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the previous question was more necessary
than it was in this case.

Mr-. PUGSLEY: I answer my hon. friend
courteously and I say that in my judgment
it was entirely unnecessary and entirely
unjusifsab1e.

Mr. MEIGHEN: My hion. friend did not
answer the question at ail. I asked him
to devise in the amplitude of his ingenuity
any possible case 'wheare the previous ques-
tion could be necessary if it was not neces-
sary here, and aiso to devise any possible
event or any possible contingency thatimight
have been in the mind of his lion. leader
when hie inserted rule 17 in the formn in
which it now stiands in the rules, if it was
not just to cover such a case as this.

Mr-. PUGSLEY: I will answer my hion.
friend again. The previous. question was
invented for the purpose of avoiding a de-
cision on the main motion, neyer for such a
purpose as thait for which it was applied.

Mr. MEIGHREN: My hion. friend has now
elevated himself into the position of a re-
viewer of Six- Thomnas Erskine May. Sir
Thomas Erskine May says that the purpose
of the pirevious question in England is two-
foid-he is discussing conditions in Eng-
Iand-first of ail to avoid the decision on
the main question and next to prevent
amendments. 1 rend .it no latex- than this
forenoon. In England, what is the pre-
vious question? N<ot that the question be
now put, but that the question be not now
put, and that is the reason that in England
it has the two-foid purpose. In Canada, the
previous question takes the form that the
question be now put, so that ita clear pur-
pose is only to prevent amendments. That
at ail events was the only purpose in this
case. In what possible circumstance could
mile 17, which on the 9th of July the right
hon. leader of the Opposition took under
his eye and said: It does not suit me in its
present form, because it is debatable; 1
want it not debatable and I emend it and
put At in that f orm-in what possible cir-
cumstances could it be used except in just
sucli a contingency as it was usied in last
week? Is iA an advanitage that the hion.
inembe- for North Ontaio (Mr. Sharpe)
should speak before the hon. meier for
Carleton (Mr. Carvelil) under ordinary
circumstances? Why, no; as every one
kniows, if the.re is an advantage to one
speaker in this flouse over another, it is
the advantage o! coming after him, flot of.
ooming before hinm. So tihat, the only imag-
inary contingency where there couid be any
practical use o! rule 17 is just such an
event as ccurred last week 'when it had to
be exercised in order that the previous
question m.ight be moved and this resolu.

tion rescued from the turmoil o! indefinite
and interminable obstruction.

The hon. member for South Wellington,
who, I presume, in terror of the operation
of these mules bas taken refuge somewheme
outside the flouse, conjured up the very
destruction of Gonfedemation by the extreme
exercise of these rules. Inasmuch as hie
said that could be done-although it could
not be done-inasrnuch as there was
possi'ble, ho saàd, the disbandmnent o!
our army, the destruction of the tran-
scontinental, the taxation to death of
our ba.nks, &c., therefore we should
shrink f romn this position, because we wili
be under turmoil and mob mule as soon as it
goes into force. I should like to direct the
attention o! the hon. member for South
Wellington to the real condition in this
country at the present moment, and I will
show hlm under no less an autbority than
Bagehot in bis womk on the English consti-
tution that at the present time there rests
in the Crown just such awfui authority as
he is af raid to vest in the Parliament of this
country. Wbat le it? After reciting what
may be done, Bagehot saye:

Recent discussions have also brought into
curions prominence an.other p art of the coni-
stitution. I said in this book that it would
very much surprise people if they were only
told kow many thinRe the Qneen could do
without consuiting Parliament, and it cen-
tainly has se pnoved, for when the Queen
aboliehed Purchase in the army b y an Act
of prenogative (aifter 'the Lords had nejected
the bill for doing se), ithene was a great and
general astonishment.

But this is nothing te çrhat the Queen eau
by iaw do without consulting Panliament.
Net to mention other thîngs, she cou'ld dis-
band the army (by law she can engage more
than a certain numube- of =en, but she is
not obliged, to engage any men)- she could
dismies aHl the officens, froma the Genenal
Cenmmding-in-Chief downwands; she could
dismies ail 4he sailoirs too; she oould "eX off
ail our shipo of wa-

Even, S i, the Niobe and the Rainbow.
-and ail oun naval stores; she could make a
peace by the sacrifice o! (Jorn*ail and begin
a wan -for the conqueet of Brittany. She
could make every citizen in the United
Kingdomn, maie or f emale, a Peen; ase oould
maeke every panish in the United Kingdom a
univesity'; ohe could dismis mot of the

civil servante; she couid pardon ail offenders.
That is what the Queen, or tbe King now,

Is empowered to do unden the constitution
of thig country.

Mr. PUGSLEY: Hie wouid not like to en-
deavour to do it.

Mr. MEIGHEN: No, nom would any
sensible government. This is a case, this
detemmined obstruction of hon, gentlemen
opposite, wbere it is excellent to have the
strength of a giant. tbough it may be ty-
rannous to use it like a giant. Now, hon.
gentlemen opposite are very muchl


