simply get down on their
knees and make a prayer to Manitoba—
why do they not order Manitoba to do so and
so ? So there are two sides to it amongst
my hon. friend’s own people. There were
not two sides to it in Vercheres, where the
-candidate of my hon. friend went ahead of
his leader and made a clear stat ement where
be stood, and implied a rebuke, and I.think
- a well merited rebuke, upon his leader, who
in these important contests and on tlns im-
portant question had no word of advice,
no suggestion to guide the conduct of his
followers who were looking to him for
guidance. In one thing I do agree with
- my hon. friend, that I hope this question
will be settled as far away from the heat
and bitterness of sectarian and party strife
as possible ; and to that end I deprecate ex-
“tended discussmns on that question at the

- present time. On that account I deplore the

- detion of a member of the Manitoba Govern-
ment of the province of Ontario within the
last ten days. What was the case ? What
is the case to-day ? That subject is re-
mitted to the legislature of Manitoba. C(all

“ Mr. FOSTER.

it dictatorial, call it nerveless, look upon it
as you please, it is simply this : a decision
of the law ; and if there is a request im-
plied, it is a request implied by courtesy
to the fuller powers which Manitoba has,
as compared with this Parliament, to settle
the question. The difficulty arcse in Mani-
toba legislation; the difficulty, if it is to
be cured completely, can only be cured com-
pletely by Manitoba itself, on account of
the peculiar and far-reaching powers which
Manitoba has in that respect. There it
goes ; it is there to-day ; and when it went
there it was considered a grave and serious
matter—so grave and serious that outside
of all defiant expressions that had formerly
been used, the Government and the legis-
lature which had the responsibility did a
wise and proper thing, in my view, in

taking time to comsider the question. In
their calm and cool moments thev are
to deliberate upon it, and cowe to
their conclusion; and by and by they

are to formulate their decision. And yet,
Sir, we find the Attorney Geueral oi that
province—one of -the Cabinet who is to
take this subject into consideration and
look over the legal points and pecuiii: oir-
cumstances of the case, and come ty & con-
clusion invelving the peace and prosperity
not only of that province, but of other parts
of this Dominion—we find that gentleman
instead- of giving it that calm and uol -
sideration, hieing himself down to Haldi-
mand, going upon the stump, and saving
that the Dominion Government hbas no ob-
ject in view except to buy votes, and hurl-
ing his defiance {from every platforin in tuat
county. Now, Sir, I think that as political
conduct deserves condemnation, and I have
no hesitation in saying that I do a0t knov
of a single instance in which political in-
decency has gone further towards ouirage
than the instance I have just detaiied to
you. That, Sir, is not the position which
my hon. friend takes to-day, and is not ithe
position which any statesman ougit to
take. Until the 9th of May, when the -

-cision of the Manitoba Government way

be come to and the legislature will be con-
vened to hear it, let Manitoba think over
that matter with as little passion &rd as
far from strife and bitterness as possible ;
let her come to her conclusions apart from
the heat of fiery and intiainmatory declama-
tion; and until that day comes and those
conclusxons are formulated I am bound to
maintain, as 1 certainly hope, that she
will do” her own work as she best
can do it, and that she will find a way
for making smooth these waters which are
now rough and troubled. Now, Sir, I have but
one word more to say, and I commence
that by thanking my hon. friend for his
allusions to our late lamented leader, Sir
John Thompson. So hearty and so eloguent
a tribute as he paid to Sir John Thompson’s
memory shows us, and shows us in a most

‘pleasing manner, that whatever may be



