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impossible for any Minister here to advise His Excellency
to disallow measures which ought to be permitted to go
into operation. But if the other system is set up, if the
alternative presented by my hon. friend from Stanstead
(Mr. Colby), is to be adopted; if you are to say that
becanse a law has been passed within the legisiative
authority of the Province, therefore it must remain; we
can easily see, Sir, that before long these Provinces, instead
of coming nearer togother, will go further and further
apart. We cani see that the only way of making a united
Canada, and building up a national life and national senti-
ment in the Dominion, is by seeing that the laws of one
Province are not offensive to the laws and institutions, and,
it may be, to the feelings of another-1 will go so far as to
say that they must be to some extent taken into
consideration. Not, by any means, that those con-
siderations are always to govern, but they are
matters worthy of the consideration of statesmen.
If the Provinces were foreign powers, if they owed
no local allegiance, if they were not subjeut to
the control of a Governor who enjoyed the confidence
of this House, the hostile legislation of one Province
would be a fit subject of remonstrance from a friendly
power. It may not be a very apt illustration, but
at the moment it occurs to me that Napoleon III remons-
trated during the time of Lord Palmerston, because he said
that under the law of England persons who were known to
intend his assassination wereharbored in England. We
know what the result of that was, that the English people
rebelled against the interference of a foreign power. I do not
know whether the same spirit dwells in their descendants
here or not. This illustration shows what I mean. Under
our system, no matter what the law may be, no matter how
hostile the people of the adjoining Province of Ontario may
consider this law to be, the answer which is given as the
final and conclusive answer, without appeal or resort,
is that it is passed by the Province of Quebec in the legis-
lative power of that Province, and therefore it muet go
into operation. Now, take this particular Bill. If the
view which I venture to hold is correct-and, Sir, I hold it
after careful consideration-the view which is held by a
large body of the people of the Province, men distinguished
for learning, men distinguished for piety, men distinguished
in all the walks of life, as to the character of this
order; the view which is held, with the record before us of
the expulsion of the order from every Christian state in
Europe; I say, is it possible to imagine that the establish-
ment of such an order as that is not a matter of concern to
the people of the Province of Ontario and the rest of the
Dominion ? Putting the question on the lowest ground, is
this order, thus subsidised, going to confine its operations
within the limits of the Province of Quebec ? True, the
money is to be spent there, although I do not know how that
is to be guaranteed. I find no machinery for ascertaining
how the money is to be expended; but, assuming that the
money is to be spent there ingood faith,it only strengthens
the order for incursions beyond the border. We know that
some of its members-some of the very same gentlemen, 1
believe, who have been incorporated-do sometimes visit
the Province of Ontario. It is idle, therefore, to say that
you can establish such an order as that, and claim it is not
a matter of common concern to the rest of the Dominion.

Mr. AMYOT. Do you object to that?
Mr. MoCARTHlY. I decidedly object to them, or I would

not be standing here.
Mr. BERGERON. They are British subjects.

Mr. McCARTJHY. YOs, I believe those at present in this
country are; but, as I have already pointed ont, the whole
body, numbering perhaps 20,000 mon, is incorporated by this
1 ittle Bill of the Province of Quebec. The very words of

Mr. MOCanT1w.

the Bill are: "All who now are or may be of that order."
I have heard it said: Oh, you are too late. Where were you
when the incorporation Act was under consideration ?
Why did you not raise your voice thon? Why did not the
Protestants thon etrike at the root of the evil ? I do not
know, though I am pretty familiar with what is called
the doctrine of estoppel, that any such doctrine eau be
applied to a people. I am not aware that the laches of a
Government I have supported, or that the laches of hon.
gentlemen on either side, are going to prevent the people
from objecting, even if it be too late to object to the Act of
Incorporation, to the Act of Endowment, honored by the
official seal of the Legislature of the Province of Quebec.
ln my jndgment the Act of Incorporation amounted to
very little. The Jesuit body claimed to be incorporated
before, and they did not care for incorporatior, except
for the purpose of holding lands in the Province. They
claimed to be incorporated under the revival of the order
by the Pope in 1814, and the only object of their incor-
ration by the Act was to enable them to hold real estate,
which is a matter not particularly concerning the rest of
the Dominion. What does strike me, what has roused the
people of the Province from which I have the honor to come,
as they have never been aroused in my time, is that one of
the Provinces has thought fit to recognise by its legislation,
and its grant of public money, the order which they have
been brought up to oppose, their reading as to which in
later years has strengthened their early training in that
respect. Is it the work of politicians ? I think in that it
is unique in its character. I believe on no platform, in no
place has the voice of any public man in the Province been
raised in promoting this agitation. It has corme from the
people. It is promoted, not by the so-called professional
politician or any politician, but by the people. By the
people it is supported, by the people it je maintained, and
by the people it is bound to succeed, be it sooner or later.
This is not going to end the controversy. The controversy,
as it is said, has come to stay. The principle which
this Bill involves and which this moasure has drawn atten-
tion to, is perhaps the one which excites naturally the
greatest indignation, and bas called forth the greatest agita-
tion. It is impossible to believe that the men who are at
the bottom of this agitation are moved by any particular
purpose, or particular view, or desiring aggrandisement.
I was astonished to hear the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) denounce these men. They were, hoesaid, mere
ministers. Principal Cavan, a teacher of the Presbyterian
body, a man with whom I have not the honor of
personal acquaintance, a man who, so far as I
know, in politics differs from me, but a man
who, so far as I have heard, is entitled to the
respect of every citizen where ho lives and is known. Dr.
Stafford, who ministered in this city for many years-men
of that description are not thus lightly to be spoken of and
to be sneered at because they have stepped out from the
ordinary walk of their calling, and gone on the platforrn to
uphold what they believe to be the rights of the citizens.
I submit instead of that being a subject for sneering, in-
stead of its being a subject which would call for the con-
demnation of my hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Rykert),
it is the best tribute to their sincerity. This spontaneous
exhibition on the part of the people is genuine and heart-
felt, because it is really intended and really meant. Now,
tbese are the reasons why the Government should disallow
this measure. I have but one other, which I spoke of be-
fore, and it is the question of religions equality. I listened
with rapt attention to the-will I call it plaintive--appeal
made by my hon. friend behind me. Thore is no censure,
ho said, which you can make upon this occasion, which will
not fall with ten-fold force upon the Protestant minority
of the Province of Quebec. Nothing that you can
say here can remedy the laches which the Protestant min-

852


