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special enactment. Can we doubt that
when the provisions of the Confedera-
tion Act were passed by that same Im-
perial Parliament, and clauses were in-
serted providing that in case of abuse
of undoubted Jjurisdiction, the ag-
griecved parties were to have the
right of appeal to certain other juris-
diction, the irtention was that that
would be acted upon, as the House
of l.ords, possessed itselt of appellate
jurigdiction wasg expected to exercise
its powers ? In other words the ap-
peal i8 to be heard in Parliament as
a judicial kc¢dy in a judicial manner,
‘I'hat is the technical and also the
preferable and natural construction
to be placed on the intent of the juris-
adiction in this case. i question if
justice can be done on any other
terms, and 1 think that any other
mcde of construction will greatly
militate against the peace and har-
mony of the State., If we deny or
refuse to give the true appellate cnar-
acter to Parliament in this matter, we
are doing a wrong with reference to
the intent of this Act which im-
perial Rome did not exhibit. An ap-
peal is an act by which a decision
is brought in review from an inferior
tu & superior court, 1 do mnot
move an amendment because I should
pot wish to have these propositions
voted down, and from the present
pesition, there being an amendment
moved by the leader of this louse
he would presumably on consultation
with his tollowers carry his own
amendment in preference to anything
emsrating from this side of the
Hcuse, unless the Government chooses
to adopt these propositions I have laid
before the house and taking thig view of
the cage, embrace this opportunity ot
putting themselves on record. M the
course that I have laid down in these
resolutions were followed, the elfect
would be that each and every .nem-
ber of the Doeminion Parliament could
freely, and without bias, consider the
meritg and the policy involved, and

the best means of dealing with
the appeal, and when it had
been voted upon the matter

would have ended. There would be
no Government to punigh tor it, and
no temptation as now, for a party,
which may be detfeated in one ap-
peal, to use all its party agencies to
create a question of the same Kkind
in some other province for the pur-

pcse of embarrassing some other
Government. I take exception to the
hen,  Attorney-General’s amendment

in that he only proposes to keep the
pot boiling over for another Parlia-
ment. lnstead of a Remedial measure
it 18 a most pernicious and injurious
measure which will continue this agi-
te tion and turmoil perhaps for gener-
atlons to come.

MR, WHITNEY (Dundas) objected
strongly either to the consideration by
the House of the motion of the hon.
member for Toronto west, or of the
acceptance of the amendment of the
hon. the Attorney-General, and this
tor the following reasons :—

“When the proper time comes, Mr.
Speaker, I shall be ready to define my
position on the matter clearly to my
constituents, and to the country gen-
erally, but I do not think, sir, that it
is any part of my duty, or of the duty
of this House, to attempt to deal with
a matter which is outside of our pro-
per conslderation. 1 might, perhaps,
make political capital for myself by
supporting the resolution of my hon.
friend the member for west Toronto,
but I have no intention, sir, of belng
a traitor to my honest convictions;
and I maintain that we do not assem-
ble here for the purpose of busying
ourselves with other people’s concerna.
We cannot legislate upon the question
at issue, and therefore the question is
not before our people and is not be-
fore us.”

The hon. member quoted the re-
marks of the late Minister of Public
Works for the Province of Ontario,
the Hon, Mr, Frazer, upon the desira-
bility of attending to one’s own af-
fairg, and of avolding a discussion in
the Legislature of subjects foreign to
the business of the House. He should
move the following amendment to the
amendment In the precise terms
(mutatis mutandis) of Mr. Frazer's
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motion on the Irish prisoners ques-
tion :—

“That any expression of opinion by
this House reialing to the legisiatiou
proposeu by tne Domimion Govern-
mnent, and known as the Hemedial bill,
would be an unwise and unwarranted
intrusion upon the proper domain ot
the Parliament of Canada, and that
this House consequently retrusesg to ex-
press or commit itseir to any opinion
pearing upon or having reference 1o
the said bill.”

