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whick, during tke consideration of the }
appesl in the Barreit case, had been referred |
to as appliczbl to the guestion—that was,
the power of appealinr to the Federal Gov- '
ernment fur clemency und for redress. Now, |
Sir, I ask Lon. gentizmen to mark wel/ that
iatterly that phase of the guestion h?s been
discussed, as it must be remembered, and the !
record will prove it, (hat when 2ae question |
came before the Privy Tsxmacil whether the !
Act was constitutional or not, it was openly
stated and contended that even if under!
their legal rights the minority were estopped,
they had at least left to them the right to
appeal to the Federal power for clemencsy.:
Now, in 1890 this question was before the'
Parliament and the pecple of Canads ; and,
taking sdvice from cases of 2 somewhat
snalogous nature which had produced dissen- !
sion and discord in this country on previous |
occasions, san hon.
had the honour of representing a constitu-!

gentleman who then!

in the opinion of that Government every
step taken in the case was regular and
proper. Now, Sir, what were the guestions
submitted, and to these questions what
answers were given? I do not propose
10 read them at length, because they ave
in all the reperts. But when the matter

 came before the Law Lords in England,
 ameng other questions, this one was asked:

Has His Exceliency the Governor General in

! Council the power to make the declarations or

remedial orders which are asked for in the said
memorials and petitions, assuming the material
{acts to be as stated therein, or has His Excel-
lency the Governor General in Council any other
jurisdiction in the premises ?

And another question propounded for an-
swer was this:

Did the Acts of Maritoba relating to education,

' passed prior to the session of 18%). confer on
. or continue to the minority “ a right or privilege
:in relation to education ” within the meaning of

ency in this House., and who was an a¢-| subsection 2 of section 22 of the Manitoba Act,
Enowledged jurist—I refer te the Hon. Ed‘é or establish a system of separate or dissentient
ward Blake—caused to bz placed upon the Schgol& ;;ithgn ﬁtlhe };n%nlx;ng\: 0; hsuAbsectipn 3 oti’!
2 o s o0 section o e British No merica Ac

itg:;&gtﬂodisagffglﬁi;.?gntq 3 resolution { 1867 ; if said section 33 be found applicable to
S . | Manitoba ; and if so, did the two Acts of 1890

That it is expedieat to provide means whereby | cOmPplained of. or either of them, affect any right
on solemn occasions touching the exercise of | OF privilege of the minority in such a manner

power as %0 educationzl legislation, important !
questiors of Iaw or of fact may be referred by
the executive to a high judicial tribunal for!
hearing and consideration, in sich mede that
the anthorities and parties interested may be
represented, and that a reasoned copinion may
b» obtained for the information of the executive.

Now, Sir, I repeat that the Federal Govern-
ment beirg appealed to, had no other course
openr to them than to hear the appeal that
was presented by the minority of the pro-
vince of Manitoba ; and when that case
c2me on in its proper course by way of peti-
tion or memorial. the Government of the
day under the late Premier referred it to
the Supreme Court of Canada for a dec!-
sion as to whether or not that course should
be foliowed. A series of guestions were sub- |
mitted, some six in ali, 2ad they were all ne-
gatived by a majority of the Supreme Court.
Estopped in that direction, another avenue
was open to the minority, and that was
by an appeal to the Law Lords of the
Imperial Privy Council ; which appeal was
taken in due time. It bhas been argued
that the Federal Government in this re-
gard, had done something that was not at
aill incumbent upon them, in fact that they
bad gone out of their way in listening to
the appea! for clemency put forward by
the minority of Manitoba. But, in answer
to that, I have this to say, that throughout
these proceedings, as I believe, not only
were the Governinent of the day acting
within the constitution, but, moreover, and
hevond that, the very fact that in these
proceedings, and in all subsequent pro-
ceedings, the Manitoba Government were
represented by counsel indicated, that even

Governor General in Council ?

The answers to these gquestions were re-
spectively as follows. To the first :

That the Governor General in Council has juris-
diction, and the appeal is well founded, but
that the particular course to be pursued must
be determined by the authorities to whom it
has been committed by the statute.

Apd in answer to the second :

That the Acts cof Manitoba relating to educa-
tion passed prior to the session of 183%0, did con-
fer on the piinority a right or privilege in rela-
tion to eZucation within the meaning of subsec-
tion 2 of section 22 of ** The Manitoba Act,”

-

which alone applies ; that the two Acts of 1890
complained of did affect a right or privilege of
the mirority in such a manzer that an appeal
will lie thereunder to the Governor GeReral iR
Council.

Now, Sir, these were the answers delivered
by the Imperial Privy Council to the two
questions propounded, and I submit, and
every fair-minded man will agree, that the
duty was incumbent upon the Privy Coun-
cil of Canada to hear the matter complain-
ed of. Well, Sir, in due course, that appeal
was heard ; in due course that appeal was
argued. And once again did the province
of Maritoba show that they believed that
everything that had been done by the
Government was right, that they believed
the Dominion Government was acting with-
in the strict ietter of the law, was entirely
within its constituotional rights and priv-
iteges by their acquiescence in having
& representative snd counsel at that hear-
ing. I have recapitulated all the facts,
I have recapitulated all the steps that have
been taken in the case; and all that has



