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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Mr. Speaf(er, 1 l it in this Parliament, the national assembly .

was somewhat unfortunate last night, after
the leader of the Opposition took his seat,
in not catching your-eye. The hon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace) rose in my
stead, and spoke in my stead ; but, Sir, 1
can say that that hon. gentleman did not
make the speech which I wished to make
yesterday, and which I shall try to make to-
day. Since I have been in public life I have
endeavoured -to consider all questions such as
the present one, independent .of any con-
sideration of race, of any consideration of
nationality, of any consideration of province.
‘T must say at the outset that I deplore that
a question such as thisshould have come be-
fore the Parliament of Canada. 1 deplore
it because, among some of the people of our
couptry, it has created division and it has
created irritation, which are never favour-
able to the political health of any country.
But, Sir, I believe that at all hazards the
constitution must be maintained, and it Is
. .from that point of view that I desire to con-
¢ sider this question. In my own native pro-

vince, upon questions like the present one,

and ocecasions now historic, I bave had

to face fierce fights, but there again,

without considering whether these ques:

tions affected  m. ° prejudicially as a

public man, not, considering whether the.

sentimenis of my people were enlisted in de-
fence of the view which I had taken, I

treated those questions as matters affecting

not-one nationality, not one province, but I
considered them from the broad standpoint

of the general interests of the . Dominion..

Now, Mr. Speaker, I look upon this question
as a purely constitutional one. Alrbhoggh 1
know that religious views and ideas are in-
volved {n it more or less, I want to consider

of the Dominion, peopled Dby the repres¥n-
tatives of so many different races—I say that
on the floor of this Parliament, this question -
should be viewed from the constitutional
standpoint, and in the light of the general in-
terests of all our people. In the interest of
the country, in the interest of the party
which is concerned, it is befter that it should
be tried ag a constitutional question, separat-
ed as much as possible from the irritating
elements which unfortunately accompany it

-Sir, as I view the question, il resolves itself

into this : The highest tribunal in the Em-
pire has declared that rights have been taken
away from a minority ; and that minority,
under the laws which govern this country,
the .constitution under which this country
began its career has appealed to the highest

\

tribunal in the British Empire ; and that trl- .

bunal, outside our strife, ignoring all ques-
tions of nationality or of province, viewing
it as that tribunal does all great questions .
coming from every, portion of the vast Bm-
pire to be submitted to its impartial judg- -
ment the judges of that high tribunal, the
last tribunal to which a British subjeot can
appeal, declared that rights had been taken
away from the minority of Manitoba. Sir,
I shall have occasion to refer later bo. the
circumstances under which a clause for the
protection of minorities, happens to be in
the British North America Act; and under
that elause I say it became the imperative
duty of the Governiment, under the judgment
rendered by the Privy Council, to bear the
appeal of that minority, coming before them
for redress, Now, this appeal baving been
heard, the Government of Canada proceeded
to apply the remedy which the constdution .
afforded to the minority. S8ir, hon.- gentle-
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men on the pther side have spoken of dnastic
. meéasures being taken by this Government in
relation to this matter; but I hope to be
able to show before I resume my sept, that
every thing thaticould be done by this Gov-
ernment to induce the Manitoba legislature
to take into its own hands the application
of that remedy, was done by this |Govern-
ment. I hope also before I resume/my -seat
to be able to show by an analysis| of the

- Orders in Council’ which were passed, that if
to-day we have before this Parliament a de-
bate the most important and the most mo-
mentous which has ever been heard within
ihe walls of this House since confederation,
it is because'the legislature of [Manitoba

" " would not harken to the voice of| those of
her citizens, within her jurisdicfion, who
wetre asking her to remedy the evils from
which they were suffering, and to vestore to
them the rights which the Priyy Couneil
“of TEngland had declared should not
have been taken away. from them.

© 8ir, we proceeded:so far that hon. gentle-

men opposite and an important portion of
the people of Canada reproached the Gov-
ernment for not using its power to settle

before this day the Manitobg - guestion,
, which, as T have already stated, was cre-

¢ ating so much irritation, and isj creating so
- much irritation at the preseny time.
were accused of delaying the| solution of
that question. 'We avoided everything that
conld interfere with the autonomy of the
province, because I believe that the man

. who would knowingly teuch the autonomy.
______;__orf__any of the great provinces composi
this confederation, would not ffeel a paftr

otic heart within his breast; and I would
be the-l:st to do so, and I wonld fight for
delay, and would puf up with sany measure

of tardiness, so0 as to be able {to avoid tlhe

exercise of a . jurisdiction which is given,
under the British North America Act, to
the Federal Government, but |which is to
be exereised only when every lother means
._have failed. And I say that, if to-day that
power is not exercised, it is because, after
trying every means and attempting a solu-
tion by every possible method, | we found it
impossible to induce the province of Mani-
toba to ‘accede to what I consider and what
1 ‘believe can be easily estiblished, is the
right of the minority. But, Sir, we are
told- by the .press in some instances, and by
hon. gentlemen opposite on sond,e occasions,
that we should not disturb the peace and
harmony of that province for. the sake! of a
very small minority, a minority. much
smaller, of course, to-day than it was when
- .the province became a part and parcel of
confederation, small because other eicments
bave been introduced into that province,
"dnd the majority disturbed.: Instead of
there being a French majority, as was the
case ‘at that perlod, other elements having
been brought in subsequent to the first set-
tlers, we. find. to-day the argument used,
that itis & very

A

small minority in that

/el
(3%)

turbance and trouble prevailing at-the pre-
sent moment. But I hold, that the smaller
the minority, the greater is the duty of this
Parliament, the natural protector of min-

between every province and every element
composing the province, to stand forward
and protect the minority.- -
Mr. Speaker, I venfure to express the
vinced ‘that the counstitution whieh prevails
in Canada will be applied fairly, and will
protect them in their rights, confederation
-does not meet lhe necessities wbich- it was
intended {o supply. I-yenture. the opinion,
that it is incomplete, and that it may wreck
, the institutions under which  we live. - Sir,
speaking, as I do, as a TFrench-Canadian,
proud of my origin and proud of my native
province, I say I would stand up in the old
province of Quebec and fight, if any at-
temnt were made to interfere with the
rights of the Protestant minority ct that

province. I would do so, hecause- .th me
it is not a question of what -  on the
minority belongs to, but it . with me a

constitutiopal duty that we owe to those
minorities, which, when-'they surrendered

form part of a larger union, relied on the
‘mood faith of that British North America
Act, which was expounded to us so elo-

confederation,  the Secretary of State, the
leader of the (overnment il this House.

with, L would stand up with the same en-
ergy for the defence of- their rights as I
stand up to-day to protect the minority in
the province of Manitoba.

Viewing this question upon its merits, 1
desire to express the opinion, that I agree
altogether with the mn.jorityhofkﬁthe province
of Quebec, who tLink we cannot make too
many concessions to our friends who are
a minovity there, not -speaking the language
we speak, not going to the same church as
we attend ;. hut I consider that in the pro-
vince of Quebec the different sections of
the people‘are willing, in faect, it has been
a rule which obtained long before the law

-we should concede to the minority the rights
-we enjoy ourselves. We have done it; and
what i8 the result ? -The result is, that, to-
day,- this question which might, and does

churches, the Protestants and, Catholics of

protection for the minority in- Manitoba
is a right which interests the Protestant
minority of Quebec to-the same extent as
it interests the minority in the province of
Manitoba. - , v ;
Sir, when confederation was carried out,
when the Protestants of the province of

orities, the power that stands independent.

at confederation their own autonomy fo ~

quently yesterday by one of the fathers of

opinion, that, unless minorities can be con-:

If the minority in Quebec weve interfered -

included it in the Confederation’ Act, that’

in other sections of the country, divide men .
belonging to different nationalities and .

Quebec view in the same light, and have -
come to the same conclusion upon it, that -
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. Quebec stated what they wanted in that
old province, a certain number of counties
to be set aside to be represented by the
minority, what was the answer of /ithe ma-
jority ? The majority never discussed for
one moment whether it was asking too
much on the part of the Protestants to’ make
‘that * demand, but the only question dis-
cussed by those who took part in the fram-

- ing of that important measure, -was this:

We do not wish to refuse anything’ to the
Protestant minority, but we should like
them to 1epre>ent those constituencies with~
out our appearing to be forced to make the
concession by law; their rights will be
respected, they are perfectly safe .in ouf
‘hands, but our only objection is, that it
may appear we made this concession by
the compulsion of law;. instead of doing
it willingly, as we are.prepared to do,
But. Sir, it Wwas pnot only-in relation to
these -constituencies that this concession was
made. loog brevious to confederation, 'the
Protestani minority in Quebee, in so far

edueation is coxmcxned enjoyed all the nghts
and privileges which the Catholic minority,

:schools, disapproved and_still dxsapprove ‘of the

‘then Government’'s failure to disallow the’ Jesuit

Bill, joined heartily in the equal rights move-
ment, until it ~was virtually strangled by its
leader, and still approve of the principles which
it was formed to maintain, and above all, en- -
dorse” with all my heart, Meredith’s position on
the school question ; yet, after reading the report
‘leading up to, and the order just passed by the .
Governor General in Council with reference to
the Manitoba school question, I think you will
be glad to learn that I heartily approve of your
course in this matter. Indeed, I do not.see how
you or your colleagues could have-done other-
wise. To my mind, ‘it is not so far as you are
concerned, a question of separate schools or no
separate: schools, but onz of. obedience or non-
obedience to th@ Confederation Aet. If we do
not like its terms and conditions, as I do not in
this respect, let us appeal to the enacters of it

'for the amendment we_desire*- but do” not let

us- override and defy its _provisions,  Wishing
you a long lease .of life, &c.-

Yqur old and sincere friend,
(Sd) . JOHN CARNEGIE

1 There is another leftﬂl. Mr. ‘Spe.x‘ko “ad-

dre»ed to Sir Donald A. Smith by the Rev.
Campbell, of Montreal, which I shall

by law, enjosed in the province of Ohtario. ’take the liberty of reading to the Flouse :

Not only that, but outside of any constitu- .
tional enactment, and outside of any legis- |
lative act, when -the Protestant minority
came to us, and staied that they were de-
sirous that Lhere should .Le set aside in the

" common jails of the couutly special-apari-’
- ments for the women helonging to their own

réligion, the concessioh was_granted without
a moment's hesitation. Bo it. was ‘with the

