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and privileges have been affected that the
way is open for an appeal. That is decided
by the judgment of the Imperial Privy Coun-
cil from which I quote as follows :

So the question to be determined is whether a
right or privilege which the Roman Catholic mino-
rity previously enjoyed has been affected by the
legislation of 1890. " Their lordships are unable to
see how this question can receive any but an affir-
mative answer.

For that added territory we have the post-
union legislation of the province, which le-
gislation gives rights and privileges to the
minority ; and you also have here a judg-
ment of the Privy Council which declares
that these rights and privileges have been
affected by the Act of 1890, thus giving a
clear right of appeal to the Governor in
Council and to this Parliament, under the
third subsection of the 93rd section of the
British North America Act, which reads as
follows :

Where in any province a system of separate or
dissentient schools exists by law at the uunion, or is
thereafter established by the legislature of the prov-
ince, an appeal shall lie to the Governor General
in Council from any act or decision of any provin-
cial authority affecting any right or privilege of the
Protestant or Roman C(atholic minority of the
Queen’s subjects in relation to education.

The Manitoba legislature having estab-
lished in the added territory, after its union
with confederation and with the province
of Manitoba, a system of separate schools,
it follows that this section, should the con-
tention of my honourable friend be right,
would be applicable to that added territory,
and would give a right of appeal to the
Catholics living there, in view of the recent
judgment of the Privy Council. Therefore '
T hold that the contention of the hon. gen-
tleman as to that portion of territory is not
tenable at all. If it were, it would go
against him. I now return to the hon.
gentleman’s statements with regard to the
agreement which was made by the then popu-
lation of the province, as not being binding
upon the present population. As a matter
of fact that agreement was made not only
with the 12,000 people who were there at
the time but with them, their heirs and
successors, as all agreements are made. I
would just like to put a practical question
which, it seems to me, is a very pertinent one
in this connection. How could the agreement
have been made with the 12,000 people only
and for their sole benefit and not for the
benefit of those who were to come after



