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te.stant niliiority of Quolx^c would not
be Kativfied witli that, but con-
tinued tlio agitation, In order to ol>-

tain somothing more sul>stantlal than
the g< ni rc'siity of ih; Ir lellow-country-
uien in th4- legislature." Sir Geo. Car-
tii>r, tlie FrencJi Conservative ehi< f,

cams tO' the n'.scuc^ witli a positive
pledge in tho name of his party, then
in the ascendant in tlie province, that
tlie l<'g:slature of (^uclx'c would it.s« It'

pass tlie law that tlie Protestants de-
manded. This pledge, .-^o far as it went,
was accepted by the I'rotastants.
The solemn pledi^e of a political Iviul-

er, g'iven in tlw? name of his party,
and acceiited in g( od faith by theieo-
ple to whom it was made, was in

thos* days considered l>inding, n:d it

was not doi'')tLHl that it would be
honorably fulfilled.

But, whien fulfilled, the I'rotestants
would be no «afer tlian before. Tlie
legislature that would pass tlie law
tliey demanded, could at any time
repeal or aiter tliat law, and take
awaj' thie riglits that were now to be
conferred. How were tlie Protestants
of Quebec to )k> protected in the en-
joym^'nt of tlx-we riglits for the fu-
ture? How could it l)e made sure
tliat they could never be taken away
\>y tlio legislature tiiat was to grant
them? Tlie difliculty, indeed, seemed
as far from esolution a.s ever.
Manifestly fclit^re wa.s no way of

satisfying the objections of tlie Pro-
testants of Quelxjc except by a furth-
er limJtatloin of tho jKiwer of the
[irovincial legislature. But could a
further violation of tlie great doc-
triine of jiroviucinl autonomy 1k' per-
mitted? By limiting the jw^ver of a
legislatui'e so that it could never
pa.s« a law prejudicially aff<H!ting sep-
arate schools existing at the union,
this central doctrine of provincial
rights lad, as regaids eilu-

cation at least, l)eeii alnady
disfigured almost lK\vond recog-
nition. If tlie power of the legisla-

tures was to be furtlier degraded by
limiting tlieir authority to r-peal, or
even to amenxl tlieir own laws in re-

spect to oducataiiin, then indeed that
dioctriae would !> muii'ated. so tliat

even the "fathers of couf('dr>ratlon'*

would not know it. All tliat •iiid

notlung short of it must bv< done, how-
ever, In order to satisfy tlie Protest-
ants of Queb;c. I'rovLacial autfuio-
my must never be allowed to stand as
against the maintenance of their
rlglits and privileges. .\nd wlio will

aver that the position tjiken by the
miinority of Quebec wa.s not a reason-
able one?
But how was it to be brought

about? Was it really possible, at this

stage, to HI cure the further limita-
tion of provinciai powers tliat the
ProtestaintK of Quebec demanded? If

anytlicng was to be done It must be
done (piickly. The delegO/tes of the
provinces were ev<»n then about to pro-
ceed to Kng'and to confer with the
innp:^'rial government to procure its

approval of the sc-h"nie, and to liave
an imperial act jiassMl creating the
union and defining its constitution,
in accordance with th- terms i.f the
resolutions. This would Indeed be
the last opportundty for .srcuring fur-

tlier limitation of provincial powers.
Tlie Quebec mdmorlty determined not

to lose the opportiuiiity and promptly
took action. A petition of the ".\s-

soccatlon of Protestant Teachers" in

tlie province wan forwarded to Tng-
land, nddre-fied 1 1 'Tier M st Fxee -

lent Maesty," settling forth In strong
teriius tlii' defects oi the then school
laws and the gii^vances that the Pr'^-

testant minority endured thereunder.
The petition .set forth that "Her Ma-
jesty's subjicts professLnu: the Protes-
tant faith" in tli" province were •'suh-

jected to serious disadvantages."'
Amongst tliese was "tlieir ii;il>i ity t. i

be taxed for the supp'irt of Ilonmn Pa-
tlinlic schoo's," a.nd "the dirficiilties

they experienced in establishinc: sep-
arate schools for thenifie'ves." It
statrd tliat the iaijury complained of

"hnd l>een the subject of frerpient com-
plaiint on tlie pnrt of the Protestant
p<^.pulatinn;" that it "had t"nd d to
discf)uragr the settlement '>f Protes-
tants in tlie province." that it " Ind
causrd many fami'lf'R to 'eave the
country." and yet that "no r^ni'^dr
'tan li-th"vto been cran^eil bv the !ir>cr-

ii^'ature" itli" od pnrMnm"n+).

The petitioners went on to rifer to
tlio proposed union of the provinces,
and declared that "under tlie i-on-^ti-

tutiron ... by which it was pro-
posed tliat cducatiion shou'd b-^ under
the control of the 'ocal legiwlri tares,
the Protestants of Lower Can-ida
became alarmed." They further re-
jiresented tli.it in order "to allay the
feeling thus genevaiiv rxi- ting, solemn
jiledges wvre ni;id' by members of *lie

trovfrnment ti at the pri'vanceg • ho Id
be redressed b<>fore confederation."'
Solemn plednes were tlioiigiit to mean
sonrethiimr in those days). Tlie p^'ti-

tioners drew ITer 'Maje>ty's attention
to tlie fnct tiiat a measure int!-oduce«l
into iiarlifimont to j.ive them redress
had been withdrawn, ''and unless pro-
visions to till- end can be introduced
into the Imperial .\ct of Confedera-
t'on, your menioi."U t- fear thatthe'r
eduicational rights will 1k' left to the
control rif the majority in the local


