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tlic IcKhlaturp, luUI tliiir liix .ijiiiroiiH In ro-
K.iitl to lipiiiirnte n.hooli luul not . ImnKeil.
He Nt'lU pniril. nll.v tliU li> ili<> imi llnmoiit of
• .lUiiilu

: llic'rc l-» a iiciv tciiitmy, ilipro is
viiBiii soil wiifie tliiTo U iiu iioimliiiloii. I»i>
i.ot liilroilii

Mliid he will iiiiiliT-liMiil ilii- rcnMiitiliis of
Mr. Ilmwii. Tliiit li llii- p«i«lil.in timt we have
l)cfi)i(. IIS tniliiy. I mil nut lirrc to ndvot'iiti-
K'|i:ilMI«' wlicMiN iiH ;iii iilistrilit |ir<i|>i>«llli)li

but no linvr inticHlii ri\ Into lliU Hill lUt- two

.Mr. sritofi.i:
Iran

—

I'lie right lioii. yt'iitle-

J^lr WIMKIK I..\n{II-U.
iiitrodiucd ilitii tlilr. Bill I

fr end's pnrdon.

Xu"', «(• li:ive

bi';; iiiy lion.

Mr. ^^r^Ol•I.I:. I i.m oijl.v di'>'iroii.H of
ivHklng one olisf>rviitl..n In regnnl to a part
of Jlr. Hrowns speech wlikli uiorc dlrottly
relers to this subject iind wlii.h tlit- lion.
KeDtleniiin has not quoted.

Sir Wir.FKH) LACRIKIt. If thai is the
liiteiruption of my hon. friend it was hardly
worth while. I do not want to ini«lpad the

'

Ilonse. Can be find anything else than that i

Mr. Brown siibniitted the opinion that the
niouiont separate s.hools were Introdureil

Dtllutlon. with I Up Brlll.-li North AmerU-n
Ai't, and I coiiiiiK'nd It even to the biased
JuilKiiieiit of my luiii, friend. However, let

nie put Ji ii"'"<">iii to "•. boil, friend : If

We Here in the year |M17 ami not In the year
IfHl.V and. If \\c had to Introduce Into this
Dominion the iirovliu'es of Allierta and Sas-
katchewan, would my hon. friend tell me
il'at these provinces would not hove the
s.ime rlKhts and prIvileKes in rei;anl to se-

parate schools as were granted to Ontario
and Quebec ? Would he tell ine that when
you say to Ontario and Quebec : You shall
have your separate schools, .Mberta and
Saskatchewan should be denied that prlvl-

h'KC ? The thing Is preposterous. I,et us
rise above such considerations. In every-
thing that I have snid I have refrained

they come under the \ct of ni.lon under i

'^'°"' "">'»« " "'"«'<• "O'""! "DOn the ab-

e'aile'praud .ha h.;' were he?; "o I e
'

^'''"^^'i "l','"''"'"' %',
"""""•"

"'T'"- ' .""
naintalned against the "power of the legis- [""";'' "'*' 'IV*"*'"" "P"" '"'"'"•"r "nd n

!atu.e ? can he tind anything else ? Let ' ^J'.T^Z
'^??"''' '""•"•'"»'•'' «'« .O'-^-tlon not

l.irn -mote anything to the cor^rarv. i

'""" "^ ,}'""' «' "T,'?'*
"'''"*''"• •"" '*• lui.iai.i. approach It upon the high - ground of Can-

Mr. SPROCM:. Mr. Brown was argu- |

nt'lan duty and Canadiv -lotlsm. Hav-
ing against the Introduction of so|)arate

i

'"K obtained the oousei ne minority to
Mhools and he gives the following as his ' "''•< fo'"'" of governmen aving obtained
leasons : their consent to the giving ip of their valu-

IIc «pokc In the interest ot go. J feeling ana "^ privileges, and their position of strength
harmony in the national councils. What else

"'*' "*" " '•"" them, now that confederation
was the clause In the constitution empowering I

'"^ established, that the principle upon which
tlie provinces to settle the school question i they consented to this arrangement. Is to be
themselves Inserted (or, but to get quit of con
troversies like this In the Dominion, and to
leave the schools to be managed according to
the views of each locality ? By this Bill they
might raise the very serious Issues In the North-
west which bad proved so troublesome to Que

luld aside and that we are to ride rough-
shod over them V I do not think that Is a
rropositlon whlih will be maiutalDed In thia
House, nor do I believe It is the intention of
till' House. I offer at this moment no opin-

bcc and Ontario. No one would regret this I

i'>" at all upon separate schools as anab-
more than he, and for this reason he would ! stract propoation, but I have no hesitationsupport
Peel

the motion of the hon. member for
'

Which was that this clause should be
dropped thus leaving It to the provinces.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. It is ever the
old story—none so blind as those who will

m saying that if 1 were to speak niv mind
uton separate schools, I would say that I

never could understand what objection there
could be to u system of schools wherein,
after secular matters have been attended
t.>, the tenets of the religion of Christ, even

, „ ,. ,

^vith the divisions which exist among Hisnot see, none so deaf as those who will not followers, are allowed to be taught. We livehear. I tjepci.t agam that Mr. Brown, on the in a country wherein the sevti, provtncesdoor of the Senate, did not want this clause • ' " «: j>iuwiici.»

rrovlding for separate schools to be intro-
duced In the Act. He stated that It would
ba a mistake to introtluce separate schools.
Le said that he was opposed to sep.irate
schools, but he said that If at that time

_. provl
that constitute our nation, either by the will
or by the tolerance of the peop'e. In every
school, Christian morals and Christian dog-
mas are taught to the youth of the country.We live by the side of a nation, a great
nation, a nation for which I have the great-separate schools were introduced they came

,
est admiration, but whose example I wouldunder the .ict of Union and they were there not take In everything. In whose schools

for all time. I do not want to be offensive, for fear that Christian dogmas in whichbut if my hon. friend (Mr. Sproulej i.s not i all do not believe might be taught Chris


