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sYstem. The Catholics felt that a
grevions wrong haci been donc thern,
and immiediately set about to find a
rernedy for the great injustice.

Three ways lay open to thein. ist.
TPo petition the Federai Governmient
that the Act be disaliowed. 2Fld.
To have the action of the Manitoba

legisiature declareci 2i//ni vies by
th e courts, and 3rd. 'Fo maice an ap-
peal to the Governor-Genierai-i-
Coun-cil, on the plea of an aggrieved
milnority.

They chose the second, because
they feit, that while the phraseoiogy
of. the British North Amiericat Act,
mi1ght be vague, yet they knew that
the spirit which promptecl the Act,
that the statesmnen who drew up the
Act, were not oniy favorable to, but
actually intended that the catholic
People shouild be insured in the
Possession of their separate schools.

The case was brought before the
Su.premc Court of Canada, where
the contention of the Catholic mino-
rity was upheid, but on further
appeal te, the Privy Council of En-
gland, this decision was reversed.

Yet the Catholics did not despair.
They knew that in jurisdiction the
provincial legislatures are iimited;
they knew that the federal parlia-
ment is empowered to legisiate ifi
favor of an aggrieved minority, and
they in- consequence addressed a
memnoriai to the Governor-Generai-
in-Council, praying intervention in
their behaif.

The Government doubted its
Power to interfere, and referred the
case to the courts for decisicIn.

The Supreme Court of Canada
decided that the G overnor-General-
in~ Council, was not empowered to
interfere, but on appeal to the Privy
Counicil of England, this decision
was reversed, and a plan of relief
suggested.

By the decision of thc Privy
Counicil, flot only was thc existence
of a grievance asserted, but the
Federal Govcrnmcent was cmpower-
ccl to legisiate in behaif of the
aggrieved minoritv, in case the Ma-
nitoba Governiment shoulci refuse to
act.

I n pusac of this dccision a
inm)rial was addressed to the

Manitoba Governmnent, in which
the Federal authoritl es solici ted
the g)ooci offices of the pro-
vince in remnecying the existing
grievance. But Manitoba stili re-
fuseci to modify the iaw, and then
the ' Remedial Bill '' was intro-
duced in the Federal IParianient.
Before this bill could be passeci,
parliament expired by lapse of time,
and the qujestion -was thrown into
the arena of federal politics. The
federal elections were heid, and the
Opposition, under the leadership of
Mr. Laurier, was returned to, power.
Negotiations were now begun be-
tween the Federal Goverrnment and
the Province of Manitoba, with the
resuit that a so-called compromise
was arrived at. But this comn-
promise had the novelty of being
whoily one-sided, because the Catho-
lic nlinority, the mnost interested
party, was poiitely exciudcd f romn
ail the conferences which led to the
ailegeci settiement.

This compromise was not a resti-
tution of the rights violated, "it was
not even an improvemient that might
conciliate with the prescriptions so
formai in this matter. The episco-
pate did not approve of it; they
couid not approve of it. They de-
clared it unacceptabie, and the
Catholics of Manitoba continued to
support their own schoois at the
cost of the greatest sacrifice." The
situation was beconiing daily more.
acute. Fhe Catholic people of the


