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Hon. Mr. CLORAN-And 1 amn givizig ra-
sons why we should flot go into committee.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The question
arises whaVher ive are to traverse the Bill
over again and discuss the princiiple, as
bias been done since I moved the motion.
I raie that -point of ooeder.

Hoon. Mr. CLORAN-The point of order le
thait what I arn saying isnot germane?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--No.

Hon. Mr. 'CLORAN-I arn talking to pre-
vent the BiU from going into commi'ttee,
and il I were the leader of the Opposition
1 vou'ld not al'low it to go into oommittee.
I would kill it on thé spot.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Theni move your
motion. I eubmit there is no motion be-
fore the Chair except to go in-to cornmittee.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-W-hy did not the
Speaker rule eut the hion. senator lrom To-
ronto. Why did hie not ride out his friend
from New Brunswick. What is the matter
~wit.h -the point of order? It je directed
against nie alore. Ain I to Ïho singled eut
by any hlon. senator, from Calgary or other-
wisep

The SPEAKER-Order.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. If hion. gentlemen on the
other aide of 'the House -choose te continue
the discussion of the principle of -the Bill
aiter the second reading '.as passed, why,
I amn content, but I arn going to perforrn
my duty by raising the question of order
as to whether the discussion of the prin-
ciple is in order at this tirne.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-Why did you flot do
it with tihe senator from Toronto?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The Bill has
'been read the second time; the Bouse lias
'been cornmitted to the principle of the Bill;
I therefore object to any discussion taking
place upon the principle.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-I do not dispute the
lion. gentleia-n's riglit to raise the objec-
t.ion, but why did lie net raise it when the
lion. senator -fromn Toronto was speakingP

The SPEAKER-Order.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN: That is the point:
arn 1 going to be singled «out? Why didn't
you raise that point of order before?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That is not the
point. The point is there is a motion to
go into cornmittee, and in that motion the
principle of the Bill cannot be discussed.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-That shows the ani-
mus of t-he whole business. The motion was
agreed to and the House went into tom-
mîttee o! the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)
On clause 2--distribution of ballot papers:

Hon. Mr. ROCHE-Last evening I ad-
dressed to the learned leader o! the Govern-
ment a very innocent question. I asked
him how rneny of the Royal Canadian Regi-
ment were in Bermuda, and my hion. friend
was not so explicit as hie is on other occa-
sions, because lie told us lie did not know.
I know something about the troops in Ber-
muda. I listened very. attentively to the
rernarks made by my hon. friend from
Acadia (Éon. Mr. Poirier), and I think that
the adoption of the views and the senti-
inents which lie hias propounded would lie
niost destructive te the independence of the
Senate. The doctrine of passive obedience
in the state lias neyer been accepted. I do
not think that wc would lie justified for our
attendance here, or our positions as ineru-
bers of the Sen4te, to give adlhesion to any
sucli sentiments, thât because sucli legisha-
tion lias been passed in the House of Gom-
mons, even if it does affect only the repre-
sentation of the Houe of Gommons, it is
not an object of interest or should not be a
subject of sohicitude for the members of the
Senate. a co-ordinate body, and by theory
and by practice equally înterested in the
proper representation in the House of Coin.
mons and in the Seniate withi any meniber
of the House of Gommions or aniy citizen
without representative capacity.

Several lion. MEMBERS-Hear, hiear.

Hon. Mr. ROCHE-There is no pret-ident
for a Bill of this kind enfranchîsing the
armhy, that I know of; it lias always beeti
avoided as a niost dangerous action to aive
votes to the British Arniy ini England. There
is a precedent for it, and that was in the
time o! George III, wlien thiere was a con-
troverted election and lie enfranchised a
hundred or more of the Guards and sent
thieni into the bailiwick o! Westminster to
vote aginst the popular candidate, and re-
warded thern for the service by giving them
a guinea apiece. Is that the kiiud of pre-
cedent we are to hiave for a Bill like thi§?
My objection te this clause of the Bill, and
1 wish to confine îny reînarks to this clause,
is as to its operation. These ballots are to
be sent to the commnanding officer in Ber-
muda, and wherever British forces may be
.to whichi a Canadian contingent is attached.


