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Nearing the Closc.

It is expected that a vote will
be taken in the House of Com-
mons to-day, on Mr. Laurier’s
amendment to the motion for the
second reading of the remedial
bill. Including to-day, the de-
bate shall have lasted ten days, as
Mondays are devotéd to the busi-
ness of ‘private members, and the

House does not -sit on Saturdays.
Dauring this time some excellent
speeches = have been made. A

“ aplendid r'l'ipen&tion of the case
“from the legal point of view, 'was
made'by Hon Mr. Dickey, Minister
of Justice. We publish a report of
his speech in this issue, and we re-
commend to our readers a careful
perusal of it. The legal aspects of
the case are lucidly presented and

ogigally. @ . This _specch
c% i&?:*he Minister of
JuStfed1d $he front rank of Par-
liamentary débaters. Mr. Devlin,
opposition member for Ottawa
county, P. Q., who took such an
active part in the canvas against
Sir Charles Tupper, in Cape Bre-
ton, announced his intention of
voting for the bill, and in the
course of his speech severely
scored the Greenway Government
Mr. Martin and others of his fellow
oppositionists who have exertéd
themselves to prevent the minority
from - recovering . their rights.
Anotlier member of the opposition,
who has jntimated that he will
support the bill, is Mr. Beausoliel,
member for Berthier, P. Q., and
one of Mr. Laurier’s strong sup-
porters. The divisions will pro-
bably show several other members
of the opposition in line with the
Government on this question.

The most valuable contribution
to the debate was the splendid
speech.of ‘Hon M, Foster, deliver-
ed on Friday afterncop last. His-
torically, logically and eio.quent]{,
his speech was a masterpiece, It
bristled with facts, presented with
unerring precisign and irrefutable
logic. He poin?i out that this
was a constitutibnal question that
came to the ‘Qg’smment, not
through any act ordesire on their
part ; but w itted to them
from the highest court in the Em-,
pire. The decision of this high
court should be respected; the
constitution should be carried out
in “its entirety. He appealed to
his fellow conservatives in Patlia-
ment and outside of Parliament,
to deal with this guestion, not
{:n m SRR, s ._ NC1S

statésmén of our day brought to
the consideration of this question
the broadest, the most liberal and
the most tolerant views. Amongst
the evidenee produced by Mr. Fos-
“ter to prove that the minority in
_ Manitoba had been ly de-
ceived by.the Provineial Govern-
ment, were extracts from the de-
bate in-the, Manitoba Legislature,
revious to the abolition of the
Eegislative Council. On that oc-
casion,the Premier of the Province
said: “TIt Hay be said that the
Council is a safeguard to the min-
ority. He could assure. the min-
orivy that their rights wonld
never be trampled upon in
this province. There would al-
ways be sufficient English-speak-
ing members in this House who
would insist on giving their
French fellow subjects their rights
to protect them.” Mr. Luxton, an
influential member of the Legisla-
ture is thus reported: “ There are
some questions of sentiment which
lay close to the hearts of the
French people; and he could
assure them that the Elsglish-
speaki members would not
rut.hlﬁy deal with these if
the French representatives were
sufficiently patriotic to support
the measure before the House.
They would recognize their gen-
erosity and not forget it.” This
is how Mr. Cornish, another sup-
porter of the Provincial Govern-
_ment is reported. “He believed
the old settlers and the French
would make, common cause if
their rights were infringed upon ;
and he could assure them that
when tl-J:peE;nadian (that b:at:e
E speaking ) y e
t majori li):-r:;mul«i- not|

faith, as is evident from the
remarks of Mr. Royal, speaking
in their behalf He said: “ Byt
there was something else for him-
self, which had not been guaran-
teed by any aet; he found it yes
_terday in the . .remarks
_the -Hon. Mesérs. Davis and
" by _Mr. Brown to the senti-
© ments of Mr. Luxton, and in the
expressions of Mr. Cornish” Mr.
- McKay is reported to have said
he # vz:: yery much loasotd to
--hear the genergus and just re-
muksofﬁ:m Prem;ﬁﬁnd
the” Hop.. Provingial = Seceretary
and also that of the Hon, member
for - Rockvo&ie, “which gave the
minority in the House that confi-
- dengd"which the members Of this
ouse, and by their vote on this
‘bill would pxpress the security

