‘for about twenty

a seconé time _
haustion, and with the
less for me, Mr. Speaker,
tinue,” he toock his seat.
The Attorney-General in a minute ex-
changed = word or two with him, and
then announced that the Commissioner
was anxious the debate should proceed

without any further remark by htmul(ﬁ
MR. CLANCY'S SPERCH. v

Mr. Clancy, on rising to speak, first ex-
pressed his sincere regret for the unlfortu-

1ate circumstances wnich had ovbliged Mr. |
he

Fraser to cease speaking. However,
must say that he dissented from the
ground that the hon. gentleman had
taken. He believed that he was sincere
in his opinions, and claimed the same
right for himself. He would say at the
outset that he personally had no objection
to the ballot. He believed that the open
vote was the more manly kind, but, on the
other hand, would say that if the Roman
Catholics of the Province were willing to
accept the ballot ke would have no ob-
jeetion. To him it was not a question af-
fecting any man's religion ; if it Jid it
would be the duty of every man, Koman
Catholic and Prowestant alike, to oppose
gny act of the Legizlature which wouid in-
terfere with the rights of any sect or re-
ligion whatever in the country. Mr. Con-
mee had delivered w speech which had
been very profuse, in which he had ex-
haustively proved that the RKoman Catho-
lHes were loval., Had the Roman Catholics
of the country come 1o thig, that the hun.
gentieman must apologize for them and
assert their loyalty 7 He disdained 1o
discuss their loyalty, and did not know
why they should be singled out tor de-
fence or apelogy. Mr. Conmee offered a
gratuitous insult to the Roman Catholi~s
in trying to defend them from a charge
which no one that the speaker knew of
had made at all ; If it was made it came
from quarters which should ensure it
aothing but contempt. If Mr. Conmee
wanted an optional ballot why did he drag
in the animosities and hateful things o
the past 7 He could sve no harm in
Roman Catholics going to the polls aud
casting their ballots, in their voting in ac-
cordance with a principle which had been
0 loag In practice in the Province, and to
which no man could be found to object.
There was talk of its being forced upon
them, and the House had been told that

- bigots were in favor of it. No sane man
would, even If bigots also asserted it
deny that two and two make four :

—

no man's course should be chanzed be-
cause biguis also held it. The contention
that the ballot should b2 rejected by
Roman Catholics because it is given them
with ulterior objects Mr. Clan>y reguarded
as far-fetched and lame,

Hon. Mr. Fraser—My view of the ballot
cannot be disposed of till after my ideas

on the constitutional! point involved are
known. [ am sorry to interrupt the hon.
gentiemadt:,

Mr. Clancy, contlnuirg, asked if the Pro-
testants were in a minority in the Pro-
vince, and if the Roman Catholic majority .
were to ask the Protestant minority 10 ae-
cept the ballot, weuld that minority resist |
it 7 If the Protestant minority were un-
able to point to overt acts of the major-
ity, but, nevertheless, suspected the pur-
ity of its motives, would it on that groun
be likely to refuse the ballot ? He was
unable to come to any conclusion that it |
would. If there were a vote under the
secrecy of the ballot as to the rights of
others there would be good reason to op-
pose it, but thac was not the question.
Surely no one would say that the Roman
Catholics misuse their ballots. Nor could
ne see that anvoune could point out that

the introduction o1 the ballor would loacd
to anything further, or would af¢.t the
status Of the people of the Province or

would Iimpair the efficiency of the Public
or Separate Schools. Therefore, when his
side of the House sugrested that a Prin-
ciple which was not now, but well triel.
should be extended to the minority, why
should such an outery be raised ? If they
were the inventors of the ballot, if it wers
not in use, if they were trying to give it
to the Separate Schools first of all. there
would be some ground for objection., Bat
if it was wrong for Homan Catholics, why
was it not wrong for Protestants ?

Under the constitution, Mr. Clancy went
on, certain rights were as=sured
to  the minority. Keeping that in
view, why should anyone be open to the
charge of having hidden motives for vot-
ing for the compulsory ballot, while now
Mr. Conmee was bringing In a bill for a
permissive ballot, thereby giving foree to
the charge that the Roman Catholie hiler-
archy have coerced the laity 7 The pur-
pose of the ballot was that all men might,
In their vote, bhe free and emancipated
from the circumstances of dally life which
might influence their VOotes—Irom the inttu-
ence of reighbor and emplover as well as
of clergymen, He could cite cases in
Public School open voting where men had
been prevented Irom voting because of the
bressure at the polls of neighbors, and he

could not see why men should not bhe rree
from that. He could not

ence between voting in Separate School

;

see uny differ- |

| party.

