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in them by these orders in couneil. Clearly,
Mr. Speaker, the amendment is couched in
terms of opposition ta the principie of the bil
within the terme stated ini Beauchesne.

As to the other point taken by the minister,
he bas drawn attention to some similarity in
the amendment introduced by his leader, the
present Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King)
in 1934, on this other measure. I wish ta urge
upon you, Mr. Speaker, that the measure on
the amendments ta which you are being called
upon to pans your judgment, in a measure
that is without precedent in this house. Hon.
members opposite referred ta the measure that
bas corne closent ta it, in the legisiation of
1931 and 1932, resolutione buiking two mens-
ures together-just two-unempioyment relief
and certain forme of agriculturai assistance.
I submit that is quite a different kind of
situation from the bill now hefore the house,
a bill that would give blanket extension, with
statutory effect, ta no lese than fifty-seven
orders in council, ail dealing with different sub-
ject matters. If that argument is correct-and
I urge that it is--then the citation given ta
you now by the Minister of Justice is nlot a
precedent against the ainendment which I
introduced on Aprîl 1. 1 submit that the
amendment is clearly within the rules stated in
Beauchesne, third edition.

Mr. MACDONNELL (Muskoka-Ontario):
Mr. Speaker, I should like te say a word on
this too. I wish te read again what this
amendment says, so that the house may bave
it in mi. It reads:

That ail the words after "that" be deleted
and the following substituted therefor:

"While recognizing that the said bill deais
with some matters such as aid age pensions and
veterans in the civil service which do not depend
for constitutional validity on the existence of
an emergency and nome other matters which can
oniy be deait with by this parliament on the
basis of an existing or apprehended emergency;
and while willing ta support properly drafted
legisiation dealing with such matters;

This house in unalterahly opposed ta the en-
actment of a measure ta continue indiscrimin-
ately the sweeping powers of the presently exist-
ing boards outaide the contrai of parliament."

Foiiowing whist the hon. member for
Eglinton bas said, I submit that surely there
is a principie at stake bere. The wbole thing
we object to--end I think the objection was
made originally in the house by the hon.
member for Quebec South (Mr. Power)-is
this indiscriminate putting together of fifty-
seven. varieties, as they have been called, and
then forcing us ta deal with this whoie situa-
tion in this omnibus way. We bave surely,
on this bill, etated what in a firm principle
on aur part, that we abject te tbis matter

beîng deaIt with in this way where we axe
now asked to take tbe bitter with tbe sweet,
and wbere ail these tbings bave been jumbied
together, as the bon. member for Quebec
South pointed out, in thie unprecedented
manner. I submit to Your Honour tbat tbe
hon. member for Eglinten is rigbt in saying
tbat there is a principie involved here and
that, on the contrary, tbe citation read by the
Minister of Justice, rcferring te an amend-
ment purporting te approve tbe principle
of a bill, is not applicable. We oertainiy did
not purport te do that. Tbis amendment
purports ta do exactiy tbe opposite. If it by
any cbance fell into approving tbe principle
of the bill, it certainly was not wbat it pur-
ported to do. What it purported te do ws
exactly the opposite. I maintain, tberefore,
that the bon. member for Eglinton is right,
and that this in not approving tbe principie
of tbe bill and, consequently, is a proper
amendment.

Mr. BOUCHER: Referring ta wbat tbe
Minister of Justice bas said is a precedent
for deciaring tbis amendment out of order,
may I point out that in tbe Natural Producte
Marketing Act in wbich the decision was
given whicb be speaks of, there was one clear
principle, namely, the orderly marketing of
natural products. In this bill, if there is any
one principle that we bave clear it is tbe
principie of administration of contrais and,
according ta the amendinent, it was objected
ta by virtue of tbe boards administering that
contrai. Tbe recuit is that you would bave
a broad system of contrai, and if tbe min-
ister's analogous proposition were presented
ta this parliament we migbt just as weli be
asked whether or not we are in favour of
contrai of anytbing or of everything. Conse-
quentiy, when the amendment, worded as it
is, refers ta some part of the economy of
Canada where some contrais are necessary
but raises objection ta tbe principle of tbe
fifty-eeven coupled in one and the principle
of administration of them. in a certain way, I
would say it definiteiy is against one of the
fundamentai principies, one of tbe oniy prin-
cipies that this bill before the bouse couid
invoive. That wouid nat be s0 with tbe
Naturai Products Marketing Act. Conse-
quentiy, when Your Honour decides the point,
will you bear in mind that we muist firet

.decide what is the principie of this bill?
The principle of the bill does nlot mean the
details of how it is ta be carried out, but it
does mean the principie of giving a certain
power. Tbe power in this bill, covering as
broad a field as it does, in an extensive one;