- asylume, and so it was with many other’

privileges given the Rrotestant minority,
which we were not by any means bound to
grant by legislative enactment, but which.we
Were prepared. to.give of our own volition,
" 50" as o obtaib. that priceless boon which-

. wWe cn.,oy in the ﬁmvmce of Quebec, namely,--

peice, “barniony, and--good-will ameng all
the people. L hav/aL aheady stated, Sir, that‘

long - before ‘the ‘constitution decreed that !

the . Protestant minotity of Quebec should
ha¥e their own schools and enjoy the same
pnnlem s that bad been conferred by law
-on the 'Catholic minority of .Ontario. lour

. -Tellow-Protestant fellow-subjects in Quebec

“never bad for a moment to- dread the least
" jutervertion on the part of the Catholics.
TAnd,- 8ir, I am glad to say that not’ only
in the px:ovm'\e of Quebce, but in other pro-

vinées, there are -mepn belonging_to the Pro-.

testaht Cliurch who view the matter from

the same standpoint as we do. L believe|

_ that hbexal ‘and -generous expressions of
opinjon cannot be too -widely cireulated when

" they come -from ‘men knowsn to belong to
- a-different church from the one for Whlch_

- they speak, and I shall thérefore read -to

. the House a'letter addressed by Mr: Car-

negie, an ex-M,P.P. of Ontario, to "Sir Mac—
" kenzie. Bowell Mr Carnegie s%.ys RS

Dear Sir Ma.ckenzie Bowell o

‘While, as- I fancy you are, aware, I enterta:ln
very strong "views in’ opposition to- separa.te

Sir A. C—13%

i

‘by their French-Ca.na.dian fellow-citizens. s

\General Assembly, Presbyterian Chuch in
- Ca.nad&
Dear Sir Donald A Smith :
Will you allow me as a citizen to thank you’
for the wery interesting and important historieal

statement whigh you gave to the publjc last

week, in response to the requisition presented to
you. What you divulge as.to the. negotiations-
with the people-of the Red River settlement, prior
to their acceptance of the terms Aacéompanying-
their -entrance_into confederation, to my mind,

ought to-have much weight in contributing-to a

_solution .of thé present vexed problem affecting

Manitoba. .I hope that due regard will be had to
the noble_sentimient of the” 15th Psalm, as to

‘changing not though “one swedreth to his own.

hurt. The good faith of our Soverelgn, and of’
the sovereignty of the pedple. of Canada, whom
you represented in the transaction, must be re-

spected even though it entails inconvenient cop~ -

sequences to do so. What you suggest, even as. - - -

to the limitations of the pledges giver, may help -
to an equitable settlement of the present diffi-
culty. At all evénts, in -view of your statement -

in this connection, I hope our Protestant friends .

throughout-the Dominion will' try and view the

“matter calmly and consuiar how it would affect

them, had thé destinies of ‘a new province been .
different- from what they have proved to be and
been in the hands of a.large Roman Catholic
majority - which. proceeded to- alter the status
accorded to the Protestants equally with the
Catholics in your  negotiations' in 1870. As a
citizen. of -this province, I feel that we of.the
minority are handsomely treated in :educational
matters by the majority, and I could;wish that
my co-religionists in the provinees in which they
predominate should not be outdone in’ generosity

.. T Ever yours faithtully,. :
' o (Sd&.) ROBERT CAMPBELL.
'l‘o the Hon. Sir Donald A, Smjth, .C.MJ} M.P

sir DONAuD A.‘SMITH That letter was ‘
wntten to me last year, °



~#ir ADOLPIIE CARON. That letter, Mr.
Mpealker, was written just a year ago, as
‘Sir Donald Smith informs me. Now, 8ir,
these arve considerations which [ venture to
>4 ¥ suould hiave the greatest possible weight
with a Payliament such as ours. This coun-
try is divided into two parties, and will
e, and I for one believe that the form of
goevernment which we have here is the. best
possible one. But, let us not forget that
if', for the sake of party advantage, any poli-
~ tical party ‘should divide the people by any
quoestion which can be avoided., the result
would be detrimental in the extreme to the
future, to the greatness, and to the develop-
ment of Canada. Sir, the idea whiclr per-
neated the whole of the Confederation Act,
as [ understand it, was protection to the
minority, and the intéuntion of the states-
men who took part in the building of ihat
logislatove monument was to give to every
cluss of the population the fullest possibte
cnjovment of religious liberty. .
At confederation that.was evidently what
wa§ inplended to be done in Manitoba, as
Wwe may see by the words of the late lament-
ed great leader of the Conservative party.
Sir’ John A. Macdonald. When applied to
hy & member of the legislative assembly of
“that province to express his opinion as to
ihe laws relating {o education in 1889, when
the new education Inw abolishing separate
schools was before the legislative assembly.
Sir John Macdonald wrote the {following
letter, which explains itself :

You ask ne for advice as to the course you should
take upon the vexed- question of separate schools
in your province. There is, it seems to me, but
one course open to you. By the Manitoba Act,
the provisions of the British North America Act,

-section 92, respecting laws passed for the pro--

tection of minorilies in educational _matters,
arg made applicable to Manitoba, and cannot
be changed, wheéreby the Imperial Act confirm-
ing the establishment of the new provincos, 34
and 36 Victoria, chapter 8, section 6, it is pro-
vided that it shall not Je competent for. the Par-
liament of Canada to alter the provisions of the
Manitoba Act in so far as it relates to the pro-
vince of Manitoba. Obviously, therefore, the
. ‘separate school systcm in Manitoba 1s beyond

the reach of the legislature or of the Dominion
Parllament. ’

Although 1 fear to take up too much of the’

time of the House, still, I think it is im-
pontant, in the discussion of a guestion like
the present, to place before Parliament and
before the country thé views entertained
-by the leading public meén of Canada. Those
who remember or wh¢ have read in the
political history of this counfry of the
‘troublesome tlmes which existed in Can-
ada previous to confé¢deration, know that
the people of the provinces were divided on
religious questious ; apd it geems fo me tbat
we should by every possible means avoild
going back to the same questions, and pos-
sibly causing a returh. of those old troubles
which we thought had disappeared. Among
some of the most distipgnished statesmen
and political leaders in this country, who

Sir,

afterwards educated public opinion wupou
these questions, Sir Oliver \Mowat and the
Hon. Alexander Mackenzie\fought fiercely
aguinst separate schools foy a time; buq
afier the fight had been fought, and the\
benefits of the new system hjd been realiz-
e¢d by experience, those men \were the last
who would advocate goiitg bayk to the sys-
temr which obtained previous jo confedera-
tjon. T4 is right, T think, te xecall to the
memory of hon. gentlemen whay took place
in the legislature of Quebec \before the’
union.. The Prptestants of Lower Canada
had by practice, although not
tliec f{ull conirol of their school
every question affecting the edﬁ\
their children in thal province

to complain of the manner in wht
were treated by the Catholics, yef)
confederation was ecarried, and when
came necessary to preparc the Coufledera-
tion Act, the Protestants insisted nupon, their
rights and privileges being protected’
clanuse in the Confederation Act. At'that
time. it seemed useless to insert suc

lic mipority enjoyed in the province of
tarlo. Still, they insisted on a clause bhei
inserted, und it was in London that Siy .
Alexander Galt had Inserted in the Confed-\
eration Act the very clanse which to-day
gives the minority in the provimee.of Que-
bee the right of appeal to the Privy Coun-
eil. I have heard it questioried during this
dcbhate whether the rights of the minority
in the province of Quebec could be inter-
fered with as the rights of the minority in
the province of Manitoba are interfered -
with at present, or whether it was not ultra
vires of the legislature of Quebec to pass a
law that would change the status now en-
joved by ihe Profestant minority in that
provinee. I cannot see that there can be a
doubt on that point. I ecannot see that
there can be a doubt that to-morrow the
legislature of Quebec could pass a law ap-
pointing Catholic inspectors. for instance;
or imposing on the minovity o selection of
school books which they might not find
acceptable.- I am supposing a case ; but I
am quite sure that il i8 a case that. can
never happen in the provinee of Quebec.
But what would be the reinedy of the
minority ? Their remedy would be, under
that clause of the Confederation Act, to .
come to the Governor in Council and ask
the Governor in Council to hear their
appeal ; and it would be-for the Governor
in Couneil, after hearing that appeal. to
pass whatever remedial order the Governor
in Council should deem necessary. Now,
however old the history may be,
it is of advantage to turn back Its
pages and see how far they may throw
light upon questions of this kind. .
Somie huudred years ago, when the Quebec
Act was under discussion in the British Par-
ligment, there were then in that old British
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- Parliament, from ‘which we draw our p,a_rlm-
mentary precedents, men whose descen-
dants still live in Canada, who wished to
crush the new subjects of His Majesty ke
King. But there were other men who, cas*
ing a prophetic eye upon the fuiure of the
British Impire, considering the question, not
from the standpoint of might, but from the
standpoint of right, replied to those wha
were trying to uush the new subjeets nf
His Majesty : We may have the might, but

" we have not got'the right; and the Quebec A1
was passed. It was passed just a year before
the war of 1812, and I do not think it can
be demed by anybody that if it had nor

been for the loyalty of the French Canadiaus
of that period, tie Crown of Eugland would
not be able to boust to-day of having (he

Dominion of Canada as a portion of its
great Empire. It was through the loyaliy
of the French people—those people who have
shown their loyalty on every occasion—that
Canada was presarved to the Crown of Enu-

-land. And, Sir, it seems to me€ that when,
at this mowment, men whose work I approve
of and adadre, are banded together to
strengthen the union and tighten the bonds
whu.h conuect the different component parts
of the British Bmpire, those men who take
an ‘interest in Imperial federation, might. 1
think, look back to that period _of, history
wirich I have cited and reason, as did the
men of that day: if we-“have the might,
we have not the right, and shall therefom:
make the concessions to which the minority
are eutitled. You have the puwer, but yo

. have not the right, and that is a pom}
which I consider should uot be forgottex
when we are discussing this matter,

Coming to another brannh of the subject,

T want to show how the school question
stands, and 1 must here apologize to the
House Cor having to read g document which
ig rather long, and which 1 was at consider .
able; labour to compile, in order to make
my feview of the question as conclse as

possible, for I wish it to go in “ Hansard.”

