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ernment, and setting forth that a certain a verbal argument to show the absurdity of
group shall be defined legal powers, ani a the contention of the hon. member for Both-
certain other group imdellned powe'-s, are ail well. In section 34, I read that the Governor
legal powers, and not constituent povers. may from time to time, by instrument under
I could agree with his argument if it was the Great Seal of Canada, appoint a senator
that the sixteen subsections of section 99 to be Speaker of the Senate. The moment
covered co-ordinate powers, and the lion. you undertake to construe that Act in a
gentleman will agree that, in a g-cneral way, hard and literal fashion you find yourself
those terms which charaeterize grotup 91 face to face with many difficulties. If the
nay be used to characterize group 92. I ion. gentleman were to press me with a
thinik. to draw a Une between section 91 and technical difficulty, I could raise another one
section 92 is simply to go back to the powers that would place him in a most difficult posi-
which we have in obl Canala. If ilt- ri:ll tion. There is a clause stating that the
that the powers given Parlianx ant in seetron Speaker shall preside at all meetings of the
'11 are co-ordinate with tIl se in section 92. House of Comnmons-which would go to show
-then it is lear thlat one of the powers iii that the Speaker was an essential part of th
section 92 is. beyond all doulbt. not a legal ouse of Conions. There IS no0scli
power, but ritier L coif ti'tet power, for
the r':ison th: section 92. Sein 1K. ays if you press the litera
that among the provincial pwvers set rortnphrases aîd interpretations you are dr!ven
in that group. the province shall have power; te most absurd lengths. Take another sec-
to iake amendments, fromn time to time, don of the Act, section 6..h will b, re-
to the Constitution, except as regards the!niemberet that in the fauous Ietellier case
ollie of i 4mteu:&lit('ovi.1rnor . WeIl, ihii. Ite point %vas itken ta:the Lieute..'înt-
if. uncer the coMmo awtoher pSwpkrsearvof a rwNas an e apat ly hIe
in general terrns, the saine,)r neariy tht, (iovernor, whie cis dismissa eould oly o
saille. as the local powers, tl!o provi,3îcu tre made byrthe Governor-Genera inh ouneil.
not legal but constituent. -Si-ely if there as eVeraintitluesis it uI de

be that the appointing power was not the sectheMrovinces e(B .ow he o'tion of he Acattcoulddismiss. But every one bows

sthe. prioces 1re67.nT1r'3 O. .( lbthat the law officers of the Crown admitted
sttue1pio(o Ss le mbered that the words in the first section were

that time possessed b this Pariinent have Govepnor-Genera a tCounil, and that they
been creaed by compact. Lhe powers shouldahoreeadichsanie iitlat regard
possesser I)ytris Paiamnt. as Lord Car- as were the wrds Governor-General. I o-
narvoni .a re the resuthof treatyparos that these sections towhicrie1Irefer
ther'fore. canoth lexariet. for -they re heare 58and 59. The lion. member for Both-
rcsult oie were onteredi into htween wcil says this is an interference with the
the tiferent to18Gincs. prerogative. In my ju(lginent it does not in

a tiELDON. It tiay be that those any ay affect the prerogative. If Iknow
phrases have been usel by some of the pner- the meaning of prerogative it is the common
pofs e by thise PdaliaIent. BLt Cv awrp-wer ef the Queen or Executive in any
witiio id .aedte ofthet o . aeind.r country. We do not propose ho interfere with
for Bothwell, and other legal gentlemen, that power in any event, but with the power
me bers of this bevise. that -his queston given under a statute. and there 1 ail the
las arise in aopealcaene (1an speciay difference in the word beteen a. pre-

th different provinces. hold

speake f a case that s y ardbefore mem- gte ûoe wh the r
rJudicia (on itich rfihe rivBConcil. i t comon iaw and an execuhive

froni Now Br nsief. ex pa rtc Renaed. in power which the Crwn exercises which
which it was distitely laid dol g lthatur is clearly and fmenfinedinthe terms
Constitultion could not he- so iuiterpreted. of an Act. lun his view no interference
Take the Act as appying to New Bruns- is proposed with the prerogative. It must be

k One f our leadn e Br k remembered that the Governr-General

from~~~~ NN rnwce at e naudiil, i

lawyers took thîe .round that the courts this country represents the Queen,.and is the
could not construe inua liberal and free man- guardian of the royal prerogative. It is his
ner the terms of the Act as they could those duty ho guard that prerogative, and if he
of a treaty, and their Lordships answered censidered an Act invaded that prerogative
that a statute like the British North America he wouid withhold his sanction, and the Act
Act could be construed the samie as any wouid not become law, unless the Imperlîl
ohier Act. The hon. gentleman is wcmng authorihies superseded bis action. Se it
when he says that the provinces, before the Canlot be said that this measure lu
Union were provided with statu tory powers. any way interferes with the prerogative.
That is not true with respect to New Bruns- And if it does s, ides s by teConsent
wick. and it is also not true with regard to or authority of the Crowu which is a party
the province of Nova Scotia. You carmot te the Act-not ouly the Gevernor-Generai,
find those powers in the statute or nl thebu a te ue he t.làw
Governor's commission except in a vague Sekr hn'Imgtstdw ihta
aud crude form, and I wish here te say thatstem tadsyne orbtIwlad
that statement is net correct. I could make eewr.l yJdmn.yncno

Goerorofaprvme asapontd y.h
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