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lands than to continue the management of
them by the Dominion governinent. How-
ever, lu the setting apart of the two new
provinces lu the west, the present govern-
ment have flot thought that advisable. It
ls flot necessary for me to enter into any
reason why they thought so. I regretted
exceedingly to hear the speech made by the
hon. Becretary of State. There was noth-
ing advanced by tbe hon. leader of the op-
position to, justify the remarks which he
made, or to Justlfy a portion of the re-
marks made by the hon. senator from
Middlesex. The hon. senator from Cal-
gary neyer lntimated that the provinces iu
the west might pass a law to establish pub-
lic schools to be controlled by the Doukho-
bors and other settiers la that country,
whose opinions and views we do not destre
to have promulgated or taught in this coun-
try.

Hou. Mr. ROSý*S (Middlesex)-He referred
to denominational schools.

Hon. Sir MACKIDNZIE BOWELÂL-I
nnderstund exactly what he said. 1 lîsten-
ed very attentively to hlm. What he stat-
ed was this: not that the goveraments of
these provinces might establish these
schools, because if they establish the
schools they would be entitled. to ail the
riglits and privileges given to other public
schools; but lie stated that If this money
was to be distributed to, ail schools, the
Doukhobors and simular classes of people
whose doctrines w-e do flot desire to have
tauglit lu this country, might establish
schools and demand under that clause their
proportion of the fund. That has been
twisted into a charge that he stated that.
the provinces of Saiskatchewan and Alberta
miglit establish these schools. H1e knew,
and so does every one else kuow, that If
they establish sucli schools they will be-
come public schools at once, and entitled to
ail the advantages that would accrue from
the fund. Althougli the hon. Secretary of
State only said tlit he had no kuowledge
wbatever of the word 'public' being left
out of the clause which we are now con-
sideriug-, le has g-Iven a reason why It was

arate schools whichi may bie establisbed la
the future would be deprived of their share
of the school fund under whatever regula-
tions might exist. Now, the country can
understand why the word 'public' was lef t
out, If the hon. gentleman's Interpretation
and explanation be accepted as correct.
But there Is another point; why should the
hou, leader of the opposition be charged,
as lie was directly, by the hon. Secretary
of State, aud, Inferentially, by the hon, gen-
tleman from Middlesex, with having trled
to raise a sectarian cry and difficulties of
which have had God knows enough inl this
country lu the past? What he stated was
this, and the hon. Secretary of State has
flot said one word to controvert it,
that lu the distribution of the fund *nt the
present moment, they never ask n question
xhetlier a school is organized and control-
led by Catholics or Protestants? What lie
stated was that the money was distributed
equally according to the number of pupils
attending, and equitably among ail schools,
flQ matter whether they were controlled or
managed by one denomination or by an-
other or by any particular race. The ouly
question was as to whether they cont*inued
to lie publie schools. That is the position
the hon, gentleman took, and the charges
made by the hon. Secretary of State came
with an 111 grace from hlm when he drew
any such deduction froni my hon. f riend's
remarks. The bon, gentleman referred to
the Manitoba echool question. I shahI not
enter Into that. I had enougli to, do with
It ln the past. My ow-n views w-ere strong-
ly lu favour of provincial autouomy and of
respecting the riglits and privileges of a
cbaracter described by the bon. senator
from Middlesex. 1 go further, and say
that the riglits and privileges granted to
the people of any of the provinces when
they were established,' whether of n sec-
tarian, a civil or n religions character,
should bie maintnined lu their iûtegrity, and
flot lie permitted to bie taken f roui thera
by any of the provinces. I have taken
that position la the past; I uni strougly of
that idea at the present, and I kuow of n0
reason why I should change my views. Iu

-omitted or should have been omitted. His 1the settiug apart by the Conservative gov-
fear was that if the word 'Public' was flot lerument of two sections of land lu each
lef t out of the Bll, denominational or sep- township lu Manitobàannd the * Northwe-st


