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with any child. Roman Catholic or other-
wise. in any of our public schools. But.
Sir. if they are fit for the Roman Catholies
->f Ontario to attend, and lit for the Roman
Cutl.olics of the province of Quebec to at-
tend-I a nispeaking of the British-speaking
childreu-and fit for the Roman Catholie
children of the province from which the lion.
gent.leman wlho interrupted me conies from.
I would like to kuow how it Canlibe said
tley are unfit to use in the province of M:ani-
toba.

Mr. (A. IERON (Inverness). It depends
on the books they are to use.

Mir. MeCARTIIYl. The books are the saime
as they are in our province-substantii:ally
the saen.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverniesì. No. not the
sane at all-far' d lferent altogether from
wlat they !1rer in Nova. S:otin.

Mr. MCA RT HI . I am not spenking
about Nova Scotia : I ami spenkinîg about
Manitoba. ThIy are siusttially t he saine.
Ad in the aIrgumîent which took place h,..
fore the Coim mi ttee of th PI1rivy Conli
hre, with the curiculnum anîd the1ours. of

studos pred out. tihe onilyobetn which 1
Mr. Ewart. on belialf of the mninorityv. muade'
to he books used vwas a history enlied

Buklev's Istor:." a11( it iiurnied out. snî

investi.na'ton, ih:a ' Buek!ev's IIi'torv ' a.
heill usEd in Illei onent shiools in th h iT v
of Winnipeg. SO tlat the petition iere
doefC's not give ally ground fr intt'erem-e.
I ask this Parlianent-if ihey will look ai
this muatter as husiness men. apa.rt from
political influenlces. an:d as the ouicil of
tlhis country ouglit to have lookd at it whe4n
ibis petition was prdesetted. n an iiuiry
vas made-what conclusion coul Il is Ex-

celleniey the Governoru G e'ier arî'ri ve a t
other than thbat the grounds set forth in the
petitions did not entitle the petitioners to
any relief ? Why. Sir-let me give it %( s a
typien iiustance-in the North-west Terri-
tories. whhere separate scls are establish-
ed hy law, there is but one course of studies
for separnîte schools and for Protestant
schools-one curriculum and one set of
books. The only distinction is that in somie
sections there are Catholie seliol trustees
and a Catholic teaclier. But the course o*
studies is the same in both :nnd wlen the
Roman Catholie hishops appealed here
against that state of things. and asked that
that law should be vetoed. what did the
Governmîent do ? Why. they refused to In-
terfere. The Government that now insists
that Manitoba. an independent province,
must restore the separate school system as
It existed in 1890-that same Government.
when appealed to against the ordinance of
the North-west assembly. when appealed to
against the ordinance of the North-west as-
sembly, which established practically but
one set of schools. although allowing sep-
arate schools. so far as the election of offi-

vers and the a)pointment of teaclers were
conee rned. permitted that law to go into
effect-depriving the bislhops of the control
and of the right to say wlint books should
be used. other than those w-ho were on the

i Council of Public Instruction. Th:at law
was allowed te remain on the statute-book
jas not inflicting any injustice on the Catho-
lies of the North-west. Then, why oughît we
to interfere with Malnitoha. if we take the
grounds put forward ? The order la s been
made. The Bill is before us. I ask every
ma1:n1 in thîis Ilouse, ea lie conscientiously
say thIt le ought to nterfere with a frce
legisature whieh bas thouglht fit to abolish
separate sehîools. even on the showing of
the petitioners thenselves ?

Ml. AMYOT. Rank tyrannlly.
Mr. McIARTIY. I ask whether. upon

th1v showving ef the petitions themselves. any
for and re:isonable man would interferie.

I Remembher. we ar le not legislating. Rec-
meuîîhemr. it is not our' jurisdiotion. lemem-
le. w ar 1 erIe tl supervise. Remlember.
we are here to unco wat we thin hiullas been
impoporly done. 'Tha t is our course. tha t
is uir power. 1nd tiat alone. il'i these
-ircumnstances. I wnnt to knuow hhvler 'i.'it
i would le prop.r a-nd ri:rbt toi nterfer ?

Bu t. Sir. I willi not stop thee. I do lot
| want te tr'ent thuis thing technmic.ally. I will
Scome tMr:)Mi. Ewart's argument. r. Ewart
; as lot tied dowi1 by the petition. le cm Ie
I e'ure ilic Couneii. representing the min1or-
Sty. anid he sprend his grievances before
;11hem. And wha:rt ws'ere the grievances ? Ile
divided bis argnument lito six hends. Thrmee
')f thosc. you will remembher, w'ere founided

j exn alidavit.. nn lie withdrew them. We
imay therefore idismiss theni.s lie thouglht
:prolper t disniss themi. Heli cManlhnot sur'ely
Snsk the Governor Genern to pass a r'e-

1 medial order upon certain grounds whichI he
, withdr'w. and afterwards ask Paliaeit to
implement the order of thie Gov-ernor Gei-
eral, based upon those grounds. And w-at
was left ? There was left. Sir. tle argu-
ment based on the fourth bill of rights.
about whici we he'ar no more. and the argu-
niment in favour of separate schools. without
ainytliing to support it heyond the statement
t.hat separate sclools are preferable to pub-
lie sehools.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The affidavit about
the bill of rigbts was withdrawn. also.

Mr. McCARTHY. It was, but stillI it was
treated as historical. and I was quite will-
ing that it should be so treated. But we
have never yet had the truth with regard
to that so-called bill of rilghts. It was sald
to be in the office of the Minister of .Tustice.
and I asked for It at the time. I asked If
the statement with regard to Lepine was
true, to have the whole statement brought
down. On two occasions returns brought
down to this House were based on that
demient as if it was genuine. while we
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