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Perbaps as well that the discussion should
take place row and the matter be
teltled, s0 that they would have
%0 further trouble with the first Bill.
B”Ptqtm; the Orange oath not to marry a
Catholio Woman, he said that it was well
known that the Catholic Church strongly
disapproved of, and advised against, the

marnage of the adherents of their religion to
Protestants,

In apswer to a statement of Mr, Wood,

o Mr. FRASER said it was not true that
the marriage sacrament was withheld from
» Catholic marry ing & Protestant,

Mr, CAMERON continued that the oath |

taken by Orangemen not to marry a Catholic
Was the stame oath that was taken by the
Queen. He then referred to the cstablish.
went of the scparate schools for the sake of
:]lomnf Catholic children to receive their
o%n religions training, and to the vote of
Mr. Macdonald on the Christian Brothers
Bill, to show that the Orangemen felt no
such bitterncss or animosity as the hon.
member for Grenville. He maintained that
the clauge in the Orange oath to which
the hon gentlewan Lad partioularly objected
Wu8 notbing more than an assertion on the
part of Protestants that thoir religion was
the best, just as on the other hand Catho-
lics maintained that theirs was the best, He
hoped that the discussion would do no harm,
but that in future Catholic and Protestant
would work hand-in-hand for the prosperity

/ of the country,

- Mr. CRAIG (Glengarry) said bhe did not
know much about ths Orange Association,
- but he had understood that it was de ngned
to protect the Protestant religion. It might
be that there were some Protestants
. whem the Orange body could protect, but
' the Church to which he belonged had existed
. withcut aid from them and had passsd
through a great deal of persecution. He
really consicered that, protected as we were
by British law, each Church could enjoy ite
rizhts without euy fear of interrnption,
and that was all that was wanted Ho
cculd see no recason why the Bill
for incorporating Orangeism should pass,
because he belioved that it would stir
up feelings of animoeity that did not now
| exist, There was no vecessity o insyult the
Cathelics v hen, 8s had been admitted, there
was nothing of real sdvantage in the Bill to
Orangemen that they did not already pos.
sces, Heo doprecated anything like the
raising up of sectarian prejudi®es, and for
th: ¢ rearon, and wishing justice to be meted
out to all men, he would vote against the
Bill. (Applause.)

Mr BOULTBEE? said that the Govern.
ment should bave before this time in the
dcbate expressed its opinion. He said there
was po precedent for the granting ot such an
Act of Incorporation, and it became the (Jov.
ciument to direct the House, The House
Lad a right to the guidance of the Govern.
wient in this matter. He had himself formed
an opinior, but would sabmit it to that of
the Government, if it expressed any. The
objects of this Bill were quite different from
those of the Cbhristian Brothers, who had
expreesed in their preamble what they
wanted. The member for Stormont
asked for the Bill to be passed on the
ground ibat thercby Orangeism would be
weakeped, That was one of the mast hollow

arguments he bad ever heard.. "I'nere would !
' be a war of dencminations again if theCatho

lica thought that they were not being treated
1airly because thoy were ina minority, and
it weuld be & long time btfnrl:‘::{ui;eght:;;iu
and Catholics would again go -in.]
to the polls. In his constituency he believed
that with one exception he received every
vote; and if there were any persons
in the world to whom he would wish to sece
the utmost justice done it wculd bs the
members of this Society; but at the same
time he could not do what he believed to be
wrong even if he should lose their support by
it e did not believe that the Qrmgnma_n
as a rule were in tavour of the Bill, but it
was pressed forward by a few members of

the body. Ithad beensaid in the lobby of

the House that the Bill had been introduced

purpose of casting a fire-brand into
.lf::: tﬁ.m _He believed that no good would
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come der discussion,and he w:
'dﬁoid:;l;h:p?oli;n to the ‘Enrinniplu ofit, H
would vote for the amendment for the sal,
of getting the Bill back to the Pnivate Bil

> i but he wished to be considered
:’: I;:n:mertyto oppose the Bill in that

committee if he saw fit,

Greneral MO WAT said he hopad |
tbﬁi‘:n;n: the Government was uaited the
hon. member for North York would be as

xious to support it as he now appearcd to
;:nn s (::Hili:lpn on which it was un’orta.

