~#ir ADOLPIIE CARON. That letter, Mr.
Mpealker, was written just a year ago, as
‘Sir Donald Smith informs me. Now, 8ir,
these arve considerations which [ venture to
>4 ¥ suould hiave the greatest possible weight
with a Payliament such as ours. This coun-
try is divided into two parties, and will
e, and I for one believe that the form of
goevernment which we have here is the. best
possible one. But, let us not forget that
if', for the sake of party advantage, any poli-
~ tical party ‘should divide the people by any
quoestion which can be avoided., the result
would be detrimental in the extreme to the
future, to the greatness, and to the develop-
ment of Canada. Sir, the idea whiclr per-
neated the whole of the Confederation Act,
as [ understand it, was protection to the
minority, and the intéuntion of the states-
men who took part in the building of ihat
logislatove monument was to give to every
cluss of the population the fullest possibte
cnjovment of religious liberty. .
At confederation that.was evidently what
wa§ inplended to be done in Manitoba, as
Wwe may see by the words of the late lament-
ed great leader of the Conservative party.
Sir’ John A. Macdonald. When applied to
hy & member of the legislative assembly of
“that province to express his opinion as to
ihe laws relating {o education in 1889, when
the new education Inw abolishing separate
schools was before the legislative assembly.
Sir John Macdonald wrote the {following
letter, which explains itself :

You ask ne for advice as to the course you should
take upon the vexed- question of separate schools
in your province. There is, it seems to me, but
one course open to you. By the Manitoba Act,
the provisions of the British North America Act,

-section 92, respecting laws passed for the pro--

tection of minorilies in educational _matters,
arg made applicable to Manitoba, and cannot
be changed, wheéreby the Imperial Act confirm-
ing the establishment of the new provincos, 34
and 36 Victoria, chapter 8, section 6, it is pro-
vided that it shall not Je competent for. the Par-
liament of Canada to alter the provisions of the
Manitoba Act in so far as it relates to the pro-
vince of Manitoba. Obviously, therefore, the
. ‘separate school systcm in Manitoba 1s beyond

the reach of the legislature or of the Dominion
Parllament. ’

Although 1 fear to take up too much of the’

time of the House, still, I think it is im-
pontant, in the discussion of a guestion like
the present, to place before Parliament and
before the country thé views entertained
-by the leading public meén of Canada. Those
who remember or wh¢ have read in the
political history of this counfry of the
‘troublesome tlmes which existed in Can-
ada previous to confé¢deration, know that
the people of the provinces were divided on
religious questious ; apd it geems fo me tbat
we should by every possible means avoild
going back to the same questions, and pos-
sibly causing a returh. of those old troubles
which we thought had disappeared. Among
some of the most distipgnished statesmen
and political leaders in this country, who

Sir,

afterwards educated public opinion wupou
these questions, Sir Oliver \Mowat and the
Hon. Alexander Mackenzie\fought fiercely
aguinst separate schools foy a time; buq
afier the fight had been fought, and the\
benefits of the new system hjd been realiz-
e¢d by experience, those men \were the last
who would advocate goiitg bayk to the sys-
temr which obtained previous jo confedera-
tjon. T4 is right, T think, te xecall to the
memory of hon. gentlemen whay took place
in the legislature of Quebec \before the’
union.. The Prptestants of Lower Canada
had by practice, although not
tliec f{ull conirol of their school
every question affecting the edﬁ\
their children in thal province

to complain of the manner in wht
were treated by the Catholics, yef)
confederation was ecarried, and when
came necessary to preparc the Coufledera-
tion Act, the Protestants insisted nupon, their
rights and privileges being protected’
clanuse in the Confederation Act. At'that
time. it seemed useless to insert suc

lic mipority enjoyed in the province of
tarlo. Still, they insisted on a clause bhei
inserted, und it was in London that Siy .
Alexander Galt had Inserted in the Confed-\
eration Act the very clanse which to-day
gives the minority in the provimee.of Que-
bee the right of appeal to the Privy Coun-
eil. I have heard it questioried during this
dcbhate whether the rights of the minority
in the province of Quebec could be inter-
fered with as the rights of the minority in
the province of Manitoba are interfered -
with at present, or whether it was not ultra
vires of the legislature of Quebec to pass a
law that would change the status now en-
joved by ihe Profestant minority in that
provinee. I cannot see that there can be a
doubt on that point. I ecannot see that
there can be a doubt that to-morrow the
legislature of Quebec could pass a law ap-
pointing Catholic inspectors. for instance;
or imposing on the minovity o selection of
school books which they might not find
acceptable.- I am supposing a case ; but I
am quite sure that il i8 a case that. can
never happen in the provinee of Quebec.
But what would be the reinedy of the
minority ? Their remedy would be, under
that clause of the Confederation Act, to .
come to the Governor in Council and ask
the Governor in Council to hear their
appeal ; and it would be-for the Governor
in Couneil, after hearing that appeal. to
pass whatever remedial order the Governor
in Council should deem necessary. Now,
however old the history may be,
it is of advantage to turn back Its
pages and see how far they may throw
light upon questions of this kind. .
Somie huudred years ago, when the Quebec
Act was under discussion in the British Par-
ligment, there were then in that old British