In discussing this question I desire to put
conciscly and clearly before the Flouse the
reasons’ why I believe the Government is
right in the course which it has followed.
I start, first, with tbe motion moved by Mr.
Rlake, and seconded by the hon. leader of

the Opposition. At that period, in 1890, My

Rlake, one of the most eminent men whe
has ever occupied a seat in Parliament, sec-
ing the school question loom in the distuane
and believing, as a_ true patriot, that it
<hould he removed from the political arena
moved the motion to which I have referred.
He felt that this ‘guestion would create
trouble, and prevent the country from de-
veloping peaceably and guietly as it should.
and he wanted to remove it from the poli
tical arena and leave it to the-lmpartial des
cision of the tribunal of justice. Sir, by
that motion, he proposed to refer to the
high tribunals important questions of law
or tfact in matters of education. in order te
ascertain whether the power.of disallowance

e e = O a—n - e

could be exercised by the es ecutlvo And,
as this House knows, bis proposal was cazr
ried unanimously. Now, as I view it. the
policy of the Government with regard to
the Manitoba school question, has been di-
rectly in accord with the ideas which Ied
to the nnanimous acceptance of Mr. Blake's
motion by the House of Commons. We have
taken the matter from court to court, we
have desired by all possible means to avoid
its coming before IPParliament ; and in the
last resort we had the declsion of the Judi-
cial Committee of the Privy Courcil. Aand
it was only after we obtained that decision

"that we acted, as I intend to show by the

record which 1 propose to submit to the
House

Man toba was created a province by the Act
of Cainada, commonly known as the * Manitoba
Act, 1870,' (33 Vic. ch. 3). This Act was confirmed
by- a, statute of the United Kingdom (34 Vic.,
chap. 28); 'The Manitoba Act provided that after
a date named the provisions of the British North-
America Act, 1867, shall,l except those parts
thereof: which are in terms made or by reason-
able intendment, may be held to be specially
applicable to, or only to affect one or more, but
not the whole of the provinces now composing
the Dominion, and except so far as the same may
be varied by this Act, to be applicable to the
province of Manitoba, in the same way and to
the like extent as they apply to the several pro-
vinces of Canada, and as if the province of
Manjtoba had been one of the provinces origi-~
nally united by this Act.

Provisions .are made by the 93rd section ot the
British North America Aect, 1867, and the 22nd
section. of the Manitoba Act, 1870 for an appeal
to the Governor General in Council from Acts of
‘the legislative assembly aﬂecting the rights and
privileges aforesaid.

Section 93 of the British North America Act,
1867, provides that “in and for each province-
the legislature may exclusively make laws in
relation to-education, subject in accordance to
the following provisions :—

1. That they shall mnot affect any rights or
privileges with respect to denominational schools.

2. The privileges and rights granted Catholics
in Upper Cansada are granted to Protestants in
Lower Canada.

3. An appeal shall lie to the Governor General
in Council from any Act or dectsion of any pro-
vincial authority affecting the rights of any
Protestant or Catholic minority in any province,
where- a sysStem of separate schools exists at
the union, or i thereafter éstablished.

4. The Parliament of Canada may mdke reme-
dial laws where the provincial authorities fail
to do so.

In 1871 the Manitoba legislature, at its first
session, passed ‘“ An Act to establish a system ot
education in this province.”

By this Act, a board of education was formed
composed of one-half Catholics and one-half
Protestants ; also. one superintendent of Protest-
ant schools and. one of Catholie ‘schools, who
werp’ Joint secrotaries of the board. The duties
of this board were :—1. To make f'egulatlons for
the general organization of common schools. 2.
To select books to be used in the schools. 3.
With sanction of the Lieutenant-Governor In .
Counecil to alter and sub-divide .any school dis-
trict established by Act. 'The general board is
divided into two seetions, and among the duties
of each section are the Pollowing :—Control and
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menagement “of - discipline 1}1 school To make
rules for examination, grading and licensing of |
teachers and for withdrawal of licenses on suffi- |
clent cause.. It shall prescribe books as have re-.
ference to religlon and morals. Section 13 of j
the Act divides money appropriated by legislature ;
between Catholics and Protestants. The sald:
statute is amended from time to time, but the:
system prevailed until 1890, The only substantial
amendment was in 1875, when the board was in-!:
creased to 21, 12 Protestants and 9 Catholics, and.
the moneys voted were to be divided in propor-
tion to the nuniber of children of school age ln;
- the respective Protestant and Catholic districts. |
* The denominational distinction between the Ca-
tholics snd Protestants, and the independent
working of the.two sections bacame more ‘and
more pronounced under the different statutes
afterwards passed. Section 27 of the Act of 1875,
¢. 27, allows the establishment of schools of one
denomination in the school disiricis of another
- denomination. The same principle is carried out’
and somewhat extended by sections 39, 40 and
- 41 of the Act of 1876, c¢. 1. In 1877, by <. 12, 8. 10,
it was enacted that in *“ no casea Protestant rate-
payer shall be obliged to pay for the Catholic
school, and a Catholic taxpayer for the Protest-
ant school. It is manifest from all this that until
the Act of 1890, the school system created by the
legislature of Manitoba under the provisions of
the constitutional Act, was entirely based and
carried on on denominational principles as 'divi-
ded betweén Protestant and Catholic schools.
In 1890 Manitoba passed certain Acts, viz.
chapters 37 and 38 of 53 Vic., entitled respect-
ively- “ An Act respecting the Department of
BEdueation,”” and ‘“An Act respecting Public
Schools,” which affected very injuriously certain
rights and privileges of the Roman Catholic
minority in that province .in relation tp education
acquirad by them under various prior statutes of
Manitoba, as well as rights and %ﬂvilegeﬂ pos-
gsessed by them before the creation of Manitoba
as one of the provinces of Canada. The first of
these Acts, ¢. 37, abolished the Board of Educa-’
tion and the office of Superintendent of Education
and creates a Department of Education, which ‘is
to consist of the executive council or a commlttee
thereof, and also an advisory board composed
of seven members, four appointed by Depart-
ment of Education, two by teachers of province,
and one by the university council. -

Among the duties of ddvisory board is power
to examine and authorize text. books, &ec., to de-
termine qualifications of teachers, to appoint
examiners, to prescribe the form of religious
exercises to be used in schools.

The Public Schools Act, c. 38, repeals all former
statutes relating to'’ educa.tlon It also enacts
as follows :—

By sections 3 all matters concerning school
district appointments, agreements, ‘contracts, as-
sessments and rate bills'are made subject tp pro-
visions of this Act.

Section 4 continues in office school trustees
holding office when Act comes in force. -

By section & all public schools are free, and in
rural municipalities children between the ages
of 5 and 16, and in cities, towns and villages
between. the ages of 6 and 16 shall have right to
attend schodl. .

By section 6 it is enacted that rellglous exer-
cises shall be conducted according to regulations
of  advisory board, religious exercises just be-
fore closing hour. Children may be exempted
from attendinz such exercises.

Section 7, rellgious exercises in public schools
are entirely at the option of the school trustees
for the different distriots. l:

Section 8, the public schools shall be entirely
non-sectarian, and no religious exercises shall be
allowed therein, except as above provided.

This Act provides for the formation, alteration
and -union jn rural and urban munieipalities,
election of school trustees, and for levying a rate
on taxable property for school purposes.

Subsection 3 of section 108 is as follows :—

Any school not conducted according to all the
provisions of this or any other Act in force for
the time befng, all the regulations of the Depart-
ment of Education, or ‘the advisory board, shall
not be deemed a public school within the mean-
ing of the law, and shall not participate in the
legislative grant.

By section 143 teachers are prohibited from
using unauthorized text books.

By section 179, in cases where before the com-

- ing into force of this Act, Catholi¢ school distriets

have been established as in the next preceding

_section mentioned (that is, covering the same

territory as any Protestant district), such -Catho-
lic school djstrict shall, upon the coming into
force of this Act, cease to exist and all the assets
of such Catholic school districts shall belong to,
| and all the liability be pald by the public school
| district.

Under the provision of ‘the British North
America Act and the Manitoba Act, the Roman
Catholic /minority of Mahitoba appealed to thé
Governor General In Council. In November,
1890, proceedings were taken to test the validity
of the provincial statutes.

The form Wwhich "the proceedings assumed

‘was an application by’ Dr. Barrett (a Catholic

=l

ratepayer) to quash a by-law of the city of -

Winnipeg passed -under the authority of the
statutes. This application was on the 24th of
November, 1890, dismissed by Mr. Justice Killam.
An appeal was taksn .to the full court, and on
the 2nd February, 1891, was. digsmissed, the Chief
Justice and Mr. Justice Bain holding that the
legislation was' valid. Judge Dubuc, however,
dissented.

A further appeal was taken to the Supreme
Court of Canada, and on October 28th, 1891, the
ccurt (comprising five judges) unapimously held
the Acts to be ultra vires.

A further appeal was taken to the Privy
Counecil on 30th July, 1892, and judgment
was given, reversing the decisxon -0of the
Supreme Court and holding that the legis-
lation was valid. A petition from the mem-
bers of the Roman Catholic Church in Man-
itoba, dated in August, 1890, was presented
to the Dominion Government asking :

That it may be declared that such provincfal
law does prejudicially affect the rights and pri-
vileges with regard to denominational schools
which Roman Catholics had by law or practice
in the province at the time of the union.

This petition, as is well known, was dealt
with by the Order in Council of 4th April,
1891, which stated that :

- An appeal had been asserted, and the case is
now before the Supreme Court of Canada, where
it will in all probability be heard in the. course of
next month. If the appeal should be successful,
these Acts will be annulled by judicial decision,
and the Roaman Catholic minority of Manitoba
will receive protection and redress.

That i8 in the terms of the Order in Council
itself. Again, there was a petition from the
Roman Catholic Church in Manitoba, dated
27th September, 1892, received by the Gov-

s
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" be submitted to

_ ment possessed,

“ment of Manitoba. The Supreme Court of
Canada, by a majority of members, decid-
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ernment, also asking redress. That petitmn ]
was swnod by the Atchlnshop, of the Ro- |
man Latholic Chuich of Mauitoba, which |
stated ..

Your netmoner believes that the time has now ’
come for Your Excellency to consider the peti-
tions which have been- presented by-and on be- |
half of the Roman Catholics of Maniloba for re-
dress, under subsectiens 2 and 3 of section 22
of the Manitoba Act, as it has become necessary
that the federal power should be resorted to for
the protection of the Roman Catholic minority.

