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by living in harmony apnd ignoring those differences which
uesed to be conmsidered fundamental —these two principles
surely must prevail, that as regards theological questions
the State must have nothing to do with them, and that as
regarde the control which the federal power can exercise
over Provincial Legislatures in matters touching the free-
dom of its people, the religion of its people, the appropria.
tions of its people or the sentiments of its people, no section
of this country, whether it be the great Province of Quebec
-or the humblest and smallest Province of this country, can
be governed on the fashion of 300 years ago.

Mr. McNEILL. 1 am very reluctant to prolong this
debate, but I feel that it would not be right if I did not say
& word in explanation of the vote which I shall give. I
repeat that T do not wish to prolong this debate, and have
but a very few words to say, and in what I do say I hope
I shall endeavor to say not one word that can add bitter-
pess to the debate. We are here differing in race and
differing in religion. We cannot see eye to eye in all
things; we must differ and differ widely in our views upon
many subjecte: that is inevitable, But if we mean to do
our cuty by our country, if we mean to make this country,
this Canada of ours, a great and prosperous nation we must
first endeavor as far as in us lies to bear and forbear with
one another and endeavor to act together as an united
people. And, therefore, it was that I listened with a great
deal of gratification to the speech of the hon, member for
Stanstead (Mr. Colby) last night when he assared us of the
kindly consideration with which our Roman Catholic
friends, in the Province of Quebec, treated our Protestant
friends there. I believe that speech going abroad in this
country will do an immense amount of good, I believe it
will remove a great many misconceptions, I believe it will
cause a warmer feeling of friendship to exist between our
Protostant friends and our Roman Catholic friends through-
out this Dominion, and that, I think, will be a matter of
incalculable benefit to this Dominion, We have no quarrel
with our Roman Catholic friends, and, therefore, I was, I
must say, surprised at the extraordinary statement made by
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) last night when
he s2id that those members who were discharging in this
House & very onerous and painful duty desired to prevent
their Roman Catholic fellow-;ountymen exercising their
religion in this country, and in point of fact that they
almost desired to drive them out of the land. That state-
ment was not altogether what I would have expected from
my bon. friend, and I think it was a statement hardly
worthy of him,

Mr. RYKERT. I made no such statement, you cannot
show it:

Mr, MoNEILL. I am glad to find from what the hon.
gentleman says that I misconceived him. I listened with
a great deal of attention and I understood that was what he
said, but I am only too glad to learn that that is not what
he intended to say,

Mr. RYKERT. I did not say it.

Mr. MoNEILL. 1t the opposition on our part to the
endowment of the Jesuit Order be of any such character, if
it be an attack upon the Roman Catholic faith and an attack
upon our Roman Catholic friends in any shape and form, as
I certainly think my hon. friend will admit he said it was,
I would suppose that opposition to the incorporation of that
body would be eqaally an attack upon the Roman Catholic
religion and upon our Roman Catholic friends. Bat if that
be the osse, what are we to say of the conduct of His Emi-
pence Cardinal Tascherean and the six bishops and arch-
bishops of the Province of Quebee, who joined with him ounly
the other day so to speak, in 1887, in potitioning the
Legislature against the incorporation of this body. They,
snrel{,l:’re not to be looked upon as enemies of the Roman

Catholic religion ; they, surely, are not to be looked upon as
persons outside of the pale of the Church and as persons
who desired to prevent the Roman Catholio people of this
country from the due exercise of their rights and privileges.
Bat we find that Cardinal Taschereau and six bishops and
archbishops of the Roman Catholic Church did petition the
Legislature of Quebec not toincorporate the Jesuit Order,
If that be the case, and it is & fact which cannot be gain-
said, I think these statements which have been made with
respect to the course of my hon. friends who have felt it
necessary to support the amendment, these accusations of
intolerance against them, because they object to the further
strengthening of the power of thatbody in this country, are
somewhat far fetched. I do think that when tho Minister
of Justice, in the very able, the magnificent speech which
he has just addressed to the House was dealing with this
question, it would have boen a little more seemly had he
refrained from the statements in which he indulged in the
latter part of his speech, and in which he seemed
to assert that those who objected to the endowment of the
Jesuit Order desired to have recourse to the prosecutions of
the middle ages. The argument which my hon. friend the
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), addressed with
regard to the propriety of disallowing this Act, I do not
speak of the l-gal argument, but I refer to the arguments
which he presonted in reference to the effect which the en-
dowment of this body inflicted on the Dominion, and which
were not founded on a reference to an article in the Quar-
terly HReview, but included tho statement that this was a
society which had been found by ulmost every civilised
state to be incompatible with the proper government of the
country in which it existed—I think that this argnment is
one which should be met seriously, and not merely by the
asgertion or the implication that in every case in which
those governments, Roman Catholic as well as Protestant,
had found it necessary to suppross this socioty, the
society was right and the governmont was wrong., I
think the argument requires to be mot more seriously,
Now, Sir, the agitation and the excitement which has
arisen in the Province of Oatario in roforonce to this mitter
is very natural, The people of Ontario have begun to feel in
that Province of late years the ever increasing power of
Jesuit pressure and influcnce. We have bogun to experi-
ence in that Province ome effects of the unceasing aggres
sion which history shows to be one of the leading character-
istics of those trained spiritual warriors of which we have
heard 8o much during this debate. I giva them all oredit
for their ability, I give them all credit for their many deeds
of self sacrifice and heroism and for their learning and cal-
ture, but I beg to say that the Dominion of Canada is &
Protestant country, and [ think that whilo we give to all
and desire to give to all who differ from us, the fullest rights
and liberty for the exercise of their religious opinions,
we have a right to remember that the Protestant majority
in this country have some few rights and privileges also.
I think that we have a right to expect that if the Jesuit
Order find an asylum here in Canada which has been
denied to them in many Catholic States, they should
have at lesst some consideration for the religious
gentiments of those who have extended this kind-
ness towards them, Bat, Sir, I wish to aek what has
been our experience in reference to this matter in the Pro-
vince of Ontario. You cannot deal with this as a purely
local question, for it is not a local question, The Jesuit
Order is not confined to the Province of Quebec and because
you endow the headquarters of the order there that does not
make it a local matter. You cannot limit the operations
of this ordor to tho Province of Quebec, there is nothing
local about it. What has been our experience in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, which is not the Province of Quebec.
What has been the conduct of this order of Jesuits in that
Province? We have every reason to believe that they have