MK, GERMAN (Welland) did not
feel, ne said, like glving a silent vote
upon thig tople. rte was greatly sur-
prised at tne position taken by cer-
ain gentuemen representung the Con-
servative party on the foor of that
House. ‘Luere had been a great wave
of agitation in tne country regardiung
Separate Schools. 1t had peen stated
wnat that agitation was brought about
pecause this Government haa seen it
to make concessions to the Roman
Catnolics ; it was charged against tne
Government that an attempt had
been made to influence the Catholic
vote throughout this province by
means or such concessions ; that this
Government had been too tree-handed
with regard to Untario Catholics ; and
it had been the stock cry ot the Con-
servatives that Separate BSchools should
be abolished , or it not abolished, very
much curtatled in their elliciency. But
was the position of the hon., gentle-
nien oppostite consistent to-day ? Could
they support the amendment to the
amendment ¥ Having shouted trom
every platform that Separate Schools
shoutd not be allowed to exist, he was
compelled to believe, from their pre-
sent attitude, that if the proposiuon
made by the Dominion Government
had been made by a Liberal Govern-
ment, they would hear a howl through
this province louder than the roars ot
the Atlantic and Pacitic together. He
was free to admit that a man should
stand by his party, but after a man
had contended for four years that Sep-
arate Schools were wrong, he shoud
have acquired the courage ot his con-
victions., He did not believe that the
province should express an opinlon in
a matter that did not directly concern
it. ({lronical cheers from the Opposi-
tion.) But he lelieved that was
mainly done by the friends of the gen-
tlemen opposite. (No, no.) If an oc-
casion could arise, however, which call-
ed for an expresrion of opinion upoun
a matter outside ot the business of the
Legislature, this was surely the occa-
slon.: * The sheet anchor of the Con-
federation, sir,” cried the hon. gentle-
man, ‘is provincial rights ; and the
Liberal party has stood by this, (Hear,
hear.) With regard to the adminis-
tration of the license law, were the hon.
gentiemen opposite very particular
whether the Province of Ontario should
have its full rights then? 1 do not
think sn. I agree in the main with
the proposition of the hon.. member
for west Toronto, but there is one
portion I cannot accede .to. I say
we have no business to rejoice because
a certain section of the people of a
gister province believe they were de-
prived of certain privileges which they
thought they were entitled to. Why
should we rejolce? I have never
hesitated to say that I was always op-
posed to Separate Schools in this or
any other province. I have done so
on a dozen platforms. But the hon.
gentlemen opposite are not so honesi.
'I'hey are scared. They are trimming.
They are between the devil and the
deep sea. They are so anxious to sup-
port the Dominion Government that
they are afraid to stand up here and
declare their policy on the question.
I challenge them to say whether they
are in favour of Remedial Legislation
or not! I challenge them to state
their policy here upon the floor of the
House. It has been said that If Mr.
Laurier gets into power he will bar-
galn with Mr. Greenway respecting the
establishment of Separate Schools in
the Province of Manitoba. Is thisnot
one of the weakest statements that
could be made ? Is Dalton McCarthy
going to sit down while the bargain s
fna.de ? Is Clarke Wallace to be idle ?
Lhe argument is an insult to the in-
telligence of the people of Manitoba.
It 1s by an expression of the will of
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the people of Manitoba upon this point
it Mr. Greenway to-day nolas viiee
LY an uverwneiuag fmagority. At 18
4GMITled hal Luere 18 an appeal to the
GOovernor-ucenerdl-1ou-, 0uncu a0 v
MINOTILY 1t ThAl province, 1isul graiv
g thiy, snould tne Goveraimest WY
Soulelning At 1S wrong ¢ tue poutt
does not deciae in tavour of the &@pcl-
lant sumply because ne g ule rignt
ot appeat. 1 suy tnac in tms malites
tne sion., Wiltria Lawicr nas. piaced
mimselr on a platiorm whicn wiil a0
credait to nim 1o tne luture, (gedl

hear.) e has voiced the feelings oI
Mantioba. ' Xou are not selzed vl Ul‘;
facts, says Manitoba. - invesugate

and inquire into the matter ' But no
the Dominion Government, in their de-
sire to catcn the Catholic vote of Qué”
pee, endeavours to force on nvanitobd
sometning that province does not want,
and will not have. How justly indis
nant they are is shown by the position
taken by our Attorney-General, ‘B¢
best man that stands in the Provincé
of Untario to-day !

MR. WHITNEY —* Say North
America and be done with it !”

MR, GERMAN :(—" Yes : L accept it
(Laugnter.)

A voice :—" And the adjacent I8~
lends 1’
Mk, GERMAN :—'Chere is not 2

man among the hon. gentlemen OP°
pcsite, who dare say 'I am in tavour
of Kemedial Legisiation,” or °*1 am
cpposed to Remeaial legislation.
(Laugnter.) Who is complaining 9%
the National school system in Mani
tcba ¥ No one in Manitoba that 4
know of! 1f no one is complaining
in Manitoba, why should the Lomin”
ion Government interfere ? fhe only
allegation 1 nave heard of in this con”
nection is in the shape of an attidavit
trom a Roman <Catnolic resident 1B
Menitoba, to the elfect that he 18
pertectly satistied with, the National
Selicol system. (Laughter,) Sir Macs
kenzie Bowell thougnt that his mem:
bership as an Urangeman would bol
the Urange vote, while his passasg®
of Remealal legislation woula catch
the Catholic vote, but he will @0
neither, We can take the positwﬂ
outlined by the hon, the Attorney-
General of tlLis province and say, ' b€t
the question be settled outside of the
arena of politics !

The hon. member in a Ppat-
oxysm:  of metaphorical  illusua”
tion referred to hnis friends uponl

his eide of the House as being eI
gaged in ‘ shaking the shackles ©
partyism off their back,” and con”
cluded by hoping that the amend-
ment of the hon, the Attorney-Gener-
al would carry by an overwhelming
majority.

MR, LITTLE (Cardwell), supported
the resolution of the member fOF
west Toronto. The school system 9
Manitoba was a purely non-sectarion
one, all denominations were on the
same level, and special privileges were
denied to any sect. The introductioB
of the Remedial Bill in the House al.
Ottawa was therefore a mistake, an
not ih keeping with the best interest®
of the country at large.

MR. HAYCOCK (Frontenac) did not
wish to be silent on this question-
It was the custom of the grand A8~
scclation of Patrons to avoid binding
themselves to any distinct course ©
action vith respect to questions 1B”
vclving religious belief, therefore I
statement would be taken as being
merely his own individual expression
of opinion. He had listened during
the evening to a_discussion on the
legal aspect of the cage from gentl®
men learned in the law, and he W3%
bound to say that he had been grest:
ly interested in what he had heard:
but he wished to present the vieW
of the case as it appeared to him
the attitude, in fact, of the lay mind
uron the point involved. According
to section 92 of the British North AmM-
erica Act, there were 18 subjects upen
wlich the Dominion Government h@
no right to interfere in legislative
enactments with the Provincial Govern”
ment, but he found that the subject
of education was set apart by itse!
in a separate section, and that if the
Local Legislature was proved incom”
petent to deal with the matter, then
;he Dominion had a right to inter

ere, .