10 deprive them of their

Roman Catholies should be T

than others for this pri
would not say that the elerg)? :n:::gﬁn :ri.e
habit of coercing their People, .
would say that men in that or
other similar position would be g
to exercise a certain influence :
wished to do so : and he thought it wel
to protect all against this species of mild
coercion, whether by word or look. This
he thought an answer to that objection
The charge that the Upposition '

|
|

desired
to destroy and cripple  the Separate
Schools Mr. Clancy declared to b un-
founded, Mna

The balict would not imoailr
their usefulness, and there was no con-
scientlous objection to the principle of
secret voting ; no one could urge that he
would be kept from the polls because u}
it. Mr. Conmee had dragged in all the g
animosities he could, and had tried 1o
make out that the Conservatives were 1p
posed to the Separate Schools and trying
to force the ballot upon RHoman Catholics,
Perhaps three-fourths of the memobers of
the House were opposed to Separate
Schools, and nearly all of the Cabinet.
He ventured to say that the Attorney-
1 General himself would not establish Sen-
| arate Schools to-day if he had the puwé:'.
I With such a feeling on his own side of
. the House it was clap-trap w try to as-
. Rail the Conservatives as UCpposed to Sep-
arate Schools, and it was done tor some

—_—

- —

Opposed to Separate Schools, however, he
| lhﬂugll! that they would Irespect their
rights and would deal Justly by them.
The question was a difficult one, and great
responsibilities rested Uupon tne nian who
discussed it : but he thought that the
Government were the ones who wcre re-
sponsible, who had excited the feelings ¢f
the minority, who told themn that they
were attacked, and who said that the no-
tion to give them the ballot was mude
with hidden motives. The Roman Cathe-
Les were honestly alarmed, not becange
anything was in sight, but because they
were told that the (Conservatives wers
trying to destroy Separate Schools.

Hon. Mr. Fraser—What wvould my hon,
friend say to the plaiform or the Urange
Grand Lodge ? Does he contend that rthe
Urange body is not in favor of the aboli-
tion of Separate Schools ? Does he uot
admit that the members of the vrange
- body are nearly all Conservatives 2 W il
| he say the F. P. A. is not intending to
 abclish Separate Schools ? I8 it not there
forz idle to say that there is no sectivn of
the community sgainst Separate Sciools 7
{ Mr. Clancy said that he Kknew nothing
of the Orarge body : ne believed that ¢nce
the Liberals laid down a platforn: of op-
position 1o Separate Schoois, and Mr. Fra-
fer had stayed in the party.

Hon, Mr., Fraser—1 was but a lad going
to schoo: then. Surely my hoa. friend
will net say that 1] was in the Liberal
| party at that time.

Mr. Clancy sald he was nogp liscussing
the Conservative party ; if .t included (he
Orangemen in its ranks, he was glad.
J( Ijut the opposition of the Liberal party o
Separate Schools had not ceased until Mr.
Iraser became a4 man.

Hoen, Mr. Fraser said that he had never
cast a vote nor had anyching to do with
the Liberal party during that siruggle.
Luring his connecation with thie party there

had not bean one syllable in favor of
abolition of the Separate Schools. Mr.
Clancy would not be s0 free with his

L‘hﬂ“l.‘l’lﬂ't‘ﬁ were he Iin 2 condition to take
care of himaself.

Mr., Clancy reiterated his statement that
the Liberal party had at one time opposed
Scparate Schoals, «nd that Mr. Fraser had
been reared in 'the cradle of Liberalisnm.

Mr. Frazer again denied Mr, Claney's
charge.

Mr. Clancy want on to say that the at-
t.tude of the Liberal party had not chang-
ed, and that the Atltorney-Géeneral wouid
not at present dake the responsibility of
establishing Separate Schools. 1t was not
the view of the Orange Grand Lodge
alone, but of the mujority of the Liberai
Both political panties were op-
posed to Separate Schools,

Hon. Mr. Fraser said that he diq not
Know of any Liberal prepared to say that
he was going in for the abolition of Sep-
arate Schools ; he did know of thousands
oL Conservatives who would say that

Mr. Clancy repeated the opinion that the
majority ila both parties would like to see
the abolition of Separate Schools. While he
did not agree with that view, he believed
that they were honest in that opinion,

| If the Roman Catholics have an enemy in

the Proviace it was the Minister of fcdu-
cation, who had alarmed them and made
their interest a football, and who, with no
Sympathy at all with them, was telling
thim that the Conservatives were trying

righ'ts. The Ques-
tion was not one of religion, and religinua

i

issues should not be introduced. If the
permissive ballo: were adopteg the same

end., Though the majority of the House, |
and likely of the people of Ontario. were |




