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introduced into a British Act of Purliji-
mont the power given to a foreign poten-
tate, t(» negative or aftirin legislatiiju.
Now, we are taugltt again and again that
the right of assentiuL' to or dissunting
from an Act of Parliament is a light so
peculiar to the prerogative of the Crown
that the sovereign herself cannot, delegate.
It i3(iuite true that the (governor (General
is given the right to assent to or dissent
from Acts of Parliament ; so are the
Lieutenant Governors of the different
Provinces

; through them the Sovereign
acts, not in jmypria persona, but by them,
they by suppcjsition in the i)erson of the
Sovereign, for whom they speak ; but
they have not the right to delegate that
power to anybody else. "Delagata est
non potest delegare" is a maxim especially
aplicable to the Lieutenant Governors of
the Provinces in cases of this kind. Now,
to show that my contention is well found-
ed, I want to refer to the Statutes, and
thereby prove my contention by legisla-
tion. First, I will refer to the Statute of
1 Elizabeth, chai)ter 1, which has already
been referred to, and clause 16 of which
reads as follows :

—

"That no foreign prince, person, prelate,
state or potentate, spiritual or temporal,
shall at any Lime after the last day of this
bession of PprJlament, use, enjoy or exer-
cise any manner of power, jurisdiction,
superiority, authority, pre-eminence, or
privdege spiritual or ecclesiastical within
this realm or within any other of your
Majesty's dominions or countries that now
he, or hereafter shall be, but from',thence-
forth the same shall lie clearly abolished
out of this realm, and all other Your High-
ness dounnions forever. Any statute, or-
dinance' custom, constitution or any other
matter or cause whatsoever to the con-
trary in any wise notwithstanding."
The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Ry-
kert), although he referred to that statute,
did not for <me moinent contend that it
was not in force in this country ; but it
has been said that because it is an old
statutt, therefore it is not aj)plicable.
Well, I want to read from the Treaty of
Paris, and I will read only those portions
which bear on my argument. His Britan-
nic Majesty engaged :

—

'; To grant the liberty of the Catholic re-
i

!i-!0!, t.> the udiabitantS of Canada; and lo

«ive precise and effectual orders that hisnew Roman Catholic subjects might pro-
fess the worship of their religion accorfTintr
to the rites of the Romish Church, ah kauAH THK l,AWa OF GREAT BRITAIN I'K"-
MITTJClJ."

T^ want to emphasize these last words,
"as FAR AK THE LAWS OF (iREAT BRITAIN
I'KRMiTTEu," because at the time of the
inakmg of that Treaty of Paris this Statute
of LJiZiiboth was in force, so that the treaty
did not negative the existence of that
statute in this country, but on the contrary
perpetuated it. Now, the hon. member
for Lincoln said that there was a distinct-
ion between His Holiness the Poi)e as a
foreign potentate, and as the head of the
church. I grant you that; but does any-
one mean t^^ say that the Statute of Eliza-
beih 18 iKjt directed, as all the statutes of
Elizabeth were, to His Holiness the Pope?
No one can argue t.) the contrary, if he is
possessed of the least atom of historical
knowledge. Every one of the penal Stat-
utes of Elizabeth were pointedly directed
to his Holiness the Pope, and, therefore,
the Treaty of Paris did not discontinue
the Statute of Elizabeth or prevent its
application to this country. If we want
any further legislative authority, let us
look at the Quebec Act of 1774, the 5th
section of which reads as follows:

"And for the more perfect se^ arity and
ease of the minds of the inhabitants of the
said Province, it is hereby declared that
His Majesty s subjects professing the re-
ligion of the Church of Rome at and in the
said Province of Quebec may have, h»Jdand enjoy the free exercise of the reliKion
of the Church of Rome, subject to theKings snpremacy, declared and estab-
lished by an Act, made in tho
hnst year of the reign of Queen
Elizabeth over all the dominions
and countries which then did or hereafter
should belong to the Imperial Crown of the
realm, and that the clergy of the said
church may hold, receive and enjoy their
aocu8t<)med dues and rights with respect
to such persons only as shall profess the
said religion

There W3 have, first of all, the Statute of
1 Elizabeth positively, in a legislative way,
disapproving ui the Pope in any way ex-
ercising a jurisdiction; then we have the
Treaty of Paris coining after that, not
preventing tho operation of that Statute;
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