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egaintit a provincial majority, if tlio

will of tbe provlaelal ma-
jority must not, after all,

be oppoBcd. The particular .art
oi' the new CDnstitution tliat koi great-
ly "a'.armed" tlie I'rotestants of Que-
bec was that "by which it waw pro-
po.sfd that iducatLon should be under
the control of the local legl-laturos.'^

So at loa*<t the provincial Associaiioix
of I'rote.stant Teachers earn( stly de-

clared in th ir memorial to the queen<
So f-aid also tbe rrpresentatlvcs o^

the Protf.-tants in piuiiiiniPnt. The
alarm created by th* propysal to
place education uuder tlie entire con-
trol of tiif I'gL-liitiire sprend ovrr the
Protestant communities of the pro-
vince in a seething agitation, that re-

sulted in tho pledge of a politicaj lead-

er, in the name of his party, that the
French Catholdc legi^^lature of Que-
bec would conc'de what the Protes-
tants demand d, and in the placing in

the constitution of a clause mnkinj?
It sure that the pledge l>f>ing fu'filled

the larger rights granted by tlie leg-

islature could "never be talienaway."
Tliio po^ver of the legiislatum was cut
down 6o that its action was to b" no
longer final. It wa« left for parlia-
ment to see that justice w'as d' no. Tlie
rights of the Protestants of Quebec
were committed to parliament for
protection against th"> legislative acts
of their own Irgl^slatures—againat the
will of the majority in tlr ir own pro-
vince. Provincial autonomy, we are
told in these days, must be respected,
and parliament must not intervene in

a matter of ( dnoatl' nal 'aw to tinva't
the will of a provincial majority. But
when tlie rights of the Protestants
of Quebec were at stake the will of

the provincial majority was not to
prevail against tliem. Nay, the rea-
son for committing!: tli" eaiise of that
minority to the protection of the Fed-
eral po\vor was because protection
was needed against the privileges of

the Protestant m.lnorIty.

Such was the spiirtt and letter of the
constitution when It was framed for

the purpose of protecting the Protes-
tants of Quebec. Foe the protecfon of;

the minority in Manitoba there Is the
like provision—no more, no less. The
federal authorities must not coerce
Manitoba, we are told. And the prop-
osition is a good one, in which I heart-
ily concur. In the case of Manitoba
It is "coercion"—Is it? for the feder-

al authorities to entertain an appeal
specially provided for by the consti-
tution for the protection of a section
of Tier Majesty's subjects. But in the
case of Quebec, under a like measure,
it Is otherwise. The Inviolable doc-

trine of provincial autonomy munt
never l>e sacrificed In order to main-
tain the rights of the Manitoba mi-
nority, even by the exercise of a pow-
er expressly conferred on parlia-ment
for that purpose. But in the care of
Qucb'c that sacred doctrine must he
scattered to the four winds of heavon
rather tiinn that the minority should
have to submit to the will of the pro-
vincial majority.
Of course the federal power is not

to b(» exercised In any case unles-s
there are cogent reasons why It
should be Invoked. Upon the Domin-
ion executive the ponatltutlon cast
the responsibility of Inquiring into
and considering complaints undf^r this
clause, and of determining not (mly
wlirther an appeal is allowable, but
also whether under ^the particular
facts "any roliof Is due" to the
complainants. TJiifi Involves an Inquiry
into qiKstions of fact as well fus ques-
tions of law. Parliamont yoaTS ago,
in its wisdom, on the proposal of I\Ir.

Blake, d<'terrained that for such in-
quiry and consideration it was im-
portant to call In the aid of tho
judicial department of the govern-
ment. Parliament desired that no in-
justice bo done to a majority, but it

proposed at the same time that there
should be no failure to do full justice
to a complaining minority. To de-
termine whether relief ie really due
and ought to be given to the com-
plainants 'It was held that the whole
matt<^r—facts as well as law—should
be inquired Into and discussed, before
a judicial tribunal. In the presence of
the parties interested, and that the
rc^asoned opinion of the tribunali,after
full argument on all sides, should hs
submitted to the executive. In order
to aid them In determining not simply
whether there was a right of appeal,
but whether any rel|lef was properly
due.

In the ManHtoba case this reference
has been made. The oi)5nlon of the
judges has bcien given. Not only is
there a right of appeal, but the facts
show that the minority have been
aggrieved by the law of 1890 In that
they have been deprived of valuable
privileges that they enjoyed by law
for nearly twenty years — privileges
In tho enjoyment of which the con-
stitution was intended to protect
them.
But parliament In directing this in-

quiry [by the pourts distinctly de-
clared that the opinion was to he
only "advisory." It was to be an
assistance to the federal government
and parliament In coming to a con-
clusion for themselves. The govern-
ment, liowever, Ie not bound by it.


