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€val in Couucll has called upon the legisla-

ture to right that wrong, and the legislature

has refused. Tlierefore, under the provision
of this constitutional Act. the Parliament
of Canada forces the legislature of Mani-

;

toba to do justice in the premises. That is

what coercion is ; any interference by this

Parliament, under circumstances of that
kind, would be coercion.

We, in Manitoba, do not contend, that this

Parliament has no right to coerce us. l)ut

we do contend, that, where the constitution

has seen fit to give a re'sponsibility of tliat

kind to the Parliament of Canada, this Par-
liament is not doing justice to itself, nor to

Manitoba, if it proceeds to the extremity of
coercing that province until every other ex-

pedient has been tried. We say the Govern-
ment have proceeded to coercion without
trying every other expedient, witliout mak-
ing the slightest attempt to see whe-
ther the people of Manitoba were prepared,
in view of the decision of the Privy Council,

and in view of the position in which they
were placed constitutionally, to deal with
the question themselves. From what lias

already fallen from me, it must be clear to

the House, that I am in favour of a full in-

vestigation of tliis matter. I favour an in-

vestigation and inquiry into the circumstau-
oos that existed there, not because it

is the policy enunciated by the leader
of the Opposition, because I sliould

like to say in this House, as I have said out
of it, that this question is with me one that
transcend^ party, and, if the policy of the

leader of the O] 'position did not meet witli

my approval, I would feel bound to oppose
it in every way until justice Avas done in

this respect to my province. I say, there-

fore, that I do not adopt the policy of inves-

tigation because it is what has been asked
by the province which I stand here to repre-

sent. When the remedial order was sent to

the legislature of ^Manitoba, after refusing

most positively and most definitely to obey
the remedial order, this is what the pro-

vince said :

We believe that when the remedial order was
made there was uot available then to Your Ex-
cellency in Council full and accurate information
as to the working of our former system of

schools. We also believe there was lacking
means of forming a correct judgment as to the
effect on the province of the changes indicated
In the order. Being inspressed with this view,
we respectfully submit that It Is not yet too lato

to make full and complete Investigation of the
whole subject. Should such a course be adopted,
we will cheerfully assist In affording the most
complete information available. An Investiga-

tion of such a kind would furnish a substantial
basis of fact upon which conclusions could be
framed with a reasonable degree of certainty.

It Is urged most strongly that upon such an Im-
portant a matter, involving as It does, the reli-

gious feelings and convictions of different classes

of the people of Canada, and the educational iu-

terests of their province, which Is expected to

become one of the most Important In the Domi-
nion, no hasty action should be taken ; but that

on the contrary, the greatest care and delibera-
tion should be exercised, and a full and thorough
investigation made.

That was tlie first answer. When tliis Gov-
ernment, which was bound to pass their re-

medial order at once—it could not afford
time for Manitoba to prepai'e its case ; time
was the essence of the contract, and it had
to be done at once—ascertaii'ed the trend of
public opinion, they found time to adjourn
the passing of the Remedial Bill from July,
189."), to January, 189G, in order that a second
attempt might be made upon the province
to see if the provincial government would
recede from tlieir position. Again the pro-
vince of Manitoba made it most clear and
distinct, that they were prepared to assist

in every way in an investigation. I know
tlie Minister of Marine and Fisheries does
not desire that the province of Manitoba
should settle tlils matter. He is, probably,
the only man in this House who does not
wisli it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman does
not know anytliing of the kind, and he has
no right to say so.

Mr. MARTIN. The hon. gentleman's own
utterances show it. The hon. gentleman
said, in this House, that he would be very
sorry to have a settlement made by the pro-

vince of Manitoba : that they did not w.aut
a settlement,

Mr. COSTIGAN. Never.

Mr. MARTIN. That they wanted to pass
remedial legislation.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I rise to a point of order.
I hope the hon. gentleman does not feel

bound to give such an interpretation of what
I stated on that occasion. I have explained
before, that the dropping of one word in

the unrevised "Hansard" miglit ha\e ex-

posed me to that misinterpretation of what
I said. I have already explained the matter.
I have stated repeatedly, and the country
knows it. and no man has said more plainly

than I have, that the question should be
settled by the legislature, instead of being
brought here. I have always said that.

Mr. MARTIN. The hon. gentleman has
been very unfortunate, I must admit.

Mr, COSTIGAN. Not so unfortunate as
the hon. gentleman thinks.

Mr. MARTIN. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Costigau) did make an explanation, and lie

said that the word " not " ought to be put
in, but the dilhculty is. if you
put the Avoi'd " not " in, yon iiave

all the other parts of the speech to explain.
You lii) ve the part of it to explain where he
said : riiat even if we liad Mr. Grcenway's
promise it would not be any good to us. and
where he said : We want the Remedial Bill
and we want to coerce Manitoba.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Martin) is wrong. The hon. gentleman has


