
legislate on the same subject. There is. there-torv. no siKh incon.mstency as vas suggest"
I am just. .18 ruaily to take uiy lewil uu-thori.y ou thi.s qu. «tioii fio.u Lord Hermliel

or fh!:T. ^'""jf\«" »« fo'" Mr. llaultaiiior tilt,' loader of tlic opposition.
-N"«. Mr. Speaker, education i.s uot tbeouly .sul,je,t «|.o.i wliieli federal aud pro-

lu a wh le. The i)rovIiKe3 have the ex-

I'll .'xeii Uay we are i.asslu« laws here iu
•elation to railways and iu relation to bauli-
lii« and eoiuuieree whieh interfere with the
I.rovnieial powers. Where are these up-
Lolders of i.roviuclal rights ? A province in
this tair Donjinion, some three or four years
a?;o. passed laws in relation to laboiir bvwinch It endeavoured to exclude a certain
(lass of people from their territorv. The
fitleral government disallowed that "law b >-

cause It was against the interest of the
British governtiieiit. Where were the apos-
ties of provincial rights then ? If i may say
it, I was the <nly man to stand up in this
House and proclaim that the province of
British Columbia had a right to exclude
-Asiatic labour. Those gentlemen who seem
to be so sincere when they claim that pro-
vincial rights should be the basis of our
constitution, should not do as was done in
the I'liited States when stat-^ rights were
invoked by men who wanted to retain on the
fair fiag of the United States the abomin-
able stain of slavery. I say to these gen-
tlemen in tMs House who act thtis that if
they want to have peace and harmony In
this country

; if they desire that every
citizen of Canada shall feel that Canada is
his country, then let not these gentlemen
come here and speak of provincial rights
If their object is to make provincial rights
an instrument of tyranny and injustice.
Mr. Haultain, in his letter to the Prime

Minister, has admitted frankly that section
03 applied evidently to the .Northwest Ter-
ritories—in fact, that the moment the North-
west Territories became a province, that
section applied mechanically from the day
they were admitted into confederation, that
IS, in the month of July, 1870. Here again
I find Shelter for my dissent from the opin-
ion of Mr. Haultain in the opinion of an-
other man learned in the law— I mean Lord
Watson, of the Privy Council. When the >

argument in the Manitoba case was pro-
ceeding before the Privy Council. Lord
Watson interrupted yfr. Cozens Hardv, one
of the counsels In that case, and what did
he say about the very clause so frequently
discussed in this House—clause 146, which

'•

authorizes the federal government to admit
into the union the Northwest Territories i

and to carve provinces out of them ? He
said :

were within fh
°."'" P'-ovlnces came In they

TrimH 1,^ ,K,
""^ '""^ °' "='">' 93. but I quiteadmit, la this ease, the terms upon which Alanl-

;v"thp"n'
'"'," '^^ '•''!"'"'"' were settled

.oMll nn?"??'"'""
Pa'-'iamint. oth.rwise they

nrlvci
h'lvP ex.mpteJ Manitoba from theprovisions of section 93.

We have hen; the opinion of Lord Wat-
sou that the federal i)arliameui acted wilh-
111 Its jurisdiction when it exempted Mani-
toba Iroin all the iiruvisions of section t'3
that IS, when it claimed lor Manitoba the
rights under section lil' of tlie .Manitoim \ct
as oiiposed to section U3 of the British North
-Vmerica Act which dei)arted materially
from it. Tlierefore we have here the dis-
sent of L<.rd Watson from the ofiinion laid
•lown by .Mr. Haultain and the leader of
the o|ipositiou that we must accept .sectiea
!ta without niodiUcation as ai)plicable to

:
these provinces.

But. Sir. I sujipcse that when the North-
west Territories were admitted into con-
federation, the Cauailian i)ar!iaiiient meant
ivhat It said. I take also for granted thatwhen the Imperial Order in Council was
adopted, the Imperial government knew
what it did. I'pon what terms were those
r-rritories admitted ? I will again read
section H(! to show the point I want to
mnkr. Tlmt section says :

It shall be lawful for the Queen, by and with
the advice of Hor Majesty's ^fost Honourable
Privy Council, on addresses from the Houses
nf parliament of Canada, and from the Houses
of the rpsppctive leerlslatures of the colonies
or provinces of Newfoundland. Prince Edward
Island and British Columbia, to admit those
colonies or provinces, or any of them, Into the
union, and on address from the houses of the
parliament of Canada to admit Rupert's Land
and the Northwestern Territory, or either of
them, into the union, on such terms and con-
ditions In each case as are In the addresses
expressed and as the Queen thinks fit to ap-
prove, subject to the provisions of this Act ;and the provisions of any Order In Council In
that behalf shall have effect as If they had
been enacted by the parliament of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.

Moreover, what were the terms of the
address that was voted by the federal par-
liament ou the 12th of December, 1807, to
admit Rupert's Land and the Northwest
Territories? I will just read the two para-
graphs which are of interest :

That the welfare of a sparse and widely
scattered population of British subjects of
European origin, already inhabiting these re-
mote and unorganized Territories would be
materially enhanced by the formation therein
of political ii:stlt tions

—and I ask the Flouse to weigh these
words :

The Imperial legislature In the /ct of 1867
left niches to be flUed by other provlrces. As

—bearing analogy, as far as circumstances will
admit, to those which exist in the several pro-
vinces of this Dominion.
That we do therefore most humbly pray, thatYour Majesty will be graciously pleased by

and with the advice of Your Most Honourable