The petition of 1892 asked :

That it may be declared that to Your Excel-
lency the Governor General in Council, it seems
requisite that the provisions of the statutes in
force in the province of Manitoba prior to the
passage of the sail Acts, should be re-enacted in
.50 far, at least, ‘as may be necessary to secure
to the Romau Catholics in the said pro¥ince the®
right to build, maintain, equip, manage, conduct
and support these schools in the manner provided
for by the said statutes.

The petition was referred by Council to a
sub-committee, which sat on the 26th Nov-
embm', 1892. The rveport of the sub-cow-
mittee was submitted to Council, and in-
corporated in an Order in Council of 29th
December, 1892, which fixed the 21st Janu-
ary. 1893, as the date for hearing the ap-
peal. Of course,' the history of that appeal
is well known. Argument upoun this appeal
was heard on the 21st January, 1893. Mani-
toba refused to Dbe represented at thﬂ argu-
ment, and, by Order in Council of 23rd Feb-
ruary, 1893, the brcpamrion of a case was
adyised. By Order in Council of 22nd Iteb-
rudary, 1893, it was advised that copies of
a draft case he transmitted to Munitoba.
By Order in/Council of 8th July, 1898, it is
ordered that the amended copy of the case
Manitoba. By Ovrder in
Council, 31st July, 1893, the: case-was .ve-
ferred to the Supreme Court of Canada. 1
would like. to draw the . atfention of the
House to this, as I consider, important fea-
ture, nanely, that all these Old@l‘b in Coun-
cil and proceedings that were being tiken
by the Iederal Government., step by step,
and stage by stage, were commumcated. in
every insfance, to the Manitoba govern-
ment. By Order in Counecil, 15th August;
1893, it is decided to uotlfv the Attorney

General and Mr; Bwart, that.the, case wm
_be’ submitted on 3rd October ne\t ' There
"is no drastic character in these proceedings.
Whatever information the Federal Govern-
it considered itself bound
to communicate to the provincial govern-

ed against” the claims of the petitioners.
The Catholic bishops and archbishops of
Canada serit in a joirdt petition in May, 1894,
asking that the Act of Manitoba, 57, chap.
2, be disallowed. That is the last petition
that came before us. This is a very im-
portant Order in Council to which I wish
again to draw the attention of the House.
By Order in Council, 26th .Tuly, 1894, the

i}

said petition was referred to the Lieuten-
ant-Governor of Manitoba. It seems to me
that the friendly intention, at least, of the
hedeml Government js showa by the fact,
that the Order m Council and the petltton
ttsglf of 1t fshiops and archbishops and
‘atholics off the prdvinee of Quebec were
referred to the Lieutenant-Governor of
Manitoba, with the request that he lay the
same_before his advisers and legislators, A
further petition, signed by the Catholics
throughout the province of Quebee, was
presented late in 1894, asking for the inter-
ference of the Federal Governfuent. An
appeal was taken to the Privy Council in
Epgland, under the title of Gerald Brophy
ot, al., appellants, and_the Attorney General
of Manitoba, asking 'if (he appeal of the
Roeman Catholic minovity is such an appeal
as i adumissible by subsection 8 of section
93 of {he British North América Act of 1867
or by subscetion 2 of section 22 oL‘.tho
Manitoba Act- of 1870. Are the grounds
set forth in the pelitions and memorials
such as may be the subject of appeal under
the authority of the subsections above re-
tferred to, ov either of thoem ¥
¢ision of the Judicial Couvnmittee of the
Privy Council, in thc cases of Barrett vs.
the City of Winnipeg, and Logan vs. the
City of Wmmpeg, disposed of or coneluded,
the application for redress based on the
contention that’ the
Catholie majority which accruned 1o them

after the union, under the statutes of the -

pxovmce, have been intertered with by the-
statutes 'of 1830 complained of in the sald-
petitions and memorials 27 Does sulmectmn
3 of section 93 of the British North Ameri-
cd Act of 18G7 apply to Manitoba ? Has
His Iixcellency the Governor General in
Council power to make the declarations or
remnedial orders which are asked for in the

said memorials and »etitions, assoming the o

-material. facts to be as stated therein, or”
has His Dvcellendv the Governor Genem]
in Council any olher jurisdiction in the
premises ? 1n this case the judgment de-
livered on 29th January, 1895, was favour-
able to the mijnority. On the 4th, 5th aud
Gth of March, the appeal of the minority
was argued befoxe the Privy Council of
Canada. On the 20th Mareh, 1890, a re-
medial order was passed by His' Excellency
the Governor General in Council, and trans-
mitted to Manitoba. On the 19t11 June, 1895,
the Manitoba legislature refused to give
effect to the remedial order, suggesting that
a commission be named to inquire into the
subject. On the 8th July, 1895, the leader
of the House laid down the policy of the
Government a8 being that of waiting until
the month of Japunary next to pass remedi-
al legislation. This policy was adopted by
the House on 11th July, 1893, by a vote of
.82 to 116 ; and, as Is well known, this ses-
sion of Parliament was called for the pur-
pose of considering remedial legislation.
Now, Sir, if I have inflicted the reading cof

~
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rights -of the Roman -
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this long document upon' the House, for
which I apologize again, I have done 80 be-
cause I felt it was right to lay before the
House and the country an exact statement
of the statutes regulating this question, to-

gether with the different Orders in Council

and a history of the proceedings adopted

by the Federal Government in their nego-

tiations with the government of Manitoba.
I have dope this in order to dispel any im-
pression that -might still exist, in the
minds of hon. gentlemen, that ‘the Govern-
ment of Canada meant-to adopt drastic
measures, which, in their nature, could
have produced, on the part of the govern-
ment of Manitoba a, feeling of dissatisfac-
ilon, or that it meant to injure in any way
the -feelings of the majority of that pro-
vince, That would have been a fatal mis-
take, Mr. Speaker, and I think the record
will -show, when it is examined, that the
proceedings- ‘adopted “by the Federal Gov-
-ernment were guch that any . such im-
‘pression, if it exists, must be dispelled.
This questibn has been before the country
for a, very long time. It is impossible, in
the- face of “tht facts, to state' that the
Government of Canada have been hasty in
ihe’ measures whien they have adoptnd in
relation to this very iwmpoertant question. I
has bocn before the people of Canada one
way of the other since 1890. I was under
the lwmpression that it- was but fair that
everything should be attempted to preveuns
the nutonom} of the province of Manitoba |
being interfered with by the exercise of tlwe
federal authority of a jurisdiction which i»
undoubtedly cowumitted to it by the Bilitish
North America Act. My statement, I can
guarantee, is absolutely eorrect, it having

been taken from official records which have

. been consulted and copied in very many in:
stances, as ‘can easily be seen by the docu-|°
~ment itself, and which. have cnabled ine 10

submit what 1 considexr to be an absolutely |

_religble historical account of the legislation
upon this question, and also the measures
adopted Dy the Federal Goverhment to deal
© with it in relation to the government of
.Manitoba. I will now take up another|
branch of the subject.

It being Six o’clock, the Speaker left the
Chair

~

After Recess.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON \h Speaker, be-
- fore recess I stated that I desired to address
- myself to- another braxnch of the subject. 1
" wish to put upon Tecord the utterances of
somne of those who took the most prominent
part in building up this confederation, and
. my object in dolng so. is to show “that at
-..that, period of 'the history of: the- country
those ‘men were: striving to bﬂild up . from

| provinces, separated frém each other as they |

" 'were, which constituted 'this. northérn ‘half

“of fhe American continent, a confederaﬂom

vast in its extent, whos aspirations would
be greater than coulﬂ be\the aspirations of
the varjous. colonies belonging to England,

‘and enjoying absolute separate government

I wish to put upon record’ ‘the utternnces
of~men whose names have remained in the -
history .of Canada 4 legacy. t0 those who

have followed them, and whose example T-

hope will be followed by those who now’
strive, as they strove, to increase the pros-
périty and power of Canada. One name,

‘and the first on the list, is that of Hon.

Mr. Holton. Although a very much younger
man than Mr. Holton, I had the honour and-
privilege of counting him among my friepds,
and although we sat on different sides of
the House, I have on more than one occa-
gion, as 4 young man ‘entering Parliament, .
enjoyed. the advantage of his adyice, and
I say/ among those who helped to build up
confederation no name is worthier of being
remembered than that of Hon. Mr. Holton.
Mr. Holton, as will be found in the debates
of confederation, said at that time :

My object in doing that was to show what were
the opinions of these men as to the rights -of
minorities, and also upon the educational ques-
tion which at that period, as we know, was a
most disturbmg olemcnt

Mr, Holton said :

It may not be’ uppropriate by- the House gen-
erally, especially by the members 'from Upper
Csanada, but the hon. gentleman (Mr. Galt) knows
well the importance of it.

Spealdng on the question of education,. he
said : .

And that the English Protestants of Lower
Canada desire to know what is to be dona in this
matter of education before the flnal .voice of the
peodple of this country is pronounced upon the
queation of confederations, -

Hop. John 8. Macdonald said :

1 want to know what they.are going fo do tor .
the Catholic minority of Upper Canada.

Sir George Cartier, then Mr.- Cartier, sald :

A measure which . would have for its- effect
to give strong central, or loval government, which
would at once secure and guard the person, the.
property, and the civil’ and religious rights, be
longiag to the population of eacH section .

