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the past few days. I tell him  that - Government ¥ Hon. gentlemen may decline
I counted  sincerely  on  his  support. : to follow me in that, but I will give them
I could mnot Dbelieve it possible that, furiher testimony. 7Tke hon. gentleman was

a man in his position, of his faith, could -
do anything else than support a Govern-
ment. largely Protestant, led by a Protes-:
tant leader, in 2 measure of justice immendi-!
ateiy ailecring his co-religionists.  These are -
subjects, perhaps, sometimes better left un-
said, but I prefer, in this debate, to say our
just what I think. I am a P’rotestant, born .
i I'rotestaut, as the hon. wentlemian was

born a Catholic: and I would be ashamed

if, for political reasons or on account of th::

trannnels of any association, of whatever

Kind, I should ever tind myselt relatively in

the position the hon gentlenn ocenpios te-

day. I regrer ii, as a Canadian, whatever

I may think of it as a party man. 1 wrote

in the publice prints thagt I expeeted the hon,

wentleman o vote for this measare. amd 1

sincerely did expeet it. I had every reason

to believe it, nor merely upon the general

principle to which 1 have incidentally refer-

red. bur from following the hon, gentleman

a8 best 1 could. I know thai he is i peiiri-

cal symnasr. 1 kuow that on sienigshit rreanede

questions, ir is didficult to fmd hime ot aay

particular time, or fo nail hine down teeany

pavtiealar poliey. bit 1 thougsht thar on this

questicn. thix quession of justice—justice to

e Catholies of Manitebha--iie would prove

himselr every ineh g o, a Catholie and a

Capnadinn, Why did  Ledieve ihat v T wwas

alad to tind. for instance. that in July, 1805,

whatever may hutve zone hefore, when the

Inte leader of this Tiouse, the Minister of

Finanee (Mr. Fosters smred what the peliey

of this Goverpmen: was going to he, stted

plainly and above hoard—the hon, Ieader of

the Oppostiion, usive this imporiant langn-

axe. Aecoprling o Tausard,” he snid

The Government have at last taken a policy—

s0 they sax. 1 awm no. guing in quarre! with them
as to the character of that policy.
Aud, vter ong in tlwe spme gpeech, and
take nothing e the hone gentleman's
meaninege when I omirt what intervenes, he
sipid o

Evervbody hopes, everybody oxpects, that this
controversy will be settled by the people of
Manitcha therusclves.
yo I hoped, and. of course, so did everybody
hope. Later on, again. when the hon. gep-
tleman contemplated the possibility of our
hopes being destroyed, he said :

I do hone. for my part, that we shall be
spared even the lamentable spectacle and lament-
able event, which, however, I see must come if
this yuestion is brought upon the floor of this
Parliament, when the lines of parties. I am
afraid, will be broken from their present cleav--
age and refcrmed largely on lines dividing the
Catholics ard Protestants into two camps.

The IProt:stants of this Cabinet were com-
mitted to one line of policy—was it possible
that I could imagine that a Roman Catholic
would be found in what the hon. gentleman
was pieased to term, the Protestant camp.
as distingnished from the position of the

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

. as offensive to the Catholics.

at Winnipeg in 1894. Ile spoke in the very
provim:e in which this troublous question
had arisen. and what did he say in 18 in
Winnineg %

Prove to me that the complaint of the Roman

i Catholic minority is true. that their righis are

cutraged to this extent—-—

Whsat extent ?

—that ipstead of sending their children to schools
where there is no roligious teaching, they are
forced to send their children to schools where
there is religious teaching——

Of a I'rotestant character *  No.

relizions teaching not their own, and Losill
be prepared to o hefore the people of Maaituba
and tell them that such legislation should ot
stand.

Mr. LAURIER. Hear, hear.

Sir CITARLES HIDBERTT TUMP'ER. The
hon, geaileman cheers that statement, jle

adiaits the aceuraey of the rveport, will e
pretend now, or a#t any time in this chaim-
ber. that there is not a relicious tesching
being tought in the sehools in Manitoba, nog
that of Roman Catholies

Mre, LAVRIER. This is mere ¢chilld's piay.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER, T
hon. gentleman says now i ix mere child's
play, but i 189 b sabd be wegld 1ell the
people of Mauitoha  that Wi jewisiation
conld not stated, Coudd 1 have antdeipsied
that the hon, geptleman woald so specedify
changs» his opinion ¥ Why, tiie hou men-
ber for Winnipeg Mz, Martim, sappesed (o
bhe one of the fMmthers of this lezishiniong 1o
coerce the minority of Manitoh:, put himselr
OnN record even I g Strongel nanner hakn
did the leader of the Opposition. With re-
gard to the Act of 1894, the hon, member
for Winuipeg said :

I said then, and 1 still think. tha: tin clauss

of the 1990 Act which provides for coriain rolis
gious exercises is most unjust to Romnman Cath.-
lics. If the state is to recognize religiva ia
its selhel legishicion., such g recoznition as ‘.
acceptable to I’rotestants only, and, in fact. only
to the majority of Protestants, is te .y :iind
rank tyranny.
Now, there was the position of -
the Oppesition. And what, atier e,
the leader of the Oppesition put wupon
cord ? TLast session, this House cauno v
forgotten that he chargoed {he poxition wiieh
he had taken in the debare in 18050 16e Jid
not raise the question of these beinz Protes-
tant schopls, hut he dild raise the guestion -
and put it on an equal plane, of the seheols
being distasteful to the congeientions sevup-
lex of the Roman Catholic minority of M-
toba. This was the anguage he use:t in
July of last year:

If the scheols are not Protestant. they are just
2 Why ? Because
it is part of the Catholic doetrine that the child-
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. ren should have both secular and religious educa-

tion. If their conscientious conviction is that

: their children should be taught those religious



