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shall be construed as though reference therein
to the legisiature of a British possession did
flot include reference to the parliament of a
dominion.

W'i-thouit prejudice to the generality of the
foregoing proviaions of this act section four
of the Colonial Courts of Admiralty Act,' 1890
(%whieh requires certain Iaws to be reserved for
the signification of His Majesty's pleasure or
to contain a suspendting clause), and so much
of section seven of that act as requires thae
approval of His Majesty in council to, any
rules of court for regulating the practice and
procedure of a colonial court of admirýalty,
shall cease to have effeet in any dominion as
fromn the commencement of this act.

(1) Nothing in tlîis act shall be deemed to
apply to the repeal, amendment or alteration
of the British North America Acte, 1867 to 1930,
or any order, rule or regulation made there-
under.

(2) The powers conferred by this act upon
the parliament of Canada o-r upon the legis-
latures of the provihces shail be restricted to
the enactmnent of laws in relation to matters
wijthin the competence of the parliament of
Canada or of any of the legisiatuires of the
provinces respctively.

(3) The provisions of section of this
act sh-ah extend to laws made by any of the
provinces of Canada and to the powers of the
legislatures of such provinces.

(A nurnibo-r to be inserted corresponding tbo
the section number of the second clause set
forth in the schedule, Imperial conference, 1930,
summary of proceedings, page 19.)

Notw.ithstanding anything i the Initerpreta-
tion Act, 1889, the expression "colony" shah
not, in any art of the parliament cf the United
Kingdom passed after the commencement of
this act, include a dominion or any province or
state forming part of a dominion.

AhI of which we humbly priay You.r Majesty
mnay take into your favourable and gracious
consideration.

H1e said: In moving the motion that stands
in my name for the adoption of a humble
address to His Majesty the King in order that
there may be passed a statute of the Imperial
parliament to be known as the s1tatute of
Westminster, 1 do so with the utmnost pleasure
because I realize that it is the culmination of
the long, long effort that has been made since
we were a colony, to become the self-govern-
ing dominion that we now are.

The proposed sta*tute might be considered
fromn many angles, 'but I shall consider it fromn
only tbree and 1 shaîl make my observations
upon it as brief as possible. It inay be con-
sidered first from the standpoint of what
transpired at the Imperial conference in 1926,
second, from the standpoint of what trans-
pired at the conference on the operation of
dominion legislation in 1929 and, lastly, from
the standpoint of what transpired at the Im-
peril conference in 1930. 1 would not take so

muoh time to deal with anime phases of this
matter were it flot for the desirability of pise-
ing upon the record a very short historicai
sketch of the varions steps that have been
taken in order that this motion might now be
made in this Huse of Comimons. It will be
recalled that the report of the Imperial con-
ference of 1926 contained these wordis:

They-

That is, Great Britain and the dominions.
-are autonomnous communities within the
British Empire, equal in status, in ne way
subordinate one to another in any aspect of
their domestic or external affairs, thougli
united by a common allegiance to the crown, and
freely associated as members of the British
rommonwealth of nations.

It is hardly necessary for me at this late
date to say that that was not a correct state-
ment legalýly of the then position and that
technically At could flot be supported. It was
rather -the expression cf a hope than the state-
ment cf a fact. It therefore became neceas.ary,
if the hiopes expressed were to be realized,
that legisiation should be passed, not only
by the Imperial parliament itself but by the
legisl'atures of the overseas dominions. In
other words, Vhere must be an expression of
a desire, coupled with action by the Imperial
parliament. In order that that might be
donc with at least some semblance of regard
to legal technicahties, there was set up a cern-
mittee to deal with the operation cf dominion
legislation. Tha't committee met in London.
My hion. friend the ex-Minister of Justice
(Mr. Lapointe) was one of the members cf it.
The duties cf that committee I think it is
worth while stating to the boeuse. They were
as follows:

To inquire into, report upon and make recoin-
mendations cnice.rnîng:

1. Existing statutory provisions requiring
reservation cf dominion legislation for the
assent cf bis Majesty or authorizing the
diîsallowance cf such legislation.

2. (a) The present position as to the cein-
petence cf dominion parliaments to give their
legislation extra-territorial operations.

ib) The practicability and most convenient
method of giving effect to the principle that
each dominion parliament should have power
te give extra-territorial operation to its legis-
lation in aIl cases where such power is ancillary
te provision for the peace, order and good
government of the dominion.

3. The principles embodied in or underlyingthe Colonial Laws Validity Act, 1865, andythe.
extent te which any provisions cf that act
ought te, be repealed, amended, or modified in
the light cf existing eain between the
varicus mnembers cf the British commonwealth
of nations as described in thîs report.

That, it will be obvious, referred te the re-
port of the conference of 1926. The con-
ference on the operation cf dominion laws