r@ﬁ of inflicting their

n. the 'iu&planse ‘given|

they felt in the hands of that ma-
jority.” These are some of the
pledges that were unceremonious-
ly broken by the acts of 1890.
Verily, the more this question is
diseussed, the more perfidious ap-
pears the conduct of Mr. Green-
way and his friende.
-y
ON the 11th inst., L’Electeur,
Mr. Laurier's Quebec organ, pub-
lished = ‘statement to the effect
that Archbishop Walsh, of Toronto
had endorsed Laurier’s attitude on
the school question. On the 12th,
Senator Casgrain, Ottawa, re-
ceived the following telegram,
which speaks for itself : TORONTO,
March 12.—The Toronto despatch
to L'Electeur regarding my atti-
tude on the Maanitoba school gues-
tion is an audacious falsehood
(Sgd.) ArcaBISHOP WALSH. Would
it be believed, that on the 16th, the
morning and eveoing Grit dailies
of this city published L'Electeur’s
statement withoutthe Archbishop’s
dental ?- There is truth, independ-
ence and “equal rights” for you !
After that who will believe one
word these organs may say about
the school question ?

helds in the public hall,
Miseouche, on Wednesday evening
last, for the purpose of discussing
the question of cranberry cultiva-
tion. The proceedings through-
out are reported to have been of a
most instructive and interesting
character. Gilbert DesRoches,
Esq., presided, and opened the
meeting with an appropriate
speech. Mr. Dickie read a very
practical paper on the cultivation
of the cranberry, in which he
narrated his“own experience in
this particular line, and described
how ditches, for draining the bog
should be made. Mr. Dickie pro-
duced about two hundred bushels
of cranberries from his meadow
last year, and expects a still
reater yield this year. His
onor, Lieutenant Governor How-
lan, then read a very able and ex-
haustive essay on cranberry cul-
ture, and dealt at length with the
nature and history of the cran-
berry, the different stages in the
development of its culture and the
state of perfection to which this
culture has been carried in differ-
ent copntries. His- Honor’s ad-
dress, which was listened to with
the greatest attention, was in-
structive in the highest degree,
and a most valuable contribution
to the knowledge of cranberry
culture. Brief addresses were de-
livered by Rev.John A. McDon-
ald, John Gaffney, Richard Hunt,
D. Rogers, George Godkin, Esqrs.,
and others. His Honor was pre-
sented with an address, fo which
he suitably replied.

« After a]l it would be well for botb
electors and represepiatives to remem-
e ) Y est ﬁ‘mnl!,y."
e gravely o T
tain daily sorning organ of this
city.  The inference, of course, is
that we Catholics are here on mere
sufferance; that we have not; dare not
claim any rights exeept such as the
crew in charge of this delectabje
sheet may determine. It is well that
the organ hes thus pf'aced itself in its
trae light before the gublic. The
opinion has prevailed that those
responsible for the existence of the
sheet in question, would be quite
satisfied if all the Catholics were in
the bottom of the sea, and the declar-
ation above quoted ]eaves little doubt
regarding their desire in this direc-
tion. Evidence has not been want-
ing, during the Jast year or two,
that the managers of this organ have
not been as Successful as they might
wish i their unhallowed propaganda,
[inasmuch as they have experienced
some difficulty in securing an instru-
ment sufficiently pliable to record their
wishes, and become responsible there:
for before the public. This difficulty
seems, for the present, to bave dis-
appeared, as the cloven foot has been
abundantly manifest in its columns
during the past few weeks. The
greatest Protestarnt minds in Canada,
both in Parliament and. outside
of -it, are just - now appealing
'to their fellows to exercise that spirit
of toleration and compromise which
has been suchan important factor in
laying broad and deep the foundations
of the .powerful and world-wide
British Empire. Byt here, in this
small place, we find a handfyl of
persons, dominated by small ideas,
conducting a small organ, for the pur-
e il notions
on the public; by shoutibg that ™ this
is. a Protestant country,” and en-
deavoring to convey the impression
that these small creatures are in
charge of the country. God help
the Cagholics if these creatures were
ever permitted fo have things their
own way | :

 8t. Patrick's Day Celobration.

