
Quebec are entitled under the British Nortli
America Act not only to all the rights and
privile,?es enjoyed l)y the Catliolic niiuority

in tlie province of Ontario, but also to all

the rights and privileges the Protestant
nilr rity in the province of Quebec enjoyed
at tiie time of the union. So, any point that
is attempted to be made for the Governr.ieut
based on this aspect of tlu; affair falls to

the ground ; and we come to liud that the
only chanjjp of importance to I'rotoslants

In (Juobec that was made since confedera-
tion, was a change by which, under the
law, they ai'e entitled to a certain num-
ber of members on the Board of rnWic In-

struction. As I said before, a repeal ( f that

law would not be pleasant or palatable to

the Protestants there ; but still it would
not bo such an infringement of their rights

as to create any trouble or difficulty ; and
therefore it is a matter of very little mo-
ment, so far as this Bill is concerned.
One other matter with regard to the I'e-

n\arlcs of the hon. member for East Lamb-
ton. He made use of an argument wliich I

have lieard used upon the stump, in con-

nection with tills question, but which
I liavo not heard in tlie House, and
had not expected to hear in the

House from any lawyer of stand-

ing. It was not put forward by the

hon. Minister of .Justice on behalf of the

(Tovernment. and it requires only a iuo-

ment's consideration to show its absurdity.

The hon. gentleman read from the formal
jiart of tlie Order in Council adopted by
tlie Imyterlal Privy Council on the report of

the .Tudiclal Committee. It Is as follows :—

Her Majesty tiavlng talcen the said report into
j

consideration, was pleased, by and with the ad-

'

vice of Her Privy Council, to approve thereof i

and to order, as it is hereby ordered, tha*^ the !

recommendations and directions therein contained

be punctually observed, obeyed and carried Into
j

effect in each and every particular. Whereof
[

the Governor General of the Dominion of Canada
for the time being, and all other persons whom
it may concern are to take notice and to govern
themselves according.

The hon. member for East Lambton inter-

preted that to mean that we were bound to

do what the Government proposed to do
by means of this Bill. In the speeches on
the stump to whicli I referred, gentlemen
representing the Government, reading these
%vords, have alleged that it would be high
treason to Her Majesty on the part of the
Government, here to refuse remedial legis-

lation to Manitoba in pursuance of th(^se

woi'ds. Now, Sir, evei-y lawyer knows that

these words are contained in every Oi'der

in Council that Is passed on the recommen-
dation of the Judicial Committee of the

Privy Council—that they are purely formal,
and have no reference particularly to this

question. And if it were necessary to allude

further to an argument of that kind, it mere-
ly drives us back to the question what the

Privy Council decided in their judgment con-

tained in the Order in Council ; and, so
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far as these words are concerned, they throw
no light upon the question one way or the
other. Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. Secre-
tary of State, In moving the second reading
of this Bill, dwelt at considerable length
upon the negotiations which linally resulted
in tlie confederation of the lirst four pro-
vinces of Canada. As I understood him, ho
urged as an argument why this Bill should
be passed, that dlthcultles and troubles ex-
isted at the time of the union and Ioult

prior tliereto with regard to tlu; question
of separate schools in the province of On-
tario, and the question of dissentient schools
in the provinee of Quebec. As the founders
of confederation were able to adopt certain
provisions contalneil in section l)."i of the
British North America Act for the purpose
of finally settling those disputes, he held
that to be a reason why tills coercion Bill
should be passed. Now, in t' e lirst place it

is evident that tlie negotiation's and the legis-

lation resulting thereiroiii had no reference
whatever to any other ])r()viiu'e than tlie

four provinces in question. The consti-
tution of Manitoba was established long
after that time, and the section as to
education in pursuance of any provi-
sions of the British North America Act.
If it were intended, at the time that
settlement took place, that in the new pro-
vinces of Canada as well as in the old
provinces, this agreement Jis to separate
schools for C.'itluilic minorities. ;ind as to
dissentient schools for Protestant minori-
ties, should api)ly, we would have found a
provision in the British North America Act
that in establishing a constitution for a new-
ly-created province th(>reafter, the same
provisions should lie inserted. But nothing
of that kind was found in the Aet. and
the provisions made with regard to the pro-
vinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
are quite different from the provisions made
with I'egard to the provinces of Ontario and
Quebec. Although the words are tuc r.anie

in the first subsection of the clause giving
to any class of persons the rights and i)rivi-

leges they enjoyed at the time of the union,
it is well known that Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick enjoyed by law no rights and
no privileges, and therefore those two pro-

vinces are confined to that section providing
that If, after confederation, any rights and
privileges should be confeiTod by legisla-

tion, there should be an appeal to tlie (iov-

ernment here. So eacli province was dealt

with according to its own circumstances,
and nothing wliatever was said with regard
to new provinces that might iift(>rwards be
brought into the union, n^, Prince Edward
Island, British Columbia and Manitoba have
been. Tlierc'fore, I fall to see what iiossible

reason can be derived from the negotiations

which then took place, or from the Darlia-

mentaiy settlement that was made In pur-

suance of those negotiations with rigard
to the provinces of Ontario and Quebec,
why this particular Bill sliould b(^ passi^.


