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Blain, Munson, Northrup, Clark (Red Deer),
Blondin, Nantel, Cockshutt, Charlton,

Borden, Nicholson, Davidson, Chisholm (Antigonish),
Bowman, Nickle, Doherty, Marecil (Bonaventure),
Boyce, Osler (Sir Edmund), Tremain, Chisholm (Inverness),
Boys, Paquet, White, Emmerson,

Brabazon, Paul, Fowler, MecLean

Bradbury, Pelletier, (Queens-Sunbury),
Burnham, Porter, Hazen, Pugsley,

Burrell, Rainville, Rhodes, Macdonald,

Clare, Reid (Grenville), MecCurdy, Maclean (Halifax),
Clark (Bruce), Robidoux, Perley, Murphy,

Clarke (wellington), Rogers, Thoburn, Robb,

Clements, Schafiner, Chabot, Beland,

Cochrane, Sevigny, Thompson (Yukon), Buchanan,

Crocket, Sexsmith, Foster (Toronto), Clarke (Essex),
Crothers, Sharpe (Lisgar), Roche, Cash,

Donnelly, Sharpe (Ontario), Broder, Brown,

Edwards, Shepherd, Coderre, Cardin,

Elliot, Smith, Cromwell, Champagne,

Fisher, Smyth, Currie, Ethier,

Foster (King’s. N.S.), Stanfield, Elson, Demers,

Fripp, Steele, Forget, Gordon,

Garland, Stevens, Webster, Lovell,

Gauthier (Gaspé), Stewart (Hamilton), | Wallace, Power,

gira‘rd, Stewart (Lunenburg), | Carrick, « Martin (Montreal),
Hxi;etx;’, g:;lig:’land, Ruling confirmed.

Henderson, Thornton, in i i ill.
i e Wolker, House again in Committee on the Bill

Hughes (Victoria, O.),

‘Weichel,

(Mr. Deputy Speaker in the Chair.)
Mr. GRAHAM moved:
That further consideration of clause 4 be

now postponed

and that consideration of

clause 2 be now resumed.

Motion negatived:
The CHAIRMAN:

Mr. KNOWLES:

Yeas, 54; nays, 95.
Clause 4.

It is a matter of some

considerable importance as to which clause

we are on.

The CHAIRMAN:

that was read.
Mr. KNOWLES:

Clause 4, is the one

I am going to try to

put a suggestion to the committee as to
whther we are correctly on clause 4, or

not.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. mem-

ber is not in order.

We are on clause 4.

Jameson, ‘White (Renfrew),
Kemp, Wilcox,
Lalor, Wilson (Laval),
Lancaster, Wright,—94.
Lavallée,
NAYS:

Messieurs
Boivin, Loggie,
Bourassa, MacNutt,
Boyer, McCraney,
Bureau, MeCoig,
Carroll, McCrea,
Carvell, McKenzie,
Cruise, MeMillan,
Delisle, Marcile (Bagot),
Devlin, Michaud,
Douglas, Nesbhitt,
Fortier, Neely,
Gauthier Oliver,

(St. Hyacinthe), Pacaud,
Gauvreau, Papineau,
German, Pardee,
Graham, Proulx,

Guthrie, Reid (Restigouche),
Hughes Richards,

(King’s, P.E.I.), o 3

ay, uin,
Knowles, Sinclair,

Kyte, Thomson (Qu’Appelle),
Lachance, Tobin, :

Lanctot, Turgeon,

Lapointe Verville,

(Kamouraska), ‘Warnock,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid), White
Law, (Victoria, Alta),—53.
Lemieux,

PAIRS:

Ministerial. Opposition.
Aikins, Turriff,
Barnard, Martin (Regina),
Bristol, Bickerdike.

Mr. GRAHAM. L

Mr. KNOWLES: Clause 4, I think, is
not the clause that the committee should
direct its thoughts to at the present time,
and I am going to give my reasons for
making that statement. This is a point of
order. My point of order is that the com-
mittee is mnot correctly considering clause
4. It may be possible that there are certain
reasons why we should be on that clause;
but I ‘think, that if the committee will bear
with me, I will be able to show why we
should not be on clause 4. I can see one
reason why we might be on clause 2, be-
cause clause 1 has been passed, but I sub-
mit there is no reason whatever why we
should be on clause 4. The only rule I see
for our guidance, apart from the fact that
the right hon. Prime Minister (Mr. Borden)
made a motion last evening that we should