THE very disagreeable weather
yesterday forenoon did not pre-
vent the members of the Bene-
vglept Irish Society and the An-
cﬂi:l)t Qrder of Hibernians from

rning out in foree ab fhe sppoint-
ed ti?-’igo and m&rchfn EE full
regalia, with banners gymg “and
to the music of “the Leagiie of the
Cross Band. Having covered the
prescribed route the procession
‘proceeded fo the:Cathedral, where
solemn High Mase yas celebrated
by Rev, Father McDougall, agsist-

ed by Rev. Ignatius McDonald, as
deacon, and Rev. P. P. Arsenault
as sub-deacon. The sermon was
E‘leached by Rev. Father McAulay
is discourse was an eloquent
egyric, of Ireland’s great
apostle; St. Patrick. In eloquent
and graphic language he described
St. ?&_t_.gjck’s apostolic  career,
dwelling on many remarkable and
extraordinary incidents of his
missionary life in Ireland. How
Ireland, during the lifetime of her
glorious apostle, was entirely con-
verted from paganism to Chris-
tianity was beautifully portrayed.
The transcendant virtues that
adorned St. Patrick’s character
were dwelt upon. Having finish-
ed the work he was sent to. per-
form this great Saint, at an ad-
vanced  age, passed from among
those he loved, and whose con-
version he had wrought, to his
eternal reward. The excellent
traits that adorn the Irish ‘char-
acter, were next dwelt upon.
Would the Irish people desire to
do that which would be pleasing
to St. Patrick, let them, on all oc-
casions practice the virtues which
he taught them by precept and
example. After Mass the pro-
cession re-formed - and marched
along Great George street to
Richmond, along Richmond to
Queen and down Queen to the A.
O. H. Hall, when the members of
the Order retired. The B. L S
returned, via Water street, “to
their Hall on Prince street. On
arrival at their hall, a hearty vote
of thanks was tendered to His
onor Lieut-Governor Howlan
for his attendance, to which he
replied irn fitting terms. Three
rousing cheers were then given
for His Honor, and the League of
the Cross Band, after which the
society dispersed. The day’s cele-
bration was brought to a close by
a dramatic entertainment entitled
the “ Shamrock and Rose.” The
play was presentéd in the Opera
House, to an immense audience.
The actors were drawn from our
local talent, and their excellent
presentation of their - respective
parts and the hearty applause
which greeted them bore testi-

mony to their good acting.

-

Dominion Parliament.

( Condensed from Halifax Herald’s Report.)

SPEECH OF HON. MR. DICKEY, MIN-
ISTER OF JUSTICE.

Mr., Dickey expressed his embar-
assment in diseussing a question of
such magnitude as this, because the
government’s positicn seemed to be
approached by two kinds of opposi-
tion.  He proposed to discuss the
question from the drier and more legal
side which had not, he thought, re-
eeived sufficient attention. He did
not think it coyld be too fpeguently
impressed upon the people tbat the
educational sections of the B, N, A.
act were Protestant in their Jorigin,

hear.)  In support of this stalement
he quoted from the utterances of Sir
Alexander Galt and Hon, Geo.
Brown at the time of confederation,
and a speech delivered by Sir
Oliver Mowat in the Ontario assembly
in 1890. Nobody, he thought would
dispute the point, from a constitu-
tional view, that the B. N. 4. act
recognized the rights of a minority as
such. It seemed to him that both
Mr. Wailace and Mr. Laurier, in their
argument, seemed to miss the point,
from the fact that they Hoth dea]t with
the ordinary gase of a minorjty that
was granted special privileges under
the act of the union. A-great deal
was said outside about equal rights all
rouud the country, without respect to
creed or class.

it could be only fairly ysed ip the
sense that Protestant minorities should
bave equa! rights with Catholic min-
orities, and that Catholic minoriies
should have equal rights with Protes-
tant minorities.

As to whether there was a bargain
with Manitoba at the time the pro-
yince came into the union, the ques-
tion shoyld be viewed from the com-
mon sense standpojnt of ordinary his-
torical tramning, A special apt was
passed providing for certain matiers as
to which Manitoba required special
treatrhent, and one of these matters
‘was the subject of education. Why,
he asked, was Manitoba not left under
the general clause in the act of con
federation with pegard to education
unless there was some particylar rea-
son arising from negotiations or other-
wise, which led parliament to deal
specifically with it? The province
took its copstitution as it was offered
to it by the Dominion parliament, and
lived under it for twenty years, and,
therefore, it could very well be pre
sumed that there was some sort of ar-
rangement at that time. An admitted
difference between the wording of the
Manitoba aet gnd the B. N. A. act
was that, under the former the future
iegislature was prevented from making
laws prejudicially affecting any rights
regarding denominational schools
which any class of persons, either by
law or practice, possessed before the
usion. True, the judicial committee
of the privy council beld the words
“ or practice” meant: absolytely poth-
ing, and, whatever may have been the
intention of parliament, the intention
of these words was absolute]y futile.
No one, however. who studied the
question from a constitutional point
of view, would doubt that the object
of parliament in putting the words in

