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of deciding whether the political course of their Govero-
ment is what it should be. They are the proper parties, and
they alone. It is not to the hoa. gentlemen on the Trea-
sury bonches, but it is to the elactors that the Lneal Loagis
latares are responsible for their acts within constitutional
limits ; and while they keep themselves within those con-
stitutional limits, I hold that wo have not, a~cording to the
spirit of our Constitution, 8 whit more right to interfere—
to use this prerogative for the purpose of dis-allowing their
acts—than we would have to interfere with the acts of the
Legislature of the State of New York. They area distinct
political entity for all the purposes for whaich exclasive
power is given to them ; they are constitutionally beyond
the control of this Government and this Parliameat;
if they have acted wisely, their own electors will
sustain them; if, in the judgment of the electors, they
have acted unwisely, they will condemn them, ani
will send to Parliament representatives who will repeal
the law. By tbe judsment of their own masters they must
stand or fall. But, Sir, it was hinted by the hon, member
for North Simcoo, that these people weres not fit to be
trusted fully, and, therofore, this meddlesome oversight
i8 necessary. 1f you take that position, your whole
system of government is at an end. That aystem is based
on the theory that the people of ea:h Province are fit
to bo trusted, that they are competent, and that if the Gov-
ernment do wrong. the people will set them right., I see
statemerts in the press and elsewhers, that this Govern.
ment onght {0 exer:ise this power of disallowance. Have
we & bencficent power given to the Government hero,
by which they may act absolutely anl upsn the theory
that they never err, that the ILocal Legzislatures are
not to be trusted, and that this power isto be frequently
exercisod, in order to keep them right? What would we
gay in this House, if the Imperial Government wore to in-
terfere on any question wholly within the purview of our
authority ? Woull we rubmit to that interference? You
would have the whole country arousel; you would have it
declared, that we would not submit to the meddlesome intor-
terence of Downing strect; you would have theold question
about parliamentary governmen* revived again. Ieay, that
what would be improyer to be done by the Imperial Parlia-
ment against us would be ireproper to ba done by usugainst
the Liocal Legislatures. Now, we rever can proceed upon the
assumption that this Parliament i3 wiser, in matters within
tho purview of the Local Legislatures, than the Local
Legislature or the Local Government are, The assumption
in our Constitution is that authority is vested in those who
are most competont {0 exercise it. Certain goneral matters
are entrusted to us, bocuuze it was believed—in the public
interest—that wo could do botter {for the whole community
than each section of the commui.ity could do for itself. It
is upon that ground that the Union is established ; but it is
also assumed, in the reservation of certain powers to the
Local Legislatures, that they are the most competent to
discharge the duties connected with those powers. Ifthey
are the most competernt, npon what ground can we inter-
fere? What right would we have to interfere? Why, the
very ground on which interference is asked in this case
would, if it had been put forward when the Constitu-
tion was framed, havo been sufficient to have kept the
Province of Quebec out of the Union, Are you going to
entrap them into a union by a form of constitution which
seemingly gives them exclusive control over certainsu' jects,
and thoen, atter they have b:come members of the uuion,

exercise a meddlesome overright over their domestic affairs ?
That is what is proposed. I say that is an improper thing,

and I repeat that you never can safely uniertuke, even
where a Local Lesislature goes wrong, to correct their
errors, in~teud of leaving the correztion of those mistakes

to the electors where it constitutionally belongs. Now let
 time, to interfere in a way detrimental to the rights of

me call your attention to a precedent or two on this subject.

Mr. MiLns (Bothweli).

When this question was raised in connection with tho New
Branswick Schoo! Bill, Lord Carnarvoan said :

¢ That the Oonstitation of Janada does not contemplate any inters
ference with provincial legistation, on a subject within the competence o
the Liocal Legisiature, by the Dominion Parliament, or, as a consequence,
by the Dominion Government.”’
There is the limit Lord Carnarvon sets for that authority to
disallow. He asks: Is the question one competent for
the Liocal Legislature todeal with ? If itis, your jurisdiction
is excluded, your right to interfere is excluded. The Act
may be unwise, but that is for them to judge, and not for
you, You are not msade a sort of second body to represent
the people of a particular Province in provincial matters,
In that same case, the law officers of the Crown, Sir J. D.
Coleridge, the present Lnrd Chief Justice, and Sir George
Jessell, afterwards the Master of the Rolls, one of the most
distinguished judges of this century, said:

“Of ecourse it is quite possible that tha new statuts of the Province
may work in practice unfavirably to this or that denomination, and,
therefore. to the Roman Oathdlica but we did not think that such a
state of thiags is enough to briag into operation or restrict ths powor of
appeal to the Governor General.”

Now, here was an Act which, he said, might work un-
fairly and injare a particular class of the people who were
complaining, but with which, as it was within the exclusive
jurisdiction of the Province, although injastice might be
worked, it was not the business of the federal authority to
interfers, That is the doctrine olearly laid dowa in this
cass. In 1875, when the then hon, membar for Terrebonue
(Mr. Masson) troaght this matter before the Hounse, we re-
iused to comply with his wishes, we refused to seek to s3t
aside the provincial legislation upoa the subject; and when
Bishop Maclatyre, of Prince Edward Island, asked the Gov-
ernment of my hon. friend from Kast York (Mr, Mackenzie)
to disallow the School Bill of that Province, which, he
complained, was unfair to his people, we refused to in-
werfere because we believed the matter to be wholly with-
in the jurisdiction of the Lagislatare and Government of
Prince Edward Island, What we then declined to co for the
Roman Catholies we now decline to do against them, We
are acting consistently ; wo are geeking to uphold on this,
as on thuat occasion, the principle of provincial rights,
‘The First Minister, in discussing the report on the School
Biill of New Brunswick, laid down this proposition, that
thore were only two cases, in his opinion, in which the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion was justified in advising the
disallowance of a local Act. The first was that the Act
was unconstitutional and ultra vires, and the second, that it
was injurious to the interests of the whole Dominion. Now,
there 18 no doubt whatever about the soundness of the hon,
gentleman’s first proposition, and there is no doubt about
the sounduess of the second proposition, if there is no pos-
gibility of disputing the facts. The Government of the
Dominion could not act, and they wonld have been guilty
of & violent broach of the constitution if, becanse they held
a different opinion from the Liooal Legislature, they should set
up their jadgment against the solemn decision of the Province
in & matter entirely within the control of that Province.
That was the position of the hon. gentleman on that im-
portant question, and with that position we never quarrelled;
to the principle laid down on that occasion we unre-
servedly subscribed, and to that we have ever since adhered.
Let us look for & moment at the federal principle. If the Gov-
ernment were completely fedoral, there would be no power of
disailowance, and I have always bsea of opinion that the
power to disallow was an unfortunate provision of oar
Constitution, I have always beer of opinion that it
would have been, on the whole, very much better to have
left the quostiorn, as in the neighboring republic, entirely
to the courts, rather than take the risk of the pressure
which may be brought on an Administration, from time to



