
should bo restored, or uot, auy more than
wo arc oiitillod to iiKinire \vhc>tlior it is fair

that tlie majority should liavo done as th"y
have doiio. II' the mechanical theory is tlic

correct one, tlien it is useless lor them to

say that by their remedial legislation tliey

will nialce the schools elHcient, for that is

not the complaint here. The complaint is

that llio Riatnte of 1S71, having confernnl
a riglit or privilege—no matter how ex-

treme, no matter if it had gone ten times as
far as it actually did go—it is binding for

all time, and tliat if the local legislature of
Manitoba r(>peais that Act, or intorf(M'es witii

it, wo are l)onnd, under the interpretation
put forward l)y the GovcM-nmont, to give
1)aclv to them what was taken away, whe-
ther we think it is right or not, whether we
think it is fair or not. But, Mi'. Speaker,
that contention they have entirely failed

to carry out. And why ? Why lias the

Bill, as presented here, failed to follow the
terms of the remedial ord'^r ? Because, in

spite of the Government's decision to close

their ears, in siiite of their decision to

act witliont any investigation into the con-
ditions in Manitoba, facts have come to

tlieir knowledge since the passing of the
remedial order which have shown them that
these Rcliools were inefficient, that there
were many reasons why the legislature of
Manitoba were quite ,;nstified in dealing
with the state of things as it existed in

I^Ianitolia prior to ISDO. And they admit
tlint iiy snying tliat tliey will not, in their
Bill, givo to the minority the relief that tlie

remedial order givo,^. but they will temper
that by making, of their own accord. ]irovl-

sions Avbicli did uot exist in the old law.
and which they propose to put in now, for
tlie purpose of making tliese scliools effi-

cient. Surely they must be wrong, eitlier

in one Instance or in the other. If we are
a mere machine in tliis matter, if wo have
no discretion, then the only thing that we
can do is to pass the Remedial Bill in the
terms of the remedial order, giving back to
the minority in Manitolia whatever they
had before, without any attempt to inquire
whether whnt they liad before Avas riglit

or wrong, fair or unfair. if, on the other
hand, avo have the right to do as the
Government have done in presenting
their Bill, if avo have the risrht to take in-

to consideration the circumstances, to lool-:

at the law th.at Avas pnssed. and mnke up
our minds upon our responsiliility as legis-

lators, bOAV far we will restore tliese

Bcbools, hoAV far we Avill imnnse conditions
upon the restored schools, with the view of
making them more effective in t1io interest
of the minority, for wliose bonefit they Avere
est'iblished, if that is our duty in makinsr
a Remedial Bill, surely it folloAvs that that
was the course that the Government should
have taken in connection with the remedial
order. And I say. Mr. Sneaker, that there
is Avhere the whole difficulty in this ques-
tion has nrisen. as t shall shoAv when T

come to deal with the sugsres+ions whioh

the fact tiiat there
Canada a great deal
very hostile criticism

and he endeavoured

have been made, and nre being made, day
after day, pointing to a compromise or
settl(Mnent of this (luestiou througli the

Manitoba government.
Now, the Minister of .Tustico recognized

had been tliroughout
of very uufavouraliie,
of the remedial order;
to shoAV that on the

21st March, 1805, Avlien it was passed tliero

was really uo course open to the (JoAoru-

meut l)Ut to pass tlie remedial order in the
terms in Avhich it is couclied. liOt mo ex-

amine for a few mom(>nts the reasons given
by the lion. Minister in support of tliis con-

tention. In tlie first place, he said, it Avas

Aveil knoAvn that Manitolia inteiuled to do
nothing in the premises, and. as a proof of

that very broad and. I must say, vcn-y un-
true statement, he instances tlie fact that

in 1891 a communication Avas sent from the
Government here calling tlie attention of

INIanitoba, and also of the Xortli-Avo.st Ter-
ritorit>s to the unfair position of tiioir school
legislation, as affecting Ronum Catholics,

and that, in answer, the government of

Manitoba sent a communication slating tliat

they Avere satisfied Avitli their scliool legis-

lation, and did not intend to depart from it.

Surely, INIr. Speaker, it cannot be argued
tliat tliat AA'as any indication of the ]>osi-

tiou tliat Manitoba Avould take in vi(>AV of

the present position of tlie question. For
tliat correspondence tooli place before the

decision of the Privy Council Avas knoAvn,
and the decision of the Privy Coun-
cil entirely altered tiie position of Mani-
toba. The government of Manitoba have
never said that tlK>y intended to defy tlie

constitution , they have ahvays admitted
that they Avere bound by the constitution.

But In 1891 th(?re Avas no decision Avliich

made It clear to them. Therefore, anything
they may liaA'o said or dime ]irior to tliat

decision is no Indication Avhat ilieir posi-

tion Avould be after tliey had the decision

of tlie highest tribunal in the land pointing
out to them the position in which the pro-

Aince Avas placed, and shoAving them that
in case they refused to redress these griev-

ances the GoA-ernment hero and tliis Parlia-
ment had the poAver to take the sub.i(>ct of
education out of their hands, and h^irislate

for them. The next thing tliat the lion.

Minister of Justice cites as an indication
of the position of Manitoba is the speech
from the Throne, in 189.">. and this, I may
say, is the only indication whatever that
Manitoba had given, up to tlio time of the
passing of the remedial order, of what their
position would be. I will road it. and I ask
the House to consider whether what is said
in the Speech from the Throne in ^innitoba.
in 1895. is couched in .such language as to

induce the Government here to believe that
there Avas no use in attempting to negotiate
Avith Manitoba upon this question. These
are the words :

It is not the intention of my Government In
any Avay to recede from Its determination to up-
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