.Mr.. Haultain, one of the strongest cham-
pigdns of the Pro*testanft views of the period, -
satd-<__ I

1 heard deofde&\ahjections to qhis scheme from
certain sections of the Protestant minority of
Lower €Canada. - They say it will place ‘them at -
the mercy of’ 'the - Frehch-Canadians, ' I am com-
pelled to say that there. 18 no part of the scheme
that I,feel more doubt about than the effect
it willthave upon the'educational and political
interests .of the Protestants of Lower Canada. I -
heard it sald ‘that it would affect in a fair and
just manner. the eéducational’ interests. of the -
Protestant minority, but--on ‘the other hand.I -
bave, heard. gentlemen qualified 88y, although -
'theré has not been' open Hostliity to the educas
tional intérests there ha.s been a certa.in amount S
of: obstruction L ‘ . AR
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Mr. Geor;ge E. Cartier, replying 'to Mr. Webb
(of Richmond and Wolfe), said :

As a Catholic and as a member of the Cana--

dian Government, I now reiterate that wken the
measure for the settlement of the local govern-

‘ment comes before the House for discussion, it

will be such as to satisfy the Protestant minority
of Lower Canada. B

Hon, Mr. Belleau ‘sald:

The hon. member for Wellington (Hon. Mr.
Sanborn) lald great stress on the danger which
might be incurred by the Protestant minority in
the local legislature of Lower Canada. He fears

that they may nbt be sufficiently protected by.

the Catholic majority in respect of their religion,
their schools and possibly their property. I
heard “that remark with pain; but I can tell
bim, the Protestant minority of Lower, Canada
have .nothing to fear from the Catholic majority
of that province ; their religion is guaranteed
by treaty, and their schools and their rights
which may be connected with them, are to be
settled by legislation to take place hereafter, and
when that legislation is laid before the House,
those members who 80 greatly tremble now for
the rights of the Protestant minority, will have
an opportunity of protecting that minority, they
may then urge their reasons and insist that the
Protestant shall not be placed in a position’ of
the slightest danger.:

Then, at that perlod of rtime, those who
foresaw that there might be a possibility of
disturbance-. or trouble in the loeal legisla-
tures, pointed out the remedy which has
been adopted by the present Government,
as being the remedy that would apply for
the prorteetlon of the minority :

But® even granting that the Protestants were
wronged by the local legislature. of Lower Can-
ada, could they not avail themselves of the pro-
tection of the federal legislature. And would not
the Federal Government exercise strict surveil-
lance over the action of the local legislatures in
these matters, This would bé protected hy the
vigilance of the Federal vernment, which will
never permit the minority Jof our portion of the
confederation to be oppressed by the majority

Now, 8ir, these quotations which I have
made show that the idea which permeated
the minds of the men who banded together
for the purpose of building up confedera-
tion, was that the minorities must be pro-
tected in so far as their religious interests
were concerned, and that, if these interests
were not sufficiently protected by the loeal
legislatures, then their remedy would he to
appeal before the Iederal Parliament. 1
‘take great pleasure in quoting from the
speech of Sir Richard .Cartwright upon con-
federation. O1 course, I peed not say that
this speech is remarkable for its elér’xnco
of diction, and for the views set forth.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Sir ADOLPHE. CARON. 1 say so, and I

think when I have read it, the hon gentle-
man will agree with me.

Mr. SOMERVILLE, We agree with you
IIOW.

-ed.

" Sir*ADOLPHE CARON. Sir Richard
Cartwright made the following reference
to the protection of minorities :—

All T hope is that in adjusting our new eon-
stitutlon, local and- general, we shall not allow,
r\h minds to be warped by antiquated notions
e .dangers wWhich_threaten lberty, * * *
While it is true, ‘that here as elsewhere, there
are always dangers enough to retard our pro-
gress,* I think that every true reformer, every
real friend of liberty will agrée with me in
saying, that if we must erect safeguards they
should be rather for the security of the indivi-
dual than of the mass, and that our chiefest
care must be to train the majority to respect the
rights of .the minority, to prevent the claims of
the few from being trampled under foot by the
caprice or passion of the many.

I think that the hon, gentleman (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright) at that period In his use-
ful career, was absolutely correct, and I
take pleasum in quoting the views he
expressed then, as a strong indication that
the views entertained by those who helieve
that minorities must be protected at all haz-
ards, are the proper views to be entertain-
1 quote now from the Hon. George
Brown, the leader of ‘the Reform party, who,
In 1865 described the situation as it was
then. I quote from the confedemtlon de-
bates, page 85:

WHY UNION TOOK PLACE.

Here is a people composed of two distinct
races, spéaking different languages, with religious
and social and municipal and educational insti-
tutions totally different. With sectional hostili-
ties of such a character as to render governmént
for many years well nigh impossible, and yet,
Sir, here we sit patiently gnd temperately dis-
cussing how these great evils and hostijities can
be justly and amicably swept away for ever. We
are endeavouring to adjust harmoniously greater
difficulties than have plunged other countries
into all the horrors of civil war. .

Fon. George Brown goes on to express his
views as to the rights of minorities pro-
tected in perpetuity. After quoting the pro-
posal concerning the rights and privileges
‘which the Protestant or Catholic minority
in both Cgnadas possessed as to their de-
nominational schools at the time when .the
union would go into operation, Mr. Brown
said : .

I admit that from' my point of view this is a
blot upon the” scheme before the House, It is
confessedly one of concessions from our side that
have to be made, to secure this greal measure
of reform.

But it is urged.that though this arrangement
might perhaps be vain as regards’ Upper Canada,
it is not so as regards Lower Canada, for there
were matters of which the British population
have long complained, and some amendments to
the existing School Act were required to secure
them equal justice, Well, when this point was
ralsed, gentlemen of all parties in Lower Canada
at once exprossed themselves prepared to tredt
it in a frank and conciliatory manner with a
view to reruoving any injustice that might be
shown to exist
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Mr, T C. Wallbrtdge——That destroys the power
of the local legislatures to legislate upon the
subject.

Hon. Mr. Brown—I would like to know how |
much power the hon, gentleman has now to legis-

- late upon it ? Let him introduce a -Bill to-day
to annul the compact of 1863 and repeal all the
sectarian school Acts of Upper Canada, and how
many votes would he get for it ?...... ‘What has
rendered prominent puyblic men in, one section
utterly unpopular in the other in past years ?
-Has it not been our views on trade and com-

- merce ? No, Sir; it was our views as to the
- applying of public money to local purposes—the
chartering of ecclesiastical institutions, the
granting of money for sectarian purposes, the in-
terference with our school system, &ec. A most
happy day will it be for Canada when this Bill
goes into effect and all these subjects-of discord
are swept from the discussion of our legislature.
But, Mr. Speaker, I am further In favour of this
- scheme as a remedial measure, because it brings
to an end the doubt that has so long hung ovet
our position, and gives a stability to our future,
in the eyes of the world, that could not otherwise
have been attained

There is a great de'll in what the Hon. M,
Brown said at that time which might be
applied to the situation to-day. . He admit-
ted that the local legislaturés could not
annul ihe privilege. Mr. Brown and the
assembly thus declared that a concession
was made and a great principle established
--that the rights of the minorities cowld not
Le interfered with by the local legislatures.
In fact, a national guarantee was given.
Now, 8ir, T have quoted enough to show the
‘pature of ihe compact—how it was “ap-
proached and how it was understood and ex-
plained by those who were the fathers of
confederation. What. has been the position
since 1867 ? Harmony, peace and concord.
Shall we reopen an old sore ? Shall we go
back to chronie discord and religious strife ?
What I have quoted, I think, indicates tlnt
after the troublesome times of rehgxous
strife, which had nearly ruined the pros-
pects of Caunada, a spirit of toleration and

conciliation spread over Canada, and over |

those mho had at heart the interests of the
country, and they were ready to sink their
differences and unite iogether to guarantee
to the minority the rights they pessessed, and
they have enjoyed those rights ever sincc.
To-day we ask that the same rights shall
be granted to the minority in the province
of Manitoba. Recently, in looking over
some old books, it was a curious coinci-
dence at this particular moment,; that T op-
encd an old book called a *“ Digest ot the
Synod Minutes of the Presbyterian Church
of Canada,” prepared by the Rev. Mr. Kemp,
of ihe Free Clurch, of Montreal, in ‘which
I regd the’ iollowing passage, Whlch_ n-
pears in the introduction, and swhich I
quote to show low remarkably well the
Catholics and Protestants got on together
in.the province of Quebec in almost evel'y
penod of its history :—

About the year 1790, the Presbyterlan\s of Mont-
real of all denomlnations, both . Brltish and-
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American, organized themselves into a church,
and in the following years secured the services ot
the Rev. John Young. -At this time they met in
the Recollet Roman Catholic Church, but in the’
year following they erected the edifice which is
now known as St. Gabriel Street Church, the old-
| est Protestant Church in the province. In their
early minutes we find them, in acknowledgment .
of thé kindness of the Recollet Fathers, present-
ing them with one- box of candles apd one hogs-
head of -Spanish wine.

That .indicates the state of feeling that ex-
isted in 1790, and I hope that we shall not
go back ou our history and show less toler-
ation to-day.

Now, Sir, I would like to pass to another
brlnch of the question, that is, .lhe respec-
tive attitndes of the two .great parties to-
wards’ hls guestion.  When the late-la-
mented Sir John Thompson was leading the
(;ovemment and when he had the conduect
of this vexed que-stmp Ite anuounced in
Ontario, in° Quebec. in the House, and wher-
ever -he had occasion to spen,k, that the
policy of the Government was to stand by
the decision of the tribunals ; and, Sir, that
is the policy which has been faitufully ad-
hered to by the present Government and
by the party supporting that Government.
It will be within the recollection of cvery
hon. member, that, when-the Barrett case
was decided against the minority,.the min- -
ority submitted, because they knew that
the policy of the Government was not to
import this question into the political arena,
but to keep it out of that arena, and to have
it decided by the tribunals, where, it was
considered, all such matters should be dis-
cussed and determined.

Now, Sir, as I wish to avoid wearying the
House by reading -the declarations of Min-
isters on this subject, made in Parlinment,
1 ask permission to put -in these’ declara-
tions, which are.all taken from the oﬁicia.L
records. If that is-permissable, it will save;:
a great deal of the time of the House. :

Mr LAURIER. I‘ollow the rule.

Su -ADOLPIHE GARON Then 1 shall
read the declaration of the hon. First Min-
ister (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) to thc Senate.
He said:

In reply to the hon. leader of the Opposition 1
am prepared to state the decision at which the
Government has arrived on the Manitoba school
question. I desire to state that the Government .
has had under consideration the reply of the Ma-~
nitoba. legislature to the remedial order of the
b 21st March, 1895, and after careful deliberation
Has. axrived at tbo following conclusion :—

Though there may be a difference of opinlon
as to the exact meaning -of the reply in question,
the Government believes that it may be inter-
preted as holding out some hope of an amicable -
settlement of the Manitoba school question on -
the basis of possible action by the Manitoba
government and ‘legislature, and the Dominion
Government is most unwilling to take any action
which can be interpreted as forestalling or pre-
cluding such a desirable consummation.

The Government has also considered the diffi-.

culties to be met with in preparing and perfecting
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legislation on so impodrtant and intricate a ques-
tion during the last hours of the session. .

The Government has, therefore, decided not
to ask Parliament to deal with remedial legisla-
-, tion during the present session. A communica-

tion will be sent immediately to the Manitoba
government on the subject with a view to ascer-
taining whether that government is disposed to
make a settlement of the question which will be
reasonably satisfactory to the minority of that
province, without making it necessary to call
into requisition the powers of the Dominion Par-
liament.