|

pately divided. There must always be open
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* | should be as few as possible. In theold |

- the Bill.
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Parliamentsand Governments of Canada there
had always been associated together those
who had voted for and those who had op-

- posed Orange Bills. He had long ago beea

~called to decide what was his duty in
rdmup?; this matter, and he had not seen
occasion since then to change his view on

the subject. He thought his Roman Catho- |

lic friends were rather too sensitive about a
Bill of this kind. Those who promoted it
contemplated no insult to Roman Catholics;
neither in nor out of the House
had this been intended. Oa the
other hand, he thought that his Orange
friends were far too eager to press
such a Bill. He never could sympathise with
the strong reasons urged by tho one party or
the other,and shared in the feelings of neither
those who opposed nor those who supported
lfa would have been glad if the
House had not been called upon to decide
upon this question, but now the Bills were
before them and hon. members had to form
the best judgment they could. For his part
he must eay that he thought the opposition
to this Bill attached too much impprtance to
its effect. Orange bodies were, he said, legal
bodies now; the Bill did not legalise them
Orangemen would not be one whit atrm;Fer
if the Bill passed or one whit wesker if it
was thrown out. All that was asked was
an additional convenience in doing that
which they could legally do no#, and he did
not see how that could be refused by any
lcgidative body. With roference to the
secrecy of the Orange body, to which the
hon. member for Grenville had such
strong  objection, he himself could
not see that was any objection which
should make the House reject the Bill. He
could sce no harm in signs and passwords
by which the members of the same body
might know one another. Respecting the
charge that it was a party organization, he
quoted several cases in which this was dia-
proved by the fact that the body was divid
ed, some of its members taking one, some the
otherside inpolitics. Then, Orangemen attach.
eda great amountof importance to loyalty but
our religion also taught us to be loyal to our
rulers. There were quite as strong Protes-

tants out of the Orange Association as in it; |

and apart from the feeling which was al-
ways mixed up in such matters as that be-
fore the House, there were no grounds for
refusing the incorporation asked for. If op-

position to it was really pressed he should .

feel it his duty to vote for the amendment of
the honourable member for South Leeds.

Hon. Mr. CROOKS belisved that the
pacsace of the Bill would infrin upon lib.
eral principles, and that it woul%fbe estab-
lishing a dangerous precedent if the House
consented to incorporate the Orange body,
{t was the duty of the Legislature and the
Goverpment to see that in not the slightest
degree did they interfere with fuil individaal
freedom of action. The aim of the Associa.
tion, instead of being devoted to universal
charity, seemed to be wholly concerned in
placing a limit upon the freedom of the indi- |
vidual, and with that he could not agree, |
T'he same objection would apply to other
bodies hostile to the Orange Association, and

tl cee might seek similar powers, The House
“hould know no man's creed ; all that was
asked was that he should be loyal to the
GGoverument of the land. He was prepared
bimeelf to vote against the amendment of the
Lonourable member for South Leeds.

Mr, ARDAGH said he had no personal
feeling in the matter. He had been sup-
ported in his election by both Protestants
and Catholics,and wished to sece equal jastice
dealt out to both. He counld not agree that
any legal recognition by legislation ghould
be given to any body which had not bene-
volence or some other useful object in view,

:nd he would therefore vote agninst the
amendment of the member for Sonth Leeds.

Mr. SINCLAIR was opposed to the Bill
because it gave special favours to one parti-
cular body, and that he did not aporove of,
though he was a Protestant himself. The
speaker was proceeding with his remarks in
opposition to the amendment of the membar

Tor South I ceds, but the hour of 8ix o'clock

having arrived the Honse rose,

After recess,

Mr. SINCLAIR resumed, and said that
his chief reason for opposing the passage of

this Bill was that he objected to the incor-

ration of any secret political organization,

f he voted to pass the Bill he would not
feel justified in opposing the ssage of a
Bill to incorporate a similaz Catholio body.
He had been agreeably refreshed by hearing
the statement of the hon, member for Gren.
ville, loudly proclaiming his opinion that any
man ought to be allowed to change his reli-

ews if his conscience prompted him
todoso., He (Mr. Sinclair) took his present