ag to preserve to the minoria; of
anitoba of that day all thé* Hights
they were efercising in practice with
regard to schools, If toe parliariient
of Canada bad properly expressed its
meaning at that time, there woyld
have been no Manitoba school ques-
tion now on our bands, because the
act of 1890 would have been declared

But when they spo®!
of the phrase, as applied to minorities, |

i

ultra vires of the province, being-in

contravention of the section reterred
to.” With respect to what the leader of
the opposition bad said about me

chanical action, he submitted that
parliament’s action should be mechan-
ical wherc it was a question of redress-
ing a substantial wrong that had been
propetly proved. In regard to the
point whether this parliament should
»r should not act, he admitted it was
perfectly competent for them to reject
the measure and refuse to interfere.
He went further and said there was no
obligation on the part of parliament
to do anything at any time. He
pointed out. however, that if this par-
liaiment were so craven and dishonest
as to repudiate its bonds, there was no
power in the world to oblige us to pay,
and yet no honorable gentleman would
say we were not bound to redeem
these bonds. If this governmen:
should pay its debts on bonds, should
it not equally pay its debt of honor

(Applause.) The hon. gentleman
who spoke last (Mr. Wallace) had
made, he thought, a capital mistake
in dealing with this question, when he
argued that parliament had power to
pass a prohibitory liquor law, or an
insolvency law, but that it need not
necessarily do so, and had applied
that parallel to this case. The cases
were not in the slightest degree par-
allel, as every lawyer in the house must
know. These people; the Manitoba
minority, had come to sue for justice ?
Continuing, Mr. Dickey argued that
the word * may” in the Manitoba act,
in reference to fhe pcwers of
parliament, would, in any -act
dealing with police magistrates,
courts of law; or similar mat-
ters, be necessarily interpreted as
“gshall,” But he did not desire to
contend on such grounds as that. He
might say that he, himsef, had been
born, or rather educated and brought
up and trained to believe that separ-
ate schools were not good for the
country, and he still held that opinion

He was dealing with the question,
not on his own opinion of separate
schools, but on his sense of justice
and responsibility. What would be
thought, if in a divorce court, pre-
sided over by a judge, when a valid
cage for the exercise of its jurisdic-
tion came before it, the judge were to
say: “ My private convictions are
strongly against divorce, and-I, there-
fore, refuse to give you relief” Such
a case would be that of the present
parliament if, from the same motives,
it were to reject the appeal of the
Manitoba minority.

Mr. Dickey then took yp consider-
ation of the acts of 187r and 1881,
by which separate schocls were estab-
lished in Manitoba for.all classes of
the community, and the act of 1890,
by which these rights were  taken
away. He held that the house of
commong had already taken a definite
position on this matter, from which it
could not retreat. I’n 1890, Hon.
Edward Blake had introduced a resol
ution that had special reference
to the Manitoba school case, which
was then looming up on the horizon,
It had been designed to authorize the
reference, by the government, of all
questions of thjs natyrg to the su-
preme court for ag a8 opinjion. He
quoted Mr, Blakes words on that

of | secasion, saying that there they saw

Mcr. Blake introducing his resolution
for the very purpose of déaling with
these questions through' the instru-
mentajity of the courts of law. The
house had unanimotis]y agreed fo this
disposal of the ease, and when, in the
following session, a bill had been in-
troduced by Mr. Blake for the pur-
pose of carrying out this policy, that
bill had passed the house unanimously
and without diyision or criticism.
He declared that, by’ these two gcts,
the house had committed itself as
fully as any assembly could possivly
commit itself to the pelicy which had
suﬁ’seguent y heap carrled out.  The
jsader of the  opposition, to-night,
though hg had not come particplarly
well out of an ‘interruption from the
government side cf the house, with
raference to it, bad touched upon the