A session of the present Parllament will be
called together to meet not later than the first
Thursday of January next. If at that time the
Manitoba government fails to make a satisfactory
arrangement to remedy the grigvance of the
minority, the Dominion Government will be pre-
pared, at the next session of Parliament, to be
called ag above stated, to introduce and press to
a conclusion such. legislation as will afford an
adequate measure of relief to the said minority
based upon the lines of the judgment of the Privy
Council and the remedial order of the 21st of
March, 1895.

This is clear and sufficiently. distinct indicating |
the policy of the Govemment upon this very
important and intricate question. It must be

. for Parlianment and peopln of the Dominion to
say whether they approve of this policy or not.

The declaration of Mr. Foster is identical
in language and is to be found in the * Han-
sard ” of Sth July, 1895.

Now, on the 11th July, 1895, the hon. Min-
ister of Finance (Mr. Foster) spoke as fol-
lows regarding the resignation of the Min-
istry :(— N

I am glad that my hon. friend shows such
skill in reading political weather predictions, if
I may so denominate them. I have but very
few remarks to make in reply to the question
which has been put by my hon. friend on pre-
vioug occasions, and repeated to-day. Some
differences arvse between members of the Cabi-
net with reference to the question of remedial
legislation. The statement which I made the other
day to the House gave the position of the

* Government on that matter. The differences in
the Cabinet arose chiefly on two lines. Some of
our colleaguss were of the opinion that it was
useless, and consequently unnecessary, to prolong
megotlatlon or to enter into further negotiations
with the Manitoba government with a view to the
seitlemant by that government of the question—
by that government themselves with the powers
that ‘they hava. The other question of difference
arose consequentially from that. They believed
that remedial legislation should be introduced
at once, starting from the premise that there
was nothing to be hoped for from the action of
the Manitoba governinent and legislature itgelf.
I need not reiterate the position of the Govern-
ment.: That was shown in the statement I made
the.other day in this House. Both these posi-
tions were taken in that statement. The one
that we would yet grant to Manitoba a certain
amount of time, in the hope that negotiations
would be entered into and an amicable settlement
of this quéstton arrived at. The- other was, that
in so. Intricats and important a question, the
greatest deliberation was necessary in the per-
fecting of legislation in the matter, and that no
remedial legislation should be introduced this
session. These differences of opinion were can-
vassed by the different members of the Govern-

-

ment. ' I regret to say that one of our colleagues,

who had not a seat in this House, filnds it im- -

rossible to accede to the view of the majority of
the Government. He still holds very frmly and
strongly to his view that, remedial legislation
should be undertaken and pressed to a conclusion
at once ; and as he finds it impossible to accede
to the view of the majority in that respect, his

resignation has not only been sent in but ae- -

cepted, and he is now no longer a member of this
Government, I regret to say. With reference to
our two colleagues from the province of Quebee,
who have seats In this House,” I must say that
they showed a disposition to canvass and discuss
and look thoroughly into the grounds of differ-
ence between their own views and the views of
the majority of their colleagues, as expressed in
the statement I made the other day to this House,
and in the end these .differences proved to be
rather a misunderstanding as to details. than a
real divergence of opinion as regards the prin-
ciples that were involved. At the most it was
simply a question of disagreement as to detail.
As to the question of principle that remedial
legislation was npecessary and that it would be
introduced by this Government at the next.
session of Parliament, to be called before the 3rd.
of January, in the event of the province of Mani~
toba not making a reasonable and satisfactory
settlement of the question—with reference to that
matter, I say it was a matter of divergence upon
details and not upon principles. :On the principle
all were agreed, all members, of the Cabinet
stood side by side with my two hon friends upon
my left, and my hon. friends have been enabled
—and wisely and patriotically, I believe, acted
in that line—to see that it was a misunderstand-
ing or a disagreement simply upon details, and
they have been able to come to the conclusion
that in the statement which was made on Monday
last by me, the remedial legislation was actually
and positively promised, and that there is no
intention at all of going one single. jot outside
that statement, and that our intehtion is to carry
out in perfect good faith the statement of the
Government on Monday last: Having come to
that conclusion, my two hon. friends, the Post-
master General and the Minister of Public ‘Works,
have believed it to be their duty which they
owe to their party. to their country, and to the
cause which they themselves have deeply at heart,

to work in harmony with their former and pre-
sent colleagues, and that we should stand to-
gother and carry out the policy of the Govern-
ment in this way.

1 W1~Sh to refer to the declarations made
by other members of the Government, when
addressing public meetings in the various
parts of Canada. Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper sald at Sydney : :

I am a Protestant and firmly cling to my faith,
but I desire justice, fair play, and constitutional
treatment for all. We must abide by our parlia-
mentary
my political career, if that be the price for doing
thdat justice to the Catholic minority which I
would fight to obtain for the Protestant mmomty
under similar circumstances.

Mr. Haggart, at Smith’s Falls, stated also.:

The question may be settled, as I think it will
be, by the people of Manftoba, but the possibili-
ties are that it may have to be setfled by the
Dominion Government. We will settle it, as the
hon. Fingnce Minister said it is our duty to do,
and as the law and constitation require us -to:do.

compact, and I am ready to sacrifice.
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~ Our policy with regard to the ‘question has besn
fairly and squarely stated by the Finance Minis-
ter. The policy of the Government as to that
has been stated by him in the House of Com-
mons, and on this {uestion there has been no
discussion in the Cabinet.

And Mr. Foster, at Smith’s Falls, said :

I tell you plainly that on the broad principle
of it, I am in favour of public schools., I am not
in favour so much of separate schools, but I
stand here, not as a private citizen, hut as a
member of .this Government and as a public
man, not free to carry my personal likes or dis-
likes into the settlement of a question which is
lodged in the very kernel of the ‘constitution
which I am sworn to settle according to my be-
1ief as to how the constitution meant it. That is
my position ; look at it fairly and squarely.

I am sorry, from the fact that the rules of
the House require it, that I havée had to read
in extenso, these declarations, as I wish
them to appear in “ Hansard.” This is the
position of the Conservative party ; this is
the position which has been taken and con-

sistently followed by the  Government and |.

which has resulted in-the present session
being called for: the purpose of carrying out
the promise made that this question should be

" settled. But I wish to ask hon. gentlemen on
both sides of the House, and I wish to ask
the people of. the country, whether the atti-

- tude of hon. gentlewen sitting to your left,
Mr. Speaker, has been equally consistent
and whether it has not at different periods
and In different places varied very comsides-
ably., I quoté- now from *“ Hansard” of
1893, page 1882, where Mr. Laurier is report-
ed as follows (— . -

The question after all is a simple one. In 1890
the legislature of Manitoba .passed a law which
the Roman Catholic minority deemed oppressive;

3 that: minority appealed to the Government
against that law ; this prayer has to be denied
cr has to be granted ; this is the simple issue.

" At page 1982 of the.“ Hansard ” of 1893, Mr.
Latrier. says : |

The question is a dificult one—I admit that it
is surrounded with' difficulties—because it is sur-
rounded with passions,
national.

Anad sgain at page 2004 of the * Hansard "
. of 1893 :

I blame the Government even now for not-hav-
ing done sooner—-- '
Just fancy, Mr. Speaker, in 1893, the hon.
gentleman found that we were not moving
fast enough, and to-day he is proposing that
we_should put off for six months longer the
settlement of this vexed and irritating ques-
tion : . '

—I blame them for tlose long delays * * *
after procrastination, after long delays, shifting
of expedients, subterfuge, ot last the Govern-
ment will have to pronounce a decision.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.-

Sir ADOLPHEB CARON. I like to hear my
hon. friend from I./Islet (Mr. Tarte) applaud-

"
¢

passions religious and’

ing *‘ subterfuges " and “ procrastinations,”
He also has changed his ground upon this
question upen more than one occasion.
Again Mr. Laurier is reported as having
sald, in 1894 :

The longer this question 1s kept before the
public the worse it is for the good of Canada.

But now it is t0 be kept for six months
more before the public “ for the good of
Canada.”

It is a question to which there should be an
Immediate and speedy answer. ;

I am quoting the words of the hon. leader
of the Opposition, although from the speech
you heard from him a few days ago you
would pot imagine the same gentleman was
speaking, seeing that he expresses such
different views in such an absolutely positive
manner a8 he did yesterday. Again I quote
from Mr. Laurier’s speech in the House of
Commons, as given in the ** Hamsard” of
1895, page 4502 : ’

Something must be done and dome at once—
Done at once, you will observe, Mr. Spedker.

——because this policy of delay, this policy of
vacillation is not only paralyzing, but it ds fast
disintegrating national life ; I say because it is
arraying creed against creed, race against race,
something must be dode and done at once.

Well, if-in 1895 it was arraying creed against
creed and race against race, is it wise to
continue;such a state of affairs ? The pro-
position of the Government is to adopt a
measure which, according to my judgment
is a fair measure and one that is acceptable
to the minority.

An hon. MEMBER. Not at all.-

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do not presume
that my statement settles the question be-
tween us, but I venture the statement that
this BIill is satisfactory to ithe minority. In
Toronto, on 5th February, 1895, Mr. Laurier
said, as reported by the “ Globe :”

. Thé question is a legal one thé'.t i3 before the
Government to answer to-day.

In those times it was always * to-day ” with
the hon. gentleman ; to-morrow would be too
late. In 1895 the question bad to be:settled
immediately, as it was arraying race against .
race and creed against creed. But now the
-hon. gentleman thinks that this arraying
of race against race and creed against creed
should continue for six months longer :

I do not desire at .he present time to Ray any-
thing to make their position more difficutt than
it is. It is a difficult quqstlon.

