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the school question. No, the Catholic hierarchy—
you know It, and I can say It plainly—the Catho-
lic hierarchy leads the Catholics In their reli-
gious conviction, and all those who do not follow
the hierarchy are not Catholics.

And he has instructed them that this was
clearly their duty, because the church in-
structed them in their line of conscience,
by telling them that it was their duty to
support the Bill which gives back tliese
rights to the church.

When the hierarchy has spoken there is no
use for any Catholic to say to the contrary, for
If he does he is no longer a Catholic. Such a
man may carry the title, but I declare this as
a bishop : I say U.-night, and I say it with plain
authority, a Catholic who docs not follow the
hierarchy on the school question is no more
a Catholic, and who will be the one to entitle
such a one to the name ot Catholic ? Where is
the society or government who will give him
the right to call himself a Catholic when I in
my authority as a C;uhoIic bishop, deciaru that
such a man has no right to 'he name.

Then, I say, the bishop is putting them out-
side the pale of tlie church, and that iis a
vei-y serious matter lor Catholics, .sjr. i

regard that as a most unfortunate ihing,
because it is Interl'orinfi' with what must
people in this country look upon as rlie riglit
of every member of Parliament to do, naioe-
ly. to follow the dictates of his o-\vn judg-
ment in matters where the state must con-
trol, and where the state must be above
the church and above religion, and where
members believe that they know the condi-
tion of things better than the men wlio are
attempting to give advice. I do not blame
the clergy of the Roman Catholic Churcli for
doing so. I do not blame them for bring-
ing e\ery influence they can to bear upon
the church to do so, but I think it is un-
fortunate that that influence should be
brought to bear. A man who has the cour-
age of his convictions, and who has the
manhood and the integrity to say : In the
face of all that, I regard my duty to the
state as so and so, and I sliall carry it

out, notwithstanding the fact tliat 1 may
bo buried under the anathema of the church,
and notwithstanding that the whole church
shall be arrayed against me. and support
the party opposed to me ; 1 s.ay that the
man who has the moral courage to say
that will be endorsed by the people of this
country. They will regard him with respect
and honour, and they will look upon him as
a greater statesman than they did before.
This is one of the features of this con-
test which makes me to-day go very strongly
against this Bill. AVe are told that if we
do not legislate In this case, Quebec may
take away the rights from the Protestants
of that province. I was glad to hear the
hon. member for Three Rivers (Sir Hector
Langevln) speak In the generous and manly
tone he did this .iftornnnn, wlion ho gaiil
that whether the minority In Manitoba "ot
their rights or not, Quebec would never de-
scend to any principle so low. I nlwa;, ,?

had a high opinion of the Fj'cnch-Canadian
people. I always regarded them as chival-
rous, jis honourable, and as disposed to do
right to the minority down there. But above
and I)eyoud all that, I say that \\liether we
le,i;islati' or do not legi.slate, the ri^lits of
tlu> minority are not in danger in tliat pro-
vince. Tliero was a solemn compact enter-
ed info witlj the province of tjueliec in this
mjitter, and I believe that no person would
dare to break up the original contract which
was entered into bet\A-een tlie two Canadas
lieforc confederation, and embodied in the
Confederation Act of 18(17. And should the
peoplu down iu tliat country wish to legi.s-
late upon that question, and if tliey felt as
strongly on it as do tlie people of Manitoba
would ilio people of Manitol)a lie disposed
to luterfere with their rights V I think thev
would not. And if tlie people of Quebec
came to this House would they be inclined
to regard with qaietness and courtesv any
ctlort that was made to interfere witli their
rights. I think they would not. They would
be the very strongest to create an agita-
tion tliat would be lai-ge in its proportions
and dangei'ous in its results, if they were
not allowed to control their rights, as tliey
were allowed in the Jesuits' Estates
case. They would tell us that any legisla-
tion against them was an interference with
the riglits belousiug to tiieir iirovince, and
they would not brook any interference. Xow
wiiat should the Government do with this
(luestion at tlie present time V I say they
sliould leave it to the people of the province
ot Manitoba to deal with as in their judg-
ment they think best. That was what tliev
sliould have done in the Urst place. While
the .ludicial Committee of the Privv Coun-
cil said to tlie minority : You liave the rl"ht
to appeal, what did that mean V Some say
that the Government are now only carry-
ing out the judgiiient of the Privy 'council
I do not so uuderst.'iiid it. Altliough that
was very fiercely contended a few mouths
ago. no member of tlie Cabinet to-day will
say that the Government is obliged to take
this course because of the Judgment of the
I'rivy Council. That judgment of the Privy
Council was an opinion in the natur(> of ad-
vice to the Governor in Council here. It
told them that the minority had tlie ri"-ht
to appeal to them for a hearing of their case
That was all. They heard that case, and
according to their judgment and wisdom
they could say either " yes," or " no," you
have a grievance and we will change that
law, or we will not change it. It was
e(iually their right to say : Ve will not in-
t(H-fere with ilanifolia. or we will interfere
It was the right of this Government to say

•'

If the circumstances are such that we oug'ht
to interfere, then we can interfere with it ;

or. if the condition of things are such iii
Manitoba that they c.innot successfullv carry
on two educational systems, we shall 'not lii-

terfere with it. But. Sir. this Government
were equally at liberty to say either one


