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But there it is, and though its meaning
18, it appears, to be made the subject ol
reference to the highest judicial authori-
ties in the Dominion, and very likely event-
ually to the highest in the Empire, we do
not suppose that it is beyond the province
of thé journalistic laymen, in the mean-
time, to amuge himself with guesses a8 to
the nature of the danger against which
it was deviged as a gafeguard.

The chief difficulty is, of course, ip the

cases covered by the clause “or is there-
aiter established by the legislature of the
Province.” This covers the case of Mani-
toba, and with it only need we at present
concern ourselves, Now in such a case
what “right or privilege” has the Roman
Catholic minority In relation t0 education?
It goes without saying that It must be
gome right or privilege conferred under
the Act o! the Legislature establishing the
Separate schools.
the paragraph would be meaningless else.
Some have hastily assumed that the right
to have separate schools iteel? is created
by the act of establishing them in such
gense that such an act once enacted and
put into operatjon can never be repealed.
But that 1s surely absurd. Even Mr.
Ewart admits, if correctly reported, that
the right to enact implies the right to
repeal. But if it be not absurd to sup-
pose any argument needed, the decision
of the Judicial Committee of the British
Privy Council geems conclugive on this
point. Were it the meaning that a FPro-
vineial Legislature could not repeal its
own act,
gchools it had itsell ereated, then the Man-
ftoba School Act, whiech, in effect, if not
in s0 many words, repeals all previous
acts, is inconsistent with this queer consti-
tutional provision, and must have been de-
clared ultra vires.

1f the foregoing be admitted, 1t surely
getties the whole question. Whatever
right or privilege the clause above quoted
is designed to protect, 1t must evidently
be, as we have said, a right or privilege
conferred by the aet or arising out of it.
But in that case, the right or privilege
- conferred by the Provincial Aet can exist
only concurrently with the Act and must
disappear when the Act ceases to exist.
_1f, then, the power to create implies the
power to destroy, #t follows that the
right or privilege of the Catholic minority
conferred by an Act ceases to exist when
that Act 1s repealed. Hence, such right
or privilege no longer existing, it follows
that no appeal to the Governor-General in
Council can lie, in respect to it. Q. E. D.
Beasoning in this way we are lead to ven-
ture the conjecture given last week, that
the “act or decision ol any Provincial au-
thority” may be Intended to refer not to
Legislative enactments, but to the execu-
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1893. No. 11,
tive acts of some Provineial officers, or
the judicial decision ol some Provincial

tribupnal. Such an explanation is not, we
confess, satisfactory—though the words
“any Provincial sathority” rather favour
it, for that would be a strange designation
for the Provincial Leglslature, which Is
the only Provincial authority which ean
pass an Act—but how else are we to in-
terpret the riddle ?

The unmistakable words of Lord Salls-
bury, in his address to the Liverpool Cham-
ber of Commerce, a few days sizce, should
gettle the agltation for the adoption of
a protective poiiey in the Interests of Brit-
ish landlords and farmers. So far as any
headway has been made by the advocates
of such a policy it has been made In Con-
servative cireles and under Consgervative
auspices. No one supposes that the Lib-
erals can be won over to a reversal of the
free trade system which is so -eongenial
to all their modes of thinking. When,
therefore, the Great Tory lesder bluntly
declares, in the face of the theorlés of some
of his followers and the resolutions even
of some conservative gatherings, that a
tariff on corn is absolutely outside the
dreams of any politician, it 18 hardly
worth while, one may infer, to discuss the
question further. With thils strong deeclar-
ation talls, too, any hope that certain col-
onists may cherish, of preferential trade for
colonial behooi. But the most remarkable
part of Lord Salisbury's utterance I8 the
lotty ground on which he bages his state-

ment. He questions not only the expedi
ency but the morality of the tarilf, as a
weapon agalnst other nations. This s a
memorable saying. The iramorality, the
greedy, calculating and cruel seliishness,
apart from its shortness of sight, 18 .a
phase of protectionjsm which has not hith-
erto been suliciently dwelt upon. Why
should a government or a nation be re-
gardliess of others to an extent whieh .
would brand an individual as utterly

seltish ?

«We have proved in Egypt, what has
been proved & hundred times elsewhere,
that we are & hopelessly illogical nation.
and that when we are concerned, major
and minor and middle terms are utterly
ugeless and might as well have never been
invented.” 8o says the Speetator, 1n a re-
view of “England in Egypt,” a valuable
work recently published by Mr. Alfred Mil-
per, late Under-Secretary for Finanee In
Egypt. The special reasoning which calls
torth this remark is that in which Mr.
Miluer, atter laying down as his maljor
premise the proposition that if the inter-
ference of any European power ls to bear
good frutt in Egypt, gueh interference must
be trom the first understood by the natives
to be irresistible and unguestionable, and
that the Power invoived must have a clear
understanding of its own alms, and must
carry them out by means o! a polley that




