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superfluous to add that the Icelandic children in |

hut three or four years have atiained a pro-
ficlency in the English language that the French
have not in a very much longer period.

«gr. Bwart's reporr about the Mennonite
sehende is 1o the same effect :

Progress has been made particularly in Eng-
lish, arithmetic and geography.
the vernacular of the Mennonites is in nearly
all schools the medium of instruction, yet where
the teacher has sufficient command of English
the most important branches on the programme
are taught in English.

Now T come to the question asked me by
the hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Ber-
ceron),

Mr, LaRIVIERE. Before the hon, gentle-
man answers that, may 1 ask him a ques-
tion ? Ile has given the authority for the
Inst two reports.
iry for the former charges ?

Mr. McCARTIHY., The statement upon
which these are bhased. is Mr. Wade's
phlet.

Mr. LaRIVIERE.
paid him to write.

Mr. McCARTEHY., As to the others. they
will be found in the otlicinl reports pre-
sented in the year 1895, Now., Sir, the very
natural quaestion was asked : Why dild not
the government seek to reform. ingtead of
abolishing these schools ? That question
presented itself to the Manitoba govern-
ment, and the Manitoba legixlature. What
is the answer ? Mr. Sifton says:

When we came to the point that we should
abolish the double management of the schouols
the question came up as 1o whether we should
bave separate schools or not; and it is often
stated that if we had stated to the Catholic
Church that we wanted to regulate these schools

and see that they were eflicient the Roman
Catholic Church would have concurred in the
proposal. There is no truth whatever in auy

suggestion of the kind. Fro:m the first moment
of the declaration that we were going to do
away with the abuses of the systemn we niet with
the most uncompromising cpposition fromn the
t-atholic Church. It was declared that they
would lighit the new system to the bitter emd,
and they are fighting it to the bhitter end.

Now, T think we may look for support to
that statement of Mr. Sifton in n petition
against the North-west schools, to which 1
referred a firtle while ago. From every
Catholic bishop in Canada there is a pro-
test couched in the most violent language
agzainst the reform of the schools in the
North-west. Now, a member of the Gov-
ernment tells us that when the question was
under  consideration as to whether they
should abolish the schools or simply abolish
the dual system, they found they were anta-
wonized by the Roman Catholic hierarchy
to the same exient to the one proposi
scheme as to the other. And now. having
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~authority to interfere.

In the light of the above it is almost ; come (o the end of my statemeut, 1 appeal

io this House to Know wpon what ground
we are called upon to interefere. We have
the power to interfere, we hiave no
duty to interfere. We have got legislative
We ace in tiwe posi-

ction eancetly of the hizher and central body.

German being

C e,

who., uwder the cireumstanees thatr have
Lappened in this ease, have authority to
review and reconsider, and it we choose,
to abwlish and anuul what has been done
in the province. But before we o that. we
have favestizated tiwe charges they have
1 have siown that the ceharge they
made. and the arculnents they submitted
by their counsel 1o the commitiee are abso-
iutely unrounded : and T have given to you

“what has not appeired before, what it was

not necessary to put forward in self-detence

“and on bebalt of the province ; I have ziven

Will he give the author-.
Toceasion,

pam- .

te you the grounds which mwoved the legis-
atire to act in the way they Jdidd on that
Under these ciremustiances, thees
vannat he any giround for interferenes ox-
copt one ; that ground the hon. gentleman
who siddressed us this atfterneon (Sir narvles

Tihibbert Tupper siild he adopted. and thay

Which the government -

- 1hem.

is that there ought to he separate schools. It
won't do, therefore. for the Minisier of I
nance to tell us that this is a side issue. It ix
the only question.  You are asking us 1o
pass a0 Bill by which separate schools shall
e pektored @ yvon are asking us, in so far as
vt woes, to repeal the Rehool Acr of 1890.
and you are asking us to do that on no
srround whalever unless it is zood sround
to sxay that separaie schoeols should he es-
wblishad in Manitoba instead of the public
schaol sysfem. And the gentlemen who corie
from the provinees all about—in no pro-
vince is fthere separate  seliools ox-
cept Oniarvio. and  only  in Ontario he-
cause  we are not oable o do away
with them—tie gentlemen frony these other
arovinees who won't have separite sehools
in their own province. are now going on in-
that Manitoba should have separate
chools,  That is the simple, plaiun et
<eparate schools they won't have for them-

splyves,
AMre. PRIOR. We virtually have them.

Mr. MceCARTITY. You virtually have
If so. let the peaple of Manitoba
virfually have them hy  practicoe. Why
shouid we o and pass o law and say :
You must have thewm, I ask you to tak.
warning from the words of Johu Sandfield
Maedonald. I ask you to rememhber that
Manitoba occupies a position in which we
will fird it very difficult to impose a law
upon her against her will. She has uew o
population of 230.000, and she is adding
sreatly to the wealth and importance of
thix Dominion. TIf our exports exceed our
imports. if our exports increase, we owe it
to Manitoba. But you are going to sow the
seods of discord there; you are going w
coerce the province—coerce is the prope-
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