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I w ould  like honourable M em bers to  th in k  th a t over because it  seems to 
m e th a t in  m ost cases, as fa r  as one can look back in  Hansard  since confedera
tion, th a t w as the decision a rriv ed  at. Of course there  w as a tim e w hen these 
notices of m otion fo r production  of papers w ere debatab le  and  long debates took 
place upon them . B ut all leaders of parties, in  or out of pow er, have alw ays 
agreed th a t they should no t insist upon production  of papers w hich a re  declared 
no t to be in  the in terest of the  House to  get. (See Bourinot, 4 th  Edition, pages 
249-254; Todd’s P arliam en tary  G overnm ent in  England revised by Spencer and 
W alpole, Vol. 2, pages 157-160; See also D ebates, M arch 17, 1921, pages 1003-4, 
Vol. 2, 1921.)

Today, as I  say, I w ill ju s t leave these rem arks for the  consideration of 
honourable  M embers, and perhaps la te r  on I  shall h ear com m ents of honourable 
M em bers on this reasoning.

The said m otion was, by leave of th e  House, w ithdraw n.

The following O rder of the  House w as issued to to  the  p roper Officer:

By M r. D iefenbaker: O rder of the  House for a re tu rn  show ing the nam es 
of all personnel in the  P.F.R.A. and P.F.A.A. w ho are  officials or field officers, 
coupled w ith  the salaries and  expenses paid  to  each of them  during  the  year 
1954.

Notice of m otion No. 7 on today’s O rder P ap er being called;

And th e  honourable M em ber for V ancouver-B urra rd  (M r. M acDougall) 
hav ing  requested  th a t the said notice of m otion be allow ed to stand:

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. S p e a k e r : I do not th in k  I w ill allow  the  honourable  M em ber to 
le t his notice of m otion stand. I am  sorry  to appear to  be so destructive  today. 
H onourable M em bers w ill notice th a t th is m otion deals w ith  th e  w a r veterans 
allow ance and perm issive income. On th e  o rder paper th e re  a re  tw o other 
notices of m otions on the  sam e subject, one in  the  nam e of th e  honourable 
M em ber fo r New W estm inster (M r. H ahn) and  the  o th e r in  th e  nam e of the 
honourable  M em ber for H astings-F ron tenac  (M r. W hite). H onourable M em bers 
w ill also have noticed th a t on th e  o rd e r paper, un d er governm ent orders, 
there  is in  the  nam e of the  M inister of V eterans Affairs a resolution  w hich reads 
as follows:

T hat it  is expedient to  am end th e  W ar V eterans A llow ance Act 
to increase the  allow ances and  th e  perm issible income; to fu r th e r  extend  
the  benefits of the act . . .

A nd so on. If w e w ere to  allow  debate  on th is m otion, it w ould  antic ipate  
a debate on a governm ent o rder w hich has p rio rity  because the  m otion w hich 
stands in  the  nam e of th e  M inister of V eterans Affairs is one w hich is th e  
first stage of a m oney bill. If honourable  M em bers w ill look a t Cam pion “An 
In troduction  to P rocedure of the  House of Com m ons” page 144, u n d er th e  head 
ing “R ules R elating to S ubstan tive  M otions” , p arag rap h  (5 ) , th ey  w ill find 
this:

F inally , certa in  m a tte rs  by th e ir  v e ry  n a tu re  are  inadm issib le in  
debate, w hether upon a m otion or o therw ise. Such a re  m a tte rs  an tic ip a t
ing an  order of the day, and  m a tte rs  w hich have already  been decided 
d u ring  the  cu rren t session.


