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Somne hon. ME3MBERS. No.

Mlr. TISDA LE. I think not. Did I say auything;
of a Loastful nature ?

Some hon. -MEI1ER8. No.
Mlr. TISDA LE. I sav no. I did not treat the

mneaisuire vith( tisrespet. )in the contrary, I showed
the inîsincerity of the lion. gentleman, eiier here
or when he ascends the platform i the ridings of
the coinhty. from wieh we both come. If I am
correct in the principle I advocate, that the Provin-
cial Legislatures should deal with this matter, it is
extremely unfair upon a inatter on which public
feeling is so strong, and properly so, namely
Sabbath observance, to attempt to place me in a
false position. But vas there any want o)f respect
when I took the liglhest possible gromuld.s that ean
be taken on any question of legislation in this J
count ry. that where subjects are properly relegatedi
to the provinces, the question of dealing with them
shouh l be.left to the provinces ? Wlen the hon.
gent leimlani assuunîes to speak for the christian senti-
ment of tîhis country, fqr what does be speak ?
'he hon. gentleman placed himself in a nost

inconsistent position with regard tochristian senti-
ment of this country when hieb enîdeavnourel to force
on the people, whose religious feelinîgs were differ-
eut f roum his own, action whicl they did lot think
fair to theiselves. So long ago as Ilhen the
Separate school question was broughît up in the I
Province of Onutrio the lion. gentleman was one
of those who joined with his iassoc.iates in
bitterly ttacking the Separate school system.
I a Protestant as lie is, but. I believe, under
the ciremnstances, that the Cathiolies are entitlei
to Separate sehiools, and I never wvas sorry for
haviung sipoxrtedl thei. When the hou. genle-
imi rises here, and when lhe declares that I aim.
attacking the christian sentiment of the country, I
ask what is the christian sentiment for whichl he
speaks ? christian sentiment does unot belong to any
kind of mali or to any legislation, but it is that
broal riglit that our thoughts and feelings, on
moral questions, should be frce and should not be
questioned. Did I question themi ? On the contrary
aid if christian sentiment is not broad enotiugh to
cover this view, then I do not agree îvitlh it. I saiti
that all the people in the provinces should have the
righit to reguliite tlheir own affairs in regard to tlis
christian sentiment. That calnnot be gainsaid. I
have not boasted of my cristian aclievenients.
Tiehe Bi to whichî the hon. gentleman has referred
iay have been, in his opinion, an excellent Bill,i

but there was nothing inl it that attacked tiei
foumldations of the constitution as between thei
Provncial and the Dominion LegisIatures, and I
do iot unîderstand it to be christian sentiment
to induice people to followN sentiments which
thîey do no t accept. At all events, if it is
christian sentiment wluich lias been presented toJ
us, I have never heen able to embrace that sort of
christianity, althougl I laim to be a christian
equally with the lion. memher. The hon. gentle-
man declares le will keep on introducing the Bill
each year. Let himt do so. If it is wrong the
people's representatives will keep on throwing out
the measure every year. Hon. nembers of the
House are sufficiently independent, aithough party
ties are so strong, to unite on moral questions and
reject such a neasure as that now under considera-
tion, and unless proper justification can be adduced

for it by the hon. gentleman, ho mav bring in his
Bill as nmany times as evu sit here and it vill be re-
jected. A word as to his last point. The lion.
gentleman claims that this airiîment has the riglt
to re(rulate the runinigw of G'overnmiîent railways
and to control operations oni the canals on Suniday.
I agree with him that we have the riglit to do so ;
but I say that not as regards this ( overnment,
blit the Govermuent controlled lby hon. gentlemen
opposite, it would be a reileetion to pass such a
measure, for there is no cause or complaint to be re-
niedied, and Loth the GC'overniment of .\Ir. Mackenzie
and the present ( overinmiîent so eontrolled the canuals
thiat un cause of complaint existed. If this Par-
liaient tied downl the Coveriunient by a strict set
of ruiles. an occasinmiglh arise when the restrie-
tions would appear to il e monstrous, and when
there woubl ic n discredon left to the (overn-
ment. W e have not. perhaps, that hon. gentlemiin's
sentiment of cliristianity, we may naot have his
peculiari tenets ou this question, but I am1 satisfied
that we have, among the leaders of the great poli-
tical parties, suiheient <)f thuat sentiment to gulard
ail that shoull Le guarded. The lo. gentleman
endeavoured to place me in a false position. I am
<liite prepared to leave t.hi. ;question with the
libera-miuled christianî peole, if it is explinmed
to thelmi ii a proper way so that they villundulerstanid
it, andi I believe thîey will inot thank the lion.gentle-
man for trying to force on other people his views.

or if they shoub, they ou ght to behekedL, ecause
I believe that ieach province shiould have within
itself the coitrol over these imatters. I also believe
that the leaders of both political parties in this
country are sutticiently God-fearing and sutticieintly
upright to see that the Sabbath day is not degraded
in, the management of our public works.

Nr. BOW ELL. Mr. Chiairmni, I was under
thel impression that the quleiStioni of Sabbath ob-
servanîmce lad icii fully dluadt with by t he Legis-
lature of the Province of Ontario. I remember
thuat after the question had been discussed in this
House, a somewhat similar Bill to the ine brnought
before this Parlianient but more restrictiye ii its
provisions, waintrodiiced in the Ontario Legis-
lature anmd after soimie aiendiients became law.
The contention there as, that it should be the
duty of eaci province to enforce, so far as it was
considered in accord with the conscieices of the
people, and its praeticability, the observance of the
Lord'sDay. I ai very stronglyin favour, amnd I lia ve
always been in favour of preZenting the carrying
oun of business on the Sabbath, and more especially
amu I against Sunday newspapers and thueir circua-
lation throughout the couitry. I canimot under-
stand, hmwever, that it woild be any mor-e wickel
for Ie or aiy othber printer to begii vork at fi
o'lock in order to print the Monday morning's
paper, than if work was commenced nliy at 9
o'clock at night. I do not knlow, as we under-
stand the Sabbath, whether it is more wicked
for a man to begin work innediately after·
church or in the morning, thîan it is if
lue begins work at 9 o'clock ait night aid works
tntil 12; or, in other words, that hue is to be
religious for 21 hours of the 24, which are supposed
to constitute the Sabbatlh, and as wicked as lie
pleases during the three liotrs between 9 and 12
o'clock. However, to ny mîind, this Bill scems to
be of a sort of hermaphrodite chuaracter; it is.
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