question of vetoiy 'he act of ‘89°§
Fhe member for L'Islet (Mr. Tartc,
bad often expressed the opinjon that
the government was derelict in its duty
in not vetoing the act. He (Mr.
Dickey) had seen, in some quarters, a
tendency to represent that the present
government was dealing with the
Manitoba question in a different man-
ner from that in which Sir John A.
McDonald had treated the New
Brunswick school case, and the critic-
isms had been unfavourable to the
present goyernment. . If the govern-
ment had followed the advice which
Mr. Tarte, feebly supported by the
opposition leader, had given, and bad
vetoed the bill, they certainly would
have been dealing with it in a differ-
ent way from that which Sir John
McDonald had taken. This govern-
ment refused to veto the act. The
cases were, however, not similar, for
in the New Brynswjck school case
there had been no appeal to the
government, for the very obvious
reason that there wag nothing upon
which an appeal could lie In the
New Brunswick case there had been
no acquired rights after the udion
that had been.interfered with by the
school law. It was the same case as
would 'have prevailed in Manitoba
had the school act passed 'in 1890,
been passed, instead, at the time of
confederation, '
Mr. Dickey then referrvd to Mr,
Blske’s emphatic expression of opinion
that questions of this kind should be
removed from the political arena and
g;feqod to a judical body for settlemexf.
or hjs own parf, added the minister of
justice, he was glad to haye the decision
of the privy council upon which t6 rély.
Fhe question was one from which pre:
judices ani passion couid hardly be
kept entirely, and he felt that notbing
could have a more re-assuring effect in
dealing with it than to rely fipon the
judgment- of men such as those who
‘composed the priyy council, for in that
way they secured the gratest mora]
gafeguard thaf it was possible to obtsin’
It had been contended that the judge:

ment was not binding on the house.
Of course, it was not; there .was no

doubt about that. They were not

bound to accept the judgement of the

privy couccil of England. Bat, if they

refused to do so, what must they think

of their own consistency ? Had their

whole course in the past been nothing
but & mockery? If the privy council
bad decided the other way, and had
said that no appeal could lie, and if, in
the face of that jodgment, the govern-
ment had gone ahead and had entorced
remedial legislation upon the province
of Manitobs, what would have been
thought of their course? He considerdd
that the House would be stultifying it-
gelf in taking any step which the judg

ment of the Privy Council would not
endorse as right. He read several
clauses from the judgment, and defied
any candid man to read those words
without arriving at the conclasion that
the Privy Council, while not indicating
the exact steps to be taken, had meant
to convey their conviction that there
was pecessity for remedying the exist-
ing grievance in some way or other.
It was extremely deplorable that any
honorable member found himself un-
abletofollow thatjudgmert. Thiswasnot
the only question that would arise in this
way. There were cognate questions that
would be sare fo come, and this House
would be takicga far reaching and dan-
gerous step, if, after obtaining a judg-
ment of the court, it deliberately re-
fosed to accept that decision, and 8o, in
future cases of the same kind, rendered
an appeal impossible. (Apolause.)
If this were done, what would be the
result ? It would be that the nextease
that came up would have to be brought
into the House for decision, and would
be exposed to the influence of political
and party tacties. Continuing, Mr.
Dickey defended the action of the Do-
minion government in issuing the re-
medial order at the time it had done so,
holding that the position of the question,
and the attitnde of Manitoba at the
time fally justified the step, Manitoba
refused (o appear before the Privy
Council at all, which was not an atti-
tude looking toward conciliation. After
the judicial committee of the Privy
Council had given their cecision, the
government of Manitoba, in the speech
from the throne, reiterated their deter-
mination to stand by what they b -
lieved to be the striet rights of the
province. They never had shown any
disposition to approach the subject in
any other way, and Mr. McCarthy said,
last session, that he had not the slight.
est expectation of any arrangement be-
ing made with the province of Mani-
toba. Mr. Laurier now complained
that the remedial order was too dras-
tic, At ﬁmf, ke goq;glsiped becaass it
was not drastie enotigh, gnd be ap-
pealed from Philip drank fo Philip
sober.

Mr. Laurier—I suppose the last one
was drunk and the first one sober.

Mr. Dickey—I entirely agree with
you. - .

