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anything, you are the minority, and we are -
the majority, and we need not trouble our-
selves for all that.” Does it not seem,
rather, that the smaller the minority the
more appropriate is the law, the smaller
the minority the more cogent isthe law, the
more necessity of it must appear, the greater
is the obligation of adhering strictly to the
constitution? The smaller the minority,
{the more should the majority show their
| generosity in allowing their fellow-citizens
"to enjoy the rights which they had heen
jtold by that very majority they would
have for all time to come. I am sure that
the doctrine would not he applied to the
minority of the province of Quebec. I am
at present referring to something existing in
the province of Quebec, which I think is an
instance that presents about the same
feature as our privileges in the west. Apart
from the protection that every Protestant in
Quebec demanded at the time of confedera-
tion, they required some further protection.
They asked that a certain number of coun-
ties be re-erved for them, and that those
counties should not be changed only under
certain circumstances. The majority in
those counties were English Protestants.
There are thirteen counties in that position.
Since that, however, the complexion of the

-imajority has changed, and the population
-lhas also increased. Should now that in-

crease in population be a good reason to do
away with the protection that was then pro-
mised—to do away with the agreement that
was entered into by the province of Quebec,
that was entered into in connection with all
these thirteen counties ? I do not think that
such a contention could be sustained.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Could the Do-

minion government interfere in that !

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS.—It could only be
done by Tmperial Act.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—There is some-
thing astounding about the doctrine of the
hon. gentleman. True, he says, there was an
agreement and that agreement has been
embodied in the constitution. That agree-
ment has been relied upon by a large section
of the people, that agreement has been
ratified by the province itself at various
times, that agreement bears the seal of Her




