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part, I speak in the same sense.

They were all happily agreed on that
point.

And I now say that the government acted in
a cowardly way and did not dare to speak either
oue way or the other. It was there hounden duty
to say one thing or the other. But instead of
acting like men of courage they allowed passion to
be inflamed in Manitoba and Quebec, and never
dared to stand up like men and put an issue of the
question. They are to be blamed for this. They
shunted the guestion to the courts where it is now.
The opposition are not in a position to take any
action until such time as a report has been given
by the courts.

Here the government were a pack of
cowards because they did not discuss it
when it was before the courts, and he turns
round and says the opposition were not in a
position to say anything upon it until such
time as a decision was given by the courts.

He adds :(—

And until the courts have decided whether or not
the government have no right to interfere. Then
it will be time for us to say we will act or not.

At all events, we learn from this that the
hon. gentleman was not then prepared to
speak. He had been pressed by his friends
from different parts of the country, holding
conflicting views, to take one side or the
other and he gave no answer, and he con-
demned the government because they did not
do anything, and then says the opposition
could not do anything until the question
came out of the courts. Now, the hon. mem-
ber has spoken again on this question. I
might quote from a speech which he made in
Winnipeg, in which he substantially repeats
what he said in April, 1893. In Winnipeg,
on the 3rd September, 1894, he declared that
he is a firm believer in provincial rights. T
must quote his exact words in order that
there may be no misapprehension about it.
It was on this very question that he was
speaking when he declared in this way that
he was a firm believer in provincial rights,
although my hon. friend does not seem to
think that provincial rights are at all in-
volved in this question. He says.

I am a firm believer in provincial vights. In the
Dominion House of Commons I have stood up for
the suthority of the provinces. When I took up
the petition of my fellow-religionists of Manitoba,
complaining of the legislation of the government
of Manitoba, I asked myself, what is the com-
plaint ? * * 1 took up the petition
of the Archbishop and of those who signed it with



