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then, we have Sir A. T. Galt's provision, in Canadians are not trying .to destroy the
order to proteet the Protestant minority, 'in rights of the Protestant min:ority lu Lower
order to protect ·them so far as they could Canada, then are we not doing all that we
be protected, and because of the failure to bargained to do at the time of confedera-
pass the law in 1866, we had the clause of tion ? And why are we having this brought
Sir A. T. Galt, which is found now as a part forward as an argument with regard t.) the
of the Confedetation Act, and which was province of Manitoba ? What lias it to do
subsequently enbodied in the Manitoba Act. with the province of Manitoba ? Manitoba

Now, Sir, I think we had better interpret was not a part of the Dominion at the time.
this statute without these historical refer- We had not acquired the territory out of
ences. It is useless to talk about compacts. which the province of Manitoba was carved ;
This is undoubtedly a Federal Parliament. and when the Minister of Finance spoke of
rTlits is a federal constitution. We are guid- two compacts, he forgot-although a member
ed by the powers coniferred upon us by the of the Council of this country should be sup-
constitution, and our powers are limited posed to understand the subject wvhen lie
aud restricte(l by the same charter. There agreed to pass the remedial order-that tle
is no dilliculty wlhatever i finding a iean- Privy Council distinctly stated, in answer
ing to the language of the constitution ; andi to the question, that the British North
hy thfe constitution I an as willing to stand America Act had notlingx at all 10 do vitl
and be bound as even the euntlusiasi le young the province of Manitoba. ioes the lion.
gentlemnan wlho addressed us this afternoon. want to have that poiited out to
AItliolghi I am 1not a young CanadJian. I amn lm ut this time of day ? .oes lie w'aiit to
Dot gonl to say. as that young gentlenan kiîow that one of the questions siiiited
said, that I ai prepared to die for the con- to the Privy Council. was, bas flecBritish
stitutiou. It is unnecessary. It is far betteir Norli America Actag.od ith this
iliat we should live up to the Canadian con- question of the Manitoba scho&s ? cii- the
stitiution, thani tliat we siiould attemp't to ansvr. thic emplatie answer, 'vs,-No."
sacrifice ouir preelous lives wlhen iliat is not WV1îat have we to do w'itlî that. or %vitilitlle

illed foir by any exigrencies niat arise. matters that led Up to confederation ?
NOW. assumne 1-t to be ta facilat a. largain .stonisled aS. The cae hust ontad n-

a nde between Upper and Lower Gin- deci l we ien t sucli as Cils bavv to be
ada. ami that thatt bargain wkas. on behafof ws t oer to ster it is. Let smet
Ljower Canada.tlat it would not --oto coo- it. Sir. Let ius examine the constitutions
federationi unless the sellool law oiSG3 iaw(eIi it ; but let us not he led aooay hy

SCanada should reiain a fixture : and the sta-teeae t that tere was not owrl, N
talt t the ane timei, on behatf of ppeat but two compacts.

Ou iaa-: llîoghUpr Canada doù:s nor
appearsumte iatter afih-or ratheran Mr. FOSTER. So thece uere two.
beliai maf te Protestant ioridofwe c.- d . heCARTI-IY. No. Wlat ruc tord is
it was said. that they wvould not o intocon- t.iere of two ?
to the se ie of confederation. Rene3er.
as fanbac as 185, by a najority of 85 to . FOSTER. Io not like to
20 they ad been com itted to thi slieinetheppon. gentlean when le is makif ean
f onfederatiou andilr itsternis andtle argumnt; and it is impossible for me to lu-a e e ma a r terrut h in trend of lis argunt

Aet l pursuance of those ternis. Resuetti-nritalmostymaouingespeecbcmysei. 1 a r
ber -iltiat; but let us assume for the sake: quite illiwni to alt no-lat h lctualy said
of agnnt that IJp)r -and 1oe Canada to be placed before the House and the coun-

the staemb e tt tthews otly neA

made tîuis bargain witlregardto tmir t act, but s o von.omeplae
rcircuinstances-ltlias ilat o Mra. lias said, and le wilrle two. to

do witlî Manitoba ? Wliat Las Iliat to (do acknowledgc tîa.t lie bas pushed the arcru-
itlï British Columbia ? Wîat las that ri)nment, for t e purpose of refuting wat I

do with NovaSeotia and Netio. Brunswickr said, far beyond what I did yseif. 0àthis
Surely we sha be keeping faith with very last point, for instance. I said toiat there
person who spoke witt reference to con- were two compacts. wiel the lion. gnte-
federation if ne k aep te brarain hetween man deny It n did not say t at the tirst
Upper ayd Lower Canada. There was e r compact, as a matter o law or is armatter
trouble In New Brunswick. There was no of words, lad its earing directly on tI
trouble In Nova Sotia. They were not seek- Manitoba question. T hsecond or Maniob a
ing any lmiting powers toC be imposed on th;compact lias tbat. But y argument was
local legisatures. The read rather scorned thisi, legititely pusied. airly pushed.
telit than othcrwise. heyhad fu l powerthat the spirit o! fhe first compact was fol-
with regardtoeducation Up toh1867; and lu lowed out by the spirit of t second co -
jowning confederation they did not wsi to tic ?piet.
the hands o the local legisatures. So that lar. pinCCARtHY. I a i dc xtedat the
if we are keeppng the bargain between manaden th hon. ntleman.
Upper and Lower Canada. ifwe in Uppercpat at ter of lawnoreas a
Canada are Not seeking to destroy thek Mr. FOSTER. I am very glad to afford
separate schools there, and Ifthe sower you pleasure.
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