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mained there,-and there had been no power to autonomy; and it is only when the provin-
appeal tothePrivy Council,thenweshouldnot cial governments infringe upon the rights of
have been troubled with this question, and I minorities, which are protected by the con-
suppose that is what the hon. gentleman stitution, or when they exceed their power,
would like to have at the present moment, that the Dominion government would be
as it would relieve himself and his party of justified in interfering in any way. I lay
the same difficulty that presented itself to that down as a broad proposition and believe
those who are governing the country. The that it is concurred in by most of those who
Privy Council having decided that the griev- have given the question the slightest atten-
ance existed. then was the time for action to tion. I desire to say that I object in toto
be taken and to carry out the ideas that were
advanced by the Right Honourable Sir John
Macdonald to which my hon. friend has
referred. The hon. gentleman laid down
this principle, that though the different:
courts of the Empire might give a decision
upon an important question of this kind,
Whatever that decision night be. it did not
divest the executive for the time being of the:
responsibility which attached to a responsible
gove'nment. Themoient that questioncamei
up, then the advisers of His Excellency in
this country pursued the course that Sir John
Macdonald indicated they should pursue,
and that was to take action and en-
d'eavour to remedy the grievance which
the highest court in the realm de-
clared to elist. So that I cannot my-
self understand what logical deduction the
hon. gentleman desires the Senate to draw
from the position that he has taken, unless it
be that the very moment the law was passed
the Dominion government should have dis-
allowed it at once.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-'hey could refer it to
the Supreme Court and they could disallow
afterwards.

to that reniark which is constantly
miade by the hon. gentleman, and those
who follow him in the country, as
to "coercing'" Manitoba. To prevent
a province from exceeding its power and
taking from a ninority a right which they
possess, and to ask the province, or compel
t' em, to restore those rights under the con-
stitution, is not coercion. If they are per-
mitted to infringe in one particular, thev
nay in another, and the very reason for
placin-g the two different clauses in the
constitution of the country was to prevent a
province froin excee ing the powers with
which they are vested by thiat constitution,
and it is not coercion to say to a man who
trespasses un vour land that he nust cease
trespassing at the earliest possible moment.
Neither is it coercion to say to a province,
"You have exceeded the powers vested in
you by the constitution, and you must re-
peal that which you have done, or you must
restore the rights u hich you had no right to
take away from those who enjoyed them."

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-They have not
exceeded their powers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOW E LL - amnotgoing to discuss thatquestion now; Iam

The hon. gentleman says that w-e should stating the general principle. Whether they
have referred it to the Suprene Court at have exceeded their powers or not, is a ques-
0 1nce. J do not so understand the law, tion which my hon. f riend and myself can dis-
Ileither do I so understand the duty of the cuss when the matter comes before the
government of the day. There is no reason Senate, with a view to restoring the rights
why a question of that kind should be re- which I believe have been taken fron the
ferred to the Supreme Court, until it reach- minority, and having taken from them that
ed there through the regular process. I which the constitution says they were
was about entering into a bistory of this entitled to by right, they acted in excess of
c'se, but I think the Senate understands it their powers. I have no desire to discuss
just as well as I do, and therefore I shall this question longer. I ag:ee with my hon.
not pursue the argument that was suggested friend, however, and most sincerely, that it
by the remark of the hon. gentleman. The is verv unfortunate that questions of this
government and the opposition I believe kind, which appeal to the prejudices rather
both agree upon this very important point, than to the good judgment of the people,
that the Dominion government should in- should be brought within the purview of the
terfere as little as possible with provincial Dominion legislation or Dominion politics,


