
vatlvc paper which is clofendlng thcMii nml

thoir vAU-y iu eiidwivourlug to pass tht> Kill

thnt. is before the House. If you go from

Prince Euward Ishiucl lu the east to Vic-

toria in tlie M-est, and look over the Cou-

pervallve papers iu this country, 1 t'liuk

you niiv'ht count on the five lingers of your

hand ail those that come out and give a

strMi','lilfor\vard support of this measure,

and of tlio policy of the Government in at-

temiiling lo ])ass it. Then I take tlie inde-

pendent press of the country. I miglit

uioution a few of them, but they are so

well known to this House and to the people

tliat it is scarcely necessary for me to do so.

But it would not be out of place to ask. iu

reference to those papers that have suii-

porled the Government so strongly In tlie

past, wliere are th(>y to-day V The only one

that is giving oven a half-liearted support

to their policy is the " Mail and Eniiiire,"

of Torf>nto ; and yet it has never, so far as

niv nidgment enables me to understand it,

iuidiKcd any respectable argument citliMr

to defend or justify their course to-day. If

•we leave out of account the " Mail and Em-
pire," where do we lind the rest of the pa-

pers ? Wheie do we Ihid the " World,"

the next greatest exponent of the principles

of ilie Couservatise party? Wo lind that

it is arrayed against the Goveriunenfs

course on this question. Where do we lind

the Toronto "News" V Where do we liud

the Toronto " Telegram " V Where do we
find the lorouto "Star"? Where do we
And the Hamilton " hpectator " ? I might

go over the wliole list, and I lind in almost

evorv instance that »hose papers are array-

ed against the party, and they believe that

they are voicing public sentimeut. Then, if

they are voicing public sentimeut, how cau

the Government to-day be in accord with

that publit; sentimeut ? If it be the duty of

the Government to reflect public sentiment

iu their legislation, then I ask, how cau

they S(iuar(> this iegislatiou with the senti-

ment of the country, as expressed by these

papers ? Now, we are told by the lion,

member for North Grey that in order to

ascertain ^\hat public sentimeut is, the (Jov-

crnnient go out into the country and hold

political meetings. Well, If I take the ex-

pression of the public meetings that have

been held in this country, do I find any
stronger evidence of nubile sentiment be-

ing with them than it is as expressed

tlirough the press ? I can assure you that

the verdict of the people is to the contrary,

as expressed In public meetings that have

been held for the last two or three years

in everv part of the country. Why, they

have scarcely gone upon a single platform

and dared to' say that in the end they were
bound to pass remedial legislation, apd nslr-

ed the electorate of this country to eixlorsc

it, and where the electorate' haVo* eiuiorse^l

it. When they went into.Kor.tfi.Ofitarlo nnd
put up thfir" cnndidate, . -^-hat .

wevo they

obliged to do ? They weye nhUg«d to lSav(»

their candidate keep fr.c^n^..\:lje Jaiowledpe

of the electorate his Intention regarding

remedial legislation, as they knew, other-

wise, tiiat lie could not receive tlie support

of tiie iieople. I ask tii(> lion, geutlenian

from Noriii Ontario (Mr. McfJiilivray), wliat

, course did he lake in trying to Induce Hit

j

electorate to supiiort iiiin ? He said ; I am
' not going to be pledged In tills matter ; but

j

I iioint you to my record In tlie past as tc

! wliat yon niiiy expect from me in tlie future.

Have 1 not gone tliiougii two or three politi-

cal lights in the province of Ontario ?

Mr. M((?HJiIVUAY. The hon. goutle-

niau is mistaking my i)osltion in North
Omario.

Mr. Sl'KOUl.E. In what resiiect, I would
like to know, am 1 misstating liie hon. geu-

llemau's position ? I was going on lo say

tliat according to wliat 1 read lu the papers

! which reported liini pivily extensively, his

!
lauguage was to this effect: The elector-

! ate of this county know my record, be-

I

cause I have fonglit two political lights lu

I
provincial campaigns on this (piestion.

i They know the stand I have tak(>n on the

(piestiou of separate schools ; they know
whaL I have said. Now, then, t tell you
that I am standing to-day upon the same

j

ground that 1 lia\e always stood. Now,
' Mr. Speaker, what was that ground ? Was
it in- support of a remedial law which would
force separate schools on Manitoba, or was
It against it ? Why. if I understand the

ground the lion, gentleman has taken in tlie

past, it was that when Ontario and Oucbec
entered Into a compact at tlie time of con-

feder.itlon, they accepted tli(>se separate

sdiools as an arraiigement between the

two provinces. Tliey are here to stay, and
we cannot lielp it. Hut I shall never sup-

port their extension into any otlier province

or any other part of the country. That was
tlie rec(U'd upon which that hon. gentleman
sought election, and It was upon that re-

cord tliat the jieople accepted lilni. But
had that hon. gentleman come out plainly

and told the electorate of North Ontario :

I am going down to vote for reni(dial iegis-

latiou, I am assured liy men Who ought to

know the situation, that in? would have been
buried under a majority of nearly a thou-

sand vote^ in Ills own riding. Is that an
evidence that the Government are fairly en-

titled to accept as voicing public senti-

ment in favour of this legislation ? No ; I

say it Is not. Tluui if I go to Cardwell.
what does public sentiment tell me there ?

It tells me that the Government candidate
who had apparently, at least, come out and
ndmit'ied that he was prepared to RU])port

the policy laid down by the Government up-
on this question of remedial legislation, was
buried under a hopeless mass of votes ; he
wfls Muried.so far as his political life Is cou-
cernefl, \»ovci to rise again, at least In that
foflstftuency. But the hon. gentleman who
frsaklT oj-qiosf:! the policy nf remedial \p's-

istntioij,; '<vPs accorded the support of the
majority 'of the voters of Cardwell, and pub-