Hp went op fo say tbat the femedial
order was definite and decided, but i
was not drastic, or in any way offen-
sive. There was nothing in the order
except what was necessary to vest the
Dominion parliament with jurisdiction
to deal with the guestion.- If the bill
was passgd, he saw nothing to prevent
parliament’ repegling ‘it “if it thought
fit. He eould not see that, by passing
the bhill, the Dominion parliament for
feited the power to repeal its own legis-
lation.

In answer to & question from Mr.
Mil}s ( Bothwell ), Mr. Dickey said he
did ndt fhink the Manitoba legislature
cguld repeal or amend the mmﬁdiil act
passed by the Dominion parliament,

Mr. Mills—Why not ?

Mr, Dickey—I don’t think the consti-
tution would allow them to.

Goplinpipg, be said : If we refuse to
interfere in~the’ 8as® of the Manitoba
minority, we are, practically, wipiug
this section out of the constitution.
{\ilr. ‘Lunrier gays he should have a
commijssion tg investigate. To investi-
gate what? (Hear, hear) He has
given us three guegtions for investiga-
tion: 1, whether there wag a ¢ mpact;
2, whether the public schools are re-
rnenant to Catholics ; 3, whetber they

gre really Protestant schools. St *he
grievance we haye fo re e:}y is the re-
pealing of certain leg_is'la?ve enactments
‘which were in the act that was re-
| pealed, No practice can extend them,
no indujgence in sdministration can
modify them, They are bounden and
included in the act that was repealed,
and you have to look to that act, and to
that act alone, to find out what they
were. Mr. Laarier says we must hold
a commissign to inquire whether the
gghools, under the act of 1890, are Pro-
testant schools or pot. ] dissent en-
tirely from thst. The guestion wé
have to look at iy this; Is the act of
1890 on its face—not in its administra-
tion, which may be one thing to-day
and another thing to-morrow, (hear,
hear), but on its face, in the powers
that it confers and the rights that. it
takes away, is it an act that infringes
the righg of the minorlty ynder section
22 of the Manitoha act? Mr. Laurier
wishes us to investizate the guestion of
whether public schoole are reyugnant
to Catholics or not. Now, as I have
said, separate schools are not agreeable
to me, but the guestion whether public
schools sre repugnant to Catholics or
not is settled by the gharter under
which we live, the B. N."A. act, and is
gettjed for all time, until that act is re:
pealed, We are not to ask now what
indaced the British parliament to pass
that act. They bave recogniged, as a
legal right, the rights of minorities with
respect to schools. If we hold an in-
vestigation some Catholics might come
and say that they had no obijection to
!opsr;tg schools ; others would say that
Beparate schools were repugnant to
themy. The inyvéstigation Wwould be a
farce, gone through, possibly, for the
#ake of delaying this guestion a little
longer, but I see nothing to be gained
by it- It is not a question of degree or
)f a detail of administration. This
ouse - cannot shirk the question.
There is no hon. gentleman in the
Hoyse ‘who can shirk the questipn..
The guestion ig gow gnpare”on the

matter of pringiple as tg whether you
will pat this aet in forge or pot, Here

you have a case where there is no die- |
gelves out forever from interfering in

have no doubt that Mr. Martin would
ieel at once that a gross injustice had

we must remember that we must

them, and that we cannot improve
them by legislation. If the Prot=stants
of Quebec would consider it an injustice
to be forced to contribute to Catholic
schools, the Catholic of Manitoba Has
a perfeci right to express bis disgust at
the proposition that he should contribute
to schools that are against his conscience
It is not a question for me to settle, it is
mersly a guestion of whether this con-
scientions repugnance is bona fide or not.
Now, in the province of Quebec that is
all guaranteed by the B. N. A. act is the
rights that existed in Ontario prior to
confederation. Those rights are a mere
nothing. They sve simply a right for
any five parsons to form a school seetion,
and get their share of the legisiative
grant. They have no right to deal with
schools. The Protestant schools of the
province of Quebec, to-day, caa be forced
by legislation to take any school books
that the Catholic commissioners ol the
province of Quebec, if the legislature
wanted to, could force on the Protestants
books that were most offensive to them,
and say that they shounld not have their
schools unless they used those books.

Mr. Martin—That is a mistake.