The hon. gentlemam always displays a great
deal of kindness when he finds the Govern-
ment in a gifficully : >

. ¥
For my part, I must tell you frankly that I .
see in the 'question but a question of fact. I
never saw any question of law or interpretation
of the constitution. I think it was a question’

of fact and nothing else. '
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Again :

This is not a polmcal question at the precent
time * * To-day - it is purely
a judicial -question. ’

Well, we took that-view of the madtter, that
it is*a purely judicial question, and for that
reason we followed the course that was

"pointed out to us by the Hon. Edward Blake |.

and the leader of the Opposition in trans-,
ferring the question to tlie tribunals which’

Morrisburg, Sth October, 1895, the * Globe ”
report again—it will be seen that there is a
great chanoe in the hon. gentleman’s views—
said :

The first thing they must ﬁé is to investigate
this question. L=t the Government do this and
appoint a commission and I will support them,

What has becomie of the commission ? It
is no longer spoken of. The pohcy of the
leader of the Opposition to-day is snnply to
tarn the Bill out of the House—no investi-
gation, nothing but simply give the Bill the
six months’ hoist. Mr. Laurier at Prescott,
9th October, 1895, “Globe ” 1eno1't,,sa1dr.r—~

He asked his fellow-countrymen to divest them-
selves for the moment of party and religious
differences, and appealed to them if they did not
think that the better way of dealing with this
question was by ruch an investigation upon the
resuit ‘of which the Government eould act.

ere again we see the change that has rw,ken

commission ; to-day there is no- possibility
of anything at all. The hon. gentleman will
not even admit the principle of the Bill, but
as the leader of the Opposition, moves the
gix months’ hoist. ‘Mr. Laurier in the House
of Commons on the. 19th of April, 1895, said,
as reported in “ Hansard,” page 38:

The Order-in Council: s termed a decisjon.”

it, and I -read it pretty carefully, it cannot be
oa]led a decision, it is simply an invxtation——

That is not very drastic—-sm::ply an inwta-

that questicn, and to leave them 1o apply -the
remedy to the evil which had- been created by
their own legislation—an ' invitationm, I. say,
though-I am sorry to say, couched in most un-
fortuna.te language.

Mr. Laurier in the Holse of Gommons on

We had an order passed ‘by. the’ Government
commanding tbe province of Manitoba to Tre-
store the schools of the minority, commanding
it to do so under the threat that 1f it.failed to
obey this Parliament would. force schools upon
them [N

I do not’ see, Mr. Speaker, how rl:he retmedial
‘order can be looked upon in the light of a

phraseology used in that order is. the phrase-

-such a-position as that.

olcgy which is proper for an Order in Council
based upon a2 judgment. -

The course taken by the G'ove!:nmeﬂt was to

prepare a drastic Order in Council calling upox,
the Manitoba government to restore the sepa- .

rate schools, or failing it, they would do it by
the supreme authority of Parliament. Could a
more imprudent course. ever be taken ?

Now, again, on page 38 of the “ Hansard »-

the -hon. leader of the Opposn:ion says :

If there is such an outrageous state of things
prevailing in Manitoba, not a moment is to be

lost in coming to the rescue of the oppressed
minonty.

That was in 1833. The hon.. gentleman
said then there was not a moment to be

lost .in cowing to the rescue of the op- -

pressed in Manitoba, if they were placed in

has changed his views completely, as I have
shown by these quotations. At Morrisburg

agdain the "hon. gentleman- says, -quoting

from the ‘ Globe” réeport:

Those facts are cléar to you, and to_all. who.

| believe in:-a systemf separate schools.
Again, in the same place :

- The auestion cannot be settled untu there has :
%

been such -an investigation. *
If I were in power, and if I had the responsxbihty,
I %ould try the sunny way, I would approach

.this man Greenway with the sunny way of pa.-

- triotism.

These are very charming expressions, but
I am afraid that when the hoh. gentleman
came to put the sunny way into practice
he would find that it would not go very far.
I-think it would be necessary to use othet
means, although' the one suggested by the
leader of the Opposition may be much more
agreeable. Now, Sir, I quote the * Culti-
vateur,” a paper pubhshed by the hon. mem-

(ber for L’Islet (Mr. Tarte).
do not understand that térm exactly. As Iread|.

An hon. MEMBER.. A fine paper, too.

-Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I know the pro- -

prietor is a very fine writer. I will read
some quotations from that paper giving the
writer's views of the’ hon gentleman’s
speech at Chxcouuml

T. Laurier reiterated amidst indescribable .

exthusiasm his solemn engagement to re-estab-

lish the Catholic schools on his arrival in power.

That will take more than six months, 1o
which date he wishes to hoist this Bill. If
the hon. ‘gentleman is' going to Kkeep the
minority waiting for ever, I am sure he is
not treating that minority as I think they
are entltled -to be treated. Now, here is
what the hon. gentleman said at Sorel, in
Auvust, 1895, according to the ¢ Globe ”
report: - .

-He knew those Conservaﬁve papers well. They
would ‘be delighted, it would seem, u he said a
word about separate schools.

Prom that quotation it would ' appear that
the' hon.

But since then he |

enﬂeman n.ever ‘uttered a word_

-
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at all absut the school question. Still, I
have been quoting extensively the different
views whieh he expressed at various times
and at varjous places :

In Quebec those pious Conservative newspapers
were Catholick ; in Ontario they were Protestants.
In Quebec the saintly °° Minerve,”” Sir Adolphe
Caron, Mr. Ouimet and the Ultramontanes, were
listening to him with.clubs in their bands, ready
to down him Jf he said a single word about the
school question, and in Ontario, Mr. Clarke

. Wallace, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and the Tory
and QOrange papers, were watching him with an-
other club ready to strike him if he dared to say
a word on the same question.

Well, between these two clubs the hon.
‘gentleman has been obliged, evidently, to
make many different statements upon this
question whieh is now Dlefore Parliament.
Iu August, 18935, the hon. gentleman said at
Sorel, accerding to the * Globe” report :

Now, he had expressed his views on the school
question on many occasions and in many parts
. of the Dominion. He had gsaid over and over
again, that it was a question of fact, and that
the Federal Government had a right to inter-
fere, but it bad never yca interfered. It. had
shufiled-——- ~ )
You can see, Mr., Speaker, when he “was
speaking in Sovel. where he was nof threat-
ened by  the -club of Clarke Wallace, he
again complains of delay. He says:

It had shufiled and dallied “ith the question
all alonz. . .

Then dMr, Pacaud’s paper, the L’Elec_teur,"
interprets Mr. Lanrier’s speech made in the
House of Commens in April, 1835, as fol-
Tows :— . )

Mr. Laurier has pronounced himself boldly for

the ré-establishment of separate schools in Mani-
toba. '
“Boldly,” .the word is very appropriate,
considering the motion that 'has been pre-
sented to the House. There is a great deal
of boldness in kicking out a Bill which is
intended to setrle the separate school ques-
tion. But at Sorel, the hon. leader of the
Opposition pronounced himself boldly for
the re-establishment of separate schools in
Manitoba, and vigorously reproached the
Government for not having interfered more
promptly. But how can he, at Sorel, attack
the Government for not interfering more
promptly, when he wants now to prevent
.the Government from interfering for six
months longer ? I do not see how the hon,
gentleman can reconcile these contradictory
statements. The Winnipeg “.Tribune” in-
terpreted the speech of the leader of the
Opposition made in the House of Commons
on April 19, 1895, as follows :— '

Mr. Laurier's declaration in Parliament on
Monday is that if called upon to deal with the
vexed question, he will stand upon the broad
principle of provincial rights——

Another. new idea.

—and decline to interfere with the province, be-
vond making a request for the fairest treatment

of the minority under the circumstances. We
are sure Mr. Laurier dees not- believe in, sepa-
rate schools. . -

I am beginning to believe it myself, Mr.
Spenker, from the conduet the hoi gentle-
man has followed in relation {e this ques-
tion. .

He is too advanced and liberal a thinker to
endorse them. - .

So that from his liberality, and his being
a great thinker, the minority would never
have a chance of seeing this vexed guestion
settled Ly my bLon. friend the leader of the
Opposition. Now, Sir, I have heard it stat-
ed a3 an excuse why separate schools in
Maaitoba were objected to by somc people.
and even Ly somé hon. gentlemen in this
House, that education in the province of Que-
bhee is not equal to education in other por-
fions of the Dominion. Well, Sir, I think I
can speak upon that question, coming from
the province of Quebec. 1 think it is pos-
sible to show beyond a doubt from the
history of that province that the system of
educaiion which has turned out some of the
most eminent men in church and state,
must bhe equal to the education which is to
be found in other portions of the Dominion.
But I will take, on this point. a witness that
cannot be questioned, I will take the evi-
dence of the daily *‘ Sun,” of St. John, N.B..
whose editor visited the Columbian Exposi-
tion held in Chicago. The gentleman who
wrote that article, 1 have been able to as-
certain, is a man well versed in educational
matters. and well able to judge whereof he
speaks, He guotes page 83 of the report
of the provincidl secretary on the Colum-
bian Exhlbitien, and this is what he says :

In drawing, writing, models for leaching the
blind, education of deaf mutes, and in fact gen-
erally all that tends to the advancement of a
ecountry and a people in an educational point of'
view, Quebec schools are in the front rant.

1 am satigfied with that evidence, given by
one who is foreign to our province, and I
place it against the statements made by hon.
gentlemen belonging to that province who
attack the educational inStitutions which
we possess therve.

I have one more branch of the subject to
treat, and I will treat it briefly. .

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I can sympa-
thize with the hon. gentleman ; I am quite .
certain I have been too long already, but I
promise not to do it again., The leader of
the Opposition the other day in one of his
most eloquent and brilliant strains, made a

-] speech which was certainly very interesting,

interesting from the fact that it treated of
various questions, and spoke a little of the
school question. But I want in the most

friendly way to criticise gome of the remarks

made by the hop. gentleman on that ocea-
sion. - The hon. gentleman commenced his
speech by appealing to Ganadians in the
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pame of the consntution and of the mii-
pority, not to go beyond this‘ with the
Bill - Defore the House The constitution’
and the interests of the minority con-
stitute the very reasons which have ‘im-
. “pelled the ‘Government to bmng down this
legislation,” ‘So upon that ground it is quite
impossible for us to agree. But the hon.
gentleman said we were-compelled to bring
down the measure. The Secretary of State,
be- said, “ was brought back to Canada tw
force the Bill down the throats of Can-
adxang,” ‘Well, Sir, the-hon. gentleman is 8o
anxious to have a hit at the Secretary of
State 1 t he and his friends hit wildly in
place #nd out of place. The leader of the
Opposx on knows well that long before the
Secret:fw of State came from England the
policy ¢f the Government on. the school qiies-
tion had been definitely setftled ; and it-was
becauses the hon. gentleman wewed that
questighi in accordance with the settled
policy,iias enunciated by the leader of the
Goveru}nent and by the:then leader-of this
Hotse, that he accepted a seat in the Gov-
. ernment whose fixed policy was to bring re-
medial legislation before Parliament and to
stake itd existence as a government on ﬁhe"
settlement of that question.

