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Mr. Speaker: I have gone into the whole 

thing with him, because I take the respon­
sibility for what I say here and, even if it 
comes from the Clerk, I must make up my 
own mind. I have gone through all the details 
of this thing. It has been of some concern 
to me because the procedure is a difficult 
one. When hon. members say there is no 
doubt that the proper procedure is to have 
the first one withdrawn all I can say is that 
I have no power to force anyone to do a 
certain thing which he does not want to do.

it is made after 48 hours’ notice then where 
does it go? Under routine proceedings? Then 
it will be debatable. If it is debatable, what 
is the purpose of trying to get rid of some­
thing in order to propose the substitution of 
another proposition?

The Clerk and I have gone into the matter 
and it is because of these doubts that I should 
like to make a decision which will not bind 
us forever on that particular score, 
matter has got to be clarified for the future 
but I would not want to have to make the 
decision now. The Clerk is of the opinion 
that the situation in this regard is no worse— 
and I emphasize the words “no worse”— 
than that which obtains when two similar 
bills are on the order paper such as the bills 
of the hon. member for Assiniboia and the 
hon. member for Hamilton West and the gov­
ernment bills on the same subjects. The only 
difference in the case of this government 
measure is that it must originate in com­
mittee of the whole because it is a money bill 
and therefore a few more stages of procedure 
have to be followed. But no decision has 
been taken by the house. What we will have 
to make sure of is that there is no duplica­
tion of debate and that they do not go from 
one to the other. If they take up one they 
will have to proceed with only one and not 
with the two. Is the hon. member appealing 
my ruling?

Mr. Knowles: Yes, Mr. Speaker. With res­
pect, I appeal your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: Those who are in favour of 
sustaining the Speaker’s ruling will please 
say yea.

Some hon. Members: Yea.

Mr. Speaker: Those who are opposed will 
please say nay.

Some hon. Members: Nay.

Mr. Speaker: In my opinion the yeas have

The

Some hon. Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Speaker: What I can do is do what I 
have done. The hon. member for Winnipeg 
North Centre has quoted several instances 
involving private members’ notices of motion. 
He has referred to the fact that when they 
are taken up they become public orders and 
that, having been taken up, I have said no 
to other hon. members wanting to proceed 
with notices of motion on similar subjects. 
We will be in the same position now.

All we are doing is committing a proposed 
resolution to the committee of the whole. 
No decision has been taken yet. We do not 
know what goes on in the committee unless 
the resolution is reported and agreed to by 
the house. Therefore, as far as the house 
is concerned, we have no knowledge of what 
takes place. All we know is that item No. 12 
on the order paper under government orders 
is “House again in committee of the whole.” 
Then we have another order, item No. 16 on 
the order paper, which is “In committee of 
the whole”.

The motion is being made that I do now 
leave the chair for the house to resolve itself 
into committee of the whole upon the latter 
resolution. I say that the minute that resolu­
tion is committed to the committee of the 
whole the government will not be able to do 
what the Leader of the Opposition feared 
they might do, go back to the resolution now 
item No. 12 on the order paper. In my 
judgment the government will not be allowed 
to proceed with that resolution. That is the 
situation.

The only reason why I do not want to make 
a ruling that before proceeding with the 
resolution in item No. 16 they must discharge 
item No. 12 is that I am puzzled about the 
citation I have just read in Beauchesne, third 
edition. Is it to be understood that a motion 
to discharge is synonymous with a request to 
withdraw? The hon. member for Winnipeg 
North Centre has made an interesting point. 
It may be because of the notice that is re­
quired. It is made without notice, but if

[Mr. Coldwell.]

it.

And more than five members having risen:
Mr. Speaker: Call in the members.

Mr. Speaker put the question as follows:
The question is on an appeal from a ruling. Mr. 

Knowles raised a point of order to the effect that 
it was not in order to proceed with order No. 16 
on the ground that there was another resolution on 
the order paper dealing with the same subject 
matter.

I ruled that a resolution containing a provision 
different from the one partially considered by the 
house could be proceeded with.

The question is on the Speaker’s ruling.