Mr. Dickey— Well, the hon. gentieman
will have to prove that it is a mistake.
More than that, the Protestan!s of the
province of Quebec have no right, by
law, to form a school board, or to make
any system for the organization of their
schools, apart from the protection
afforded by the power to whbich the
Roman Catholic minority of Manitrba
are now appealing.
provisions n'gcesnry for an efficient
school system, which arg given to the
Protestants of Quebec wunder the
provincial code, can be swept away by
the local legislature to-morrow, and the
only remedy the Protestants of Qnebec
woujd have, wonld be to come here by
appeal, 8o that, to-day, we are not decid-
ing the question of the Catholic minority
of Manitobs, but of minorities in the
Dominion of Canada, Protestant as well
as Catholic.

Mr. McCarthy hes often referred to
toba. Itseems to me that should be an
additional claim on the attention of the
house. Who would think of arguing
that, becagse the Protestsn!s of ‘Quebec
from only one-seventh of the population
of that provines, their claim8 should be
digregarded. It will not do to figure up
questions of right and wrong according
to majorities. Rights guaranteed should
be carried out as far as the law confers
them. Mr. McCarthy is perfectly logical,

legal training. He says: * You should
never, nnder any circamstances, use
this power,,” but I ask hon. gentlemen
in this house who may, some day, comeé
here appealing, on bebalf of 8 minority
of another giripe, to coneider that they
aré to-day assisting in laying down the
principles that will gaide this house for"
all time fo come in dealing with this
question, under the clauses of the Mani-
toba act and ‘the B. N. A. act. Mr.
Dickey went on tosay that the argument
was used that this legislation meant
coercion of Manjtohg and infringement
of provingial rights. He belieya1 if that
position gonld be made good, this honse
would have stayed its hands. But
there could be no shadow of doubt
about the legal position on that point.
It was absolutely clear and beyond all
shadow of argument. There eould not
be the slightest shadow of doubt that
parliament was acting strictly ' within
the limits of its powers. Having quoted
from the judgment of the judicia] com:
mittee to’'sustain his argument, Mr.
Dickey progeeded to say there are many
cases In which this parliament’s legisla-
tion conflicts with local legislation.
Tak>, for insiance, the question of in-
solvency. When we legislste on it we
can change the whole rejationg of debtor
and creditor in ‘the provinces; ‘We can
change the registry acts of the provinces,
and the effects of registry on the
priority of gecyrity ; we can change the
whole/ question of civil rights between
debtoh and creditor, Yet nobody would
say there is any infringement there of
the powers of the local legislatures.
Take, for instance, the question of exer-
cising, the right to declare a work to be
for the gemeral advantage of Canada.
The very moiment e do that, we with-
draw that work from the jurisdiction of
the local legislature, and yet, nobody
says that there is any infringement of
the local powers. We simply go back to
the charter,and we fiad that charter has
given this parliament that power. There-
fore, there cannot be any such-cry as
that of the infringement of the powers
of the loial legislatys. The fact of the
matter is that no argument of that kind

behalf of the Protestants of Quebec. | {
Sappose the Catholics of Qaebec were to'| i 3
legislate, what would be the result? I \

been committed, and s> should I, but|}

take religions convictions  as we find | X

All the ample | X%

as one would expect from a myan of his | %

guise, every right has been swept away. ' (EVRANA
If we refuse to interfere in the case of KW
Manitoba, we would certainly shut our-
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can be bssed except on the assumption
that the British North America act in
this respct was mistaken, and that
these sections about oducation shruld
pever have been passed, and should be
repealed.

It is too lafe, now, fo argue quostitng
like that, We are heye to decide thg
guestion according to the law as it now
stands, and I am desling with it simply
upon that assumption. [ may say for
myself that I represent & county that is
almost wholly Protestant. It has been,
gaid that we should go to the country
and obtain & mandate from the people
on this question. I do not sgree with
that theory. This question was started
in parliament before. In 1890, parlia:
ment took a stand with respect to it, by
passing Mr, Blake's resolution, author.
izing a reference of it by this house to
the courts, and, in 1891, parliament
dealt with it by passirg an act in the
same direction. Every aspect of the
question is familiar to parliament. It
Hag beep bropght pp now by the dg-

Farmers Hardware.
Axes, Shovels, Nails and all small Hardware.
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Painters Hardware.
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and° Campbell's Stock of Brushes. :

House Keepers Hardware,
Jewel Stoves and Everything wanted in the kitchen,

All the public admit tha} our prices are below all
others.

To save money you must trade with us. :

8. B, SORTON & oO0.

gision of the privy council for jndgment,
and, in my opioion, parliament has the
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