_8if CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

Szr ADOLPHE CARON. The hon, gentle-
man, as he and hon. gentlemen opposite
have acted in all debates in which they have

. taken part, gave . a painful ~desecription,
which no doubt will be circulated abroad,
of “the strife, trouble and dissention wflnch
exist in Canada. I am not aware of all this
“ strife, trouble ‘and dissention. The little
trouble which exists at the present moment
in Manitoba is exactly what we are trying
to settle and remove-from the national life
of Canada, and ‘we.wish to" reipove it from

the na,tlomu life of Canada because we de--

gire to bring out to our vast prairies and to
the great province of British' Columbia the
surplus population of the old country. By
what. means -can you induce the surplus
populatmn to come and settle in a country
when it-is divided by religious and sectional
. gtrife and dissention ? -Let me say tothehrn.
- gentleman that as a Canadian I feel that-
.to call special attention to trouble, dissen-
.sion and. strife as existing, is hurtful to the
interests of. this Dominion, and I deeply ‘re-’
‘gret it. But if it does-exist, it may be due
to the fact that the bon. gentlernan and his
friends have been preadhing it so long that
outside "people have begun uO beheve it ex-
" ists in Canada.

“In 1870, by the power vested in it,” the
-hon. gentlema«n (Mr.' Laurier) said, ‘“the|
‘Manitoba - legislature. abolished .separate
schools.” .As I understand the Barrett case,
and T Speak after having studied it, and I
" believe, I _understand it, it was decided by

.. the court that the legislature of Manitoba
bad ‘the right to pass a law changing their
g ;system of sc'hools. In the Brophy case’ it

was decided by the Privy Couneil that rights.
bad been taken away from the minority, and
that this miinority had the right under the -
constitution to call upon the Federal Gov- -
ernment to restore those rights, to appeal'to -
the Governor General in Council to apply a -
;remedy as regards the- removal - of “thoge

 rights. The hon. gentleman said * in 1890,"—

and he made quite -a point of these- words,
.and hon. gentlemen opposite evidently
thought that it was a strong point, for they
applauded very much—* four Acts came be-
fore the Government ; one, to abolish the
TFrench language ; two, respecting the. qua-
‘rantine of caxttle ; three, with respect to
joint stock compahies; four, the School
Act,” and, he econtinued, “ of all those Bills
the only one that was mnot vetoed by the
Government was the -School Act.” .

. Mr. LANGELIER. There were two.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. . Yes, there were
‘two, the other.being that fo abohsh the
French. language. Does the hon. gen-
tleman' not _see any distinction between a
cattle quarantine Bill and a Bill affecting
the rights:¢f the minority of Manitoba. ?-
Mr. Blake framed a resolution for-the pur-
pose of removing from the political arena
a question that he supposed and we supposed
wag going to prove an irritating one to the
people of Canada, and this resolurtion was
-unanimously adopted by this Housé. . Does
not the hon. leader of the Opposmon see a
difference between 'that resolution and " a

| eattle quarantine Bill ? The reason why the

School Bill was not vetoed was because,
acting upon the resolution proposed by Mr.

Blake and adopted by this House unanimous- .

ly as regards this question, we appealéd to
the legal tribunals instead of vetoing the
Bill, and I think we were right in doi:ng 0.

The hon. gentleman - made another. point
aboutevidence not having been submitted,-
and “he referred to aﬁidavits which were
published in the blue-books, and which were .
withdrawn when' the argument was made
hefore 'the Frivy Council. Well, Sir, Mr.-
Fwart did not rest his case upon these affi-.

davits. . He rested his case upon the facts,’

.as explained in the petitions of the minority.

He rested bis case upon the judgment of
the Privy Council: and the reason why these
afidavifs were put in the--blue-book -afier,
being withdrawn is simply because we
thought the record would not be complete’
mthout them. We thought it was due to
Parliament that we should show Parliameut
al the proceedings which had tiken place

before the. committee of ‘the Canadian Privy -
Couneil, sitting 'as ‘a’ judicial tribunal, and
‘these affidavits were published so.as tc
make the record absolutely - complete. The
hon. oenrtleman (Mr.  Laurier) wishes- to in-
vestigate, first; if schools had been promised | -
the Catholic mmority 5 second,. if the ex-

isting: schools are against the conscience of -
.the 1inority, and, third, if they: are Pro- ..

testant . schools: ~Well, Sir, ‘as to separate:
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‘sciiools being promised, he has the state-
ments of Mgr. Taché and of Sir Donaid
Smith upon that point. As to the existing
schools belng aghinst the conscience of the
people, it seems to me that the investiga-
tion would not need to be very long.
What stronger evidence can there be that
the present Manitoba schools are Protestant
than is fo be found in the fact that when
it .was proposed to secularize these schools,
cvery clergyman belonging to the Protestaut
Shureh protested against reiigipus teaching
being abandoned in them. Now, the hon.
gentleman (Mr, Laurier) also made the state-
ment that Sir Donald Smith had been scnt
to Manitoba by this. Government., Sir, .
wishh to meet that statement simply by de-
nial. Sir Donald Smith himself has already
denied it. As a member of the Government,

- I can say, as far as my own personal knowl-

edge goes, and as well as the knowledge

I have been abl2 to get from my colleagues,

none of us knéw he was going on any par-
ticular mission to Manitoba. I.do not even
know now that he was ‘on such a. mission,
‘although, from his close conpection with
Manitoba and the North-west, it would not
be surprising to me if the hon. gentleman
(8&ir Donald Smith) had frequent intlerviews
with Mr. Greenway and others up there. I
can understand, Sir, the proposal for a _com-
mission to investigate made by the leader
of the Opposition some time ago, I could
understand the proposition from the hou.

member for L'Islet (Mr. Tartej to have a,

‘commitice of the House to investigage, be-
.cause those two propositions admit the
principle of the Bill; but when a gentle-
man of the vast parliamentary experience
~of the leader of the Opposition moves the
six months’ hoist,. he cannot deny that 1t
is the strongest possible negative that couid
be given to any measure. I wish to say
one word, Mr. Speaker, about what, accord-
ing to my view, was a painful reference
made by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier)
to what he called a,threat of the church,

or of » member of the church, Sir,-if-the.

threat was not  more definite than the ex-
planation of it givem by the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Laurier), I am sure it was not
a very serious threat. But, Sir, it is .not
usual for members of the Catholi¢ cdlergy
to threaten anybody. The hon. gentleman
' himself admits that clergymen, as citizens,
have a right to hold the strongest possible
views on political and public matters. Lhe
hon., gentleman (Mr. Laurier) admits that
members of the clergy can’ carry out these
views to the extent of voting for or against
principles which are contrary to theirs. Well,
if the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) goes
that far, he must agree that members of the
clergy have 'a right to tell a person or a
party : If you entertain such views, I can-
not endorse them, and I am prepared. fo
vote against them.  That is the right of the
clergy, and, Mr. Speaker, why shonld it not
be ? Are not the clergy of Canada a na-
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tional clergy ? Are not the clergy of Canada
composed of the sons of the men and women
of Canada ? Have not our clergy the same
training as those who have not adopted
as perfect a life as they have chosen to
select 7 And, Sir, under their monastic
gowns, do not_their hearts beat as warmly
for Canada as do the hearts of the laymen ?
May I be permitted, Sir, to mention an
instance ? My only brother, a Redemptorist,
is labouring in St. Thomas, West India Is-
lands, among the blacks, and in July last I
received a letter from him, in which he told
me that he had just completed a new home
for ' his co-workers in that island, and he
wrote to me : If it is not too much trouble or
too much expense, would you send out
to me a Canadian flag, because on our holi-
days and on the days when we rejoice, 1
should like to see the flag of Canada float-
ing above the home of the Redemptorist
I"athers here. And, Sir, I have a sister who
is a nun in Durban, Natal, and when she
writes ‘home she is as anxious to know
about how Canada is getting on as she is
anxieus to know about the inferests ot her
own family. Of such are the clergy of Can-
ada and the religious orders of Canada, com- -
posed. 8ir, we are proud of our clergy. We
are proud to follow them. Read the history
of Canada from beginning to end. Pomnt
out to me a critical period in the history
of our country dufing which the clergy-
men of Canada did not lead the people,
loyal always because they were led by the
clergy. loyal to the country and loyal to
the Crown. In’ 1812, when- our people were
under the sorest temptation to give up their
allegiance to Mngland, because of the pro-
mises held out by the. Americans, what
course did the clergy of Canada take ? Even
in that period of 1837, when the sentiments
of the French racc were more moved than
at any other period, when.some of our own
people were fighting for constitutional rights,
but ignored the eonstitutional way §u which
those rights should have been vindicated,
+what_course did the clergy of Canada take ?
Did not we-then see the archbishops and the
bishops publish*ng mandaments all through
the country teélling the people that their duty
was to remain true to the Crown, 'and to
respect the constituted authority. Why
should we not follow such'a lead ? Sir, 1
do not wish to be misunderstood, and I am
not insinuating that- the hon. gentle-
man, the leader of the Opposition,
attacked, the clergy; but -carried .away
in the discussion, the hon. the leader of the
Opposition said that he had been attacked
by the clergy. My contention, Sir, is that
it is not the habit of our clergy to threaten.
I know not what the threat to which the
hon. gentleman refers was ? If he referred .

the newspapers, I do not, see how that could
be construed into a threat. I speak here:
in the presence of men from the province

of Ontario, whom I have known when I was

to the letters which have been published in -



rengaged in campaigns under the leadership
of .the great old leader of the Conservative
party, Sir John A. Macdonald, and under the
leadership of that other great man whose
loss we deplore, Sir John Thompson. I know
that my fellow-countrymen from Outario
are fair-minded men, and T have al-
ways been treated by them as 2
brother and a friend. I know that these
gentleman cannot be led to helieve that the
French-Canadian Catholics or the French-
Canadian clergy are not true and loyal to
the Crown of England and to the flag of
Canada. I can speak for them, because I
have had every possible opportunity of
studylng their past history and the history
- of their present movements, and I am nu-
able to find an_instance in which it can he
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stated that the clergy of Canada have been
disloval. I ask again, where did the threat
come from ? It was painful to me to hear
the hoh. gentleman make the remark he did.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me apologize for
having kept the Hotuise so long. But be-
fore I sit dowp, I must mention a piece. of
badinage which was communicated to me
to-day. It was sald that the hon. membe>
for North Shnecoe {(Mr. McCarthy) was com-.
plainiug sadly of tbe hon. leader of the
Opposition. In sadness and grief, he said :
The leader of the Opposition has taken
everything away from-me; he has taken
my motion away, and now he is taking from
me my position as the leader of the strong
Protestant element of Ontario,



