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or Kuniau CatlioLic imiiority iu any
province where denominational HChoole
then exiHted. l^roviacial autonomy,
In the senjse in which it,' was recog-
nized in regard to other local ques-
tiouiJ, certainly was not regarded at
all In resp'ct 'to education. There
was no difficulty, I say, inl settling
the question as to the protection of
rights then enjoyed. The resolutions
adopted by the Intercolonial confer-
enci'K included the restrictive clause I

have m-^ntioned. and the parliament of

Canada promptly ratified it, notwith-
standing that it involved so great a
wiiTond r of the tlieory of provincial
autonomy.
The otlivr question, liow-

ever—one tliat was of interest to
the I'rotetitaiits of Quebec alcme

—

wati
destiiieil t<j he attended with no
littlc^ difficulty before it reached a
solution. The .safeguarding of tJie
existitig rights of Quert>ec I'rotestantst
^^a<s a boon so far as it wont, but
it by no mcaiiK met the demands. The
privileges they enjoyed in respect of
their Keparats *«c.hools under the ex-
i«tiug laws were, asj I have said,
w holly un*;atisfactory. Such aM they
were thew privileges had l)een grant-
ed by a parliament in ^^ hich I'rotes-
tant.s \\('re in a large majority; and
even from such a parliament they had
been I'or yoars demanding, and de-
manding in vain, a iK^tter law that
would plape the i'rotestant separate
schools on a proiXM' footing. Bu«.
now their etlucational intere*»t6 were
to l>i> placed under tlie control of a
French Catholic legislature. How Avere
thoy to secure from s^icii a legisla*
tur<» the larger rightK that they had
BO long demanded in vain, even from
a parliament controlled l)y Trotost-
ants? And if once obtained how
wore th(KS3 rights to Ix? protected
from violation by that legi« ature in
the future ? The position, as J have
said, was a critical one., and the
cry that res )UiKleti throughout Que-
i)ec found voice in the old Canadian
parliament, when the confederation
scheiae came to l)e discussed in ISOo.
The Protestant;^ of Quet)ec were at
that timo r<''pr?fiented l>y men of
greab distinction in public life. Sir
jolm RcKse, Sir Alexander Gait, L. H.
Holtoii, Chriistopher Diinkln and Sena-
tor 8atd)orn were amongst the num-
ber. Sir Alex. Gait was a memljer of
tlie government that introduced tlie

scheme. In ISOi at a public meetinp;
ill Oils provinc:', he liad aniioainced
that the government would, l)efore
the union took place, introduce and
pass through the old parliament, aii

act granting to tlie I'rotestants of
the province tlie reforms tliey de-

manded. Tlie oliject in having the

law perfected bf?fore the union was
as Mr. Laurlcr well expressed it, "be-

fore tlie scheme of confederation came
into oiieration to perfect the laws
w itli regard to s<>parate schools so

that the I'r.jtcstant majority would
be lieyond the caprice or ill will of the
local legislature." Beciiuse of the

limitation of its powers the legisla-

ture would never deprive them of

the powers them to lx> secured.

When parliament met in 18(li5 the

government was called upon tt> nmke
good tlie promise. Delay taking place

ill doing so, fe<'ling waxed hot on

tlie question. Mr. Holt(m, one of

tlie Lilx'ral leaders of Quel)ec, speak-

ing of tlie changes in .the system of

government, that were contemplated
in the union, said that "amongst the
I'rotestant population of Lower
Canada there was no feature of the
proposed changes which excited so

much alarm as tliis (lU'-stion.'' The
government was repeatedly pressed

to introduce the promised legislation

and repeatedly gave the assurance
that it would. Owing to oc-

currences that need not lie

now explakieil, it was found impos-
sible to do so, and the session closed

with the gnvernm;'nts und<'rtaking un-

fulfilled. Another session was to l>o

held, however, before the union would
be consumated; and (mce more tlie

government undertoolj that the pro-
niiwed amendments would, during the
following session. 1m> ])laced on the
statnt" book. The session of 1866
cam? and the law was introduced. B>-
fjius'S of occurrences agairu, th<at I

need not detail, the measure had to he
withdrawn, and the last opportunity
to grant the increased privilege- de-

mandel by tlie T'rote-t.int minority,
before entering tlie union, had gone.

The situation had now ix^come so
critical that Sir -Mex. Gait, having
failed to get juistice for tho I'rotes-

tants of mIk jn'ovince, and to place
their rights iH'Vfmd the pow<'r of the
provincial legislature to Jake away,
sent in his re.'^ignation as a minister.
Sir John Macdonald, fearful lest thp
agitation would block the scheme of

union, pleaded with the Protestants
of Quel>ec to tru<t to the fair minded-
ness of the Fii-encli Catholic majority
in their own legisiatiire to do them
justice. "The niinority in each sec-
tion," said he, "would have to tlirow
themselves on tin' justice and genero-;-

ity of the majority.'* But Sir John's
assurances failed to assure. TlieQuo-
l>ec Protestants were not satisfied to
trust tli,eir privileges to the protec-
tion of a Catholic legislature. As Mr.
Laurier again stated it; "The Pro-
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