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1 believee, 1o this day 1aid by the government
of Manitoha betore the jegistiture of that
provines, or hzg never bheen brought before
them properly.  Now, what further? On
20th January, 1895, the Privy Counal’s sec-
ond decision was given. On 14th February,
the Manitoha legislyure met.  The Domin-
inn Govermnent's coinmunicition was never
Inid before the legislhare.  The Lieutenant-
Governor's speech at the openiug of  the
legislatnre consained this clause :

\Whether or not a demand will be made by the
Foideral Governinent that that  Aet shall be
maedifioed, * * * ® It not tie in-
tention of my government in any way to recede
from its determination to uphold the present
systeni.
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Manitoba desived in order to hear 1estimony
and argument.  The hon. gentlemnan went
upon the statutes of 1871 and the subse-
quent statutes up to 1890, and including 1549,

~and on those I am prepared to go, amwl on

That was in 1890, ax late as 41h ifebrnary @

and the resclution carried iu that legislarure
was:

That this House will, by all constitutional
means, and to the utmost extent of its power,
resist any steps which may be taken to attack
the school svstem establish«d by the  Public
School Act of 1S90.

That was detinite enough, perhaps, har the
counsel for Manitoba, the hon. member for
Simcoe, came before the Privy Council on
4th March for a further hearing of the case
of the minority, and tiere told us, in unmis-
takable language. that he was appearing.
practically, out of politeness, to convince us
that we ought not to pass an order, but ad-
mitting., that. it we did do it, uo attention
would be paid to ir, 1that it would not have
any offecr. If that siarement is challenged,
I will gzive the hon gentleman’s  Lin-
cigire 3 If it is not, 1 will pass it by, but 1
think that is a fair siatement of his josi-
tion, There was an adjournment made,

“We ook another step,

those T siand io-day.

Then we had the remedial order.  The
hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCar-
thy), couvsel for Manitoba, stated that if
we adopted the remedial order we were
bound to do whar we are doing now. to
bring dewn legislation. and press it through.
The remedial ocrder was adopted in March.
and in June the reply of the Manitoba gov-
ernment was received, which, among other
things, siated .

We are tlerefore compelled o respectiully
state to Your Exccllepey in Council chat we
cannot accept the respensibility of carrying inzu
cffect the terms of the remedial order.

The leader of the

' Opposition ouglit to have been gallant and
“renerous cnough in a erisis of this Kind 0

have given us full eredit for it, for we riskedd
the contidence of our party at the by-elec-
tious, when for the sake of peace. harmony
and a settlement, we went further on the
lines of conciliation, and adopted a further
order in last July te remove any impression
what we wanted the Manitoba legislature to
carry out, on hard and fast lines, in east-
iron terms or to the Ietter avd word of
the remedial ordev. The conciliatory des-

-patch sent to the Manitoba governnient in

mark you., Mr. Speaker. on that oceasion,

to suit the counsel's convenience so far as
we could possibly do it. In conclading his
argument, the hon. member for Simeoe. the
counsel for the government of Maaitoba,
said ¢

In conclusion I beg to thank the Counci for
your patient and attentive hearing. I certainly
cannot complain of any want of attention and
of respect for the gentlemen whceim 1 repres:2nt
—and I shall take care so to report to them ;
and whatever effect may be given to my argu-
ments, they have had at the hands of this
Council a most attentive hearing, and I thank
you for your kindness in that regard.

It is a Jittle Lite io zet up this suppesed
gricvance on the part of the government of
Manitoba as to the manner in which they
were treated. No cne can look over the
record without sceing that if they had cvi-
dence of facts they dexired to present, therve
was :dabundant opportuniiy to present them,
or that having asksd direetly or through
counsel that cortain facts should be sub-
mitted. the tribuaal called on ro investigate
them ever made a refusal. I was a1 member
of that board., and I think the bhoard was
prepared to sit as long as the counsel for
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July. 1895, concludes :

I+ by no means follows that it is the duty of
the IFederal Government to insist that provincial
legislation. to be mutually satisfactory, should
follow the exact lines of this order,—that is the
remedial order. It is hoped. however, that a
iniddle course will commend itself to the local
authorities, that federal action may become un-
necessary.

That document wig sent 27th July., 1893,
and wkhken was ir answered ? The Manitoba
government knew we were bound., as hon-
oursible men, to cail Parliniment not later
than the 2nd Januavy, 1896, that our nminds
st be made up before that time. that
the only period in which negotiations could
possibly be earried out was from July until
D)ecember, but not one line, not one seratch
of the pen, not a hint or a word came from
tne goverunment of Manitoba in auswer to
titat despatch oi conciliation until two days
Lhefore Darlinment met.

Mr. MULOCK. When did their legisla-
ture meet ?

sSir CHARLES HIBEBERT TUPPER. |1
care not when they met, for the purpo-e of
iy argument.

Mr. MULOCK. Of course not.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUI'PER. 1
care not when it met. The government
could have called tife legislature togerher,
if they were in earnest they could have



