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be moved as an amendment, but muet be
distinctly the subject of a motion. The amend-
ment now before us is substantive. I think
witbout doubt it is a substantive motion, and
therefore is net i accordance witb the ruies of
the hoeuse.

The Prime Minister has quoted the Con-
eolidated. Revenue and Audit Act, sections 49
,and 50, which state:

49. The auditor general shall report annually
to the House of Commons the result of his
examination and audit of the accounts of Can-
ada in such Inanner as will exhibit the true
state of each account at the termination of the
fiscal year last ended.

50. (1) The reports of the auditor general
shall be laid before the House of Gommons by
the minister on or before the 3lst day of
October, if parliament is then sitting or if nlot
sitting, then within one week after parliament
ie next assembled; provided that if the minister
does not. within the time prescribed by tis
section, present to the House of Commons any
report made b y the auditor general, the auditor
general shaîl forthwith present such report.

The position we are in to-day is that under
the act as it stands at present -the auditor
general's report is not ini the possession of
the« bouse, and cannot be submitted -ta the
house by the terme of the act; and, more-
over, as I stated when dealing witb the former
amendment, the committee of itasîf bas power
to obtain ahl that is being asked for on the
floor of the bouse to-day. Witnesses can be
summoned. before the committee, and can
there be interrogated. Âny member May
move ini the committee tbat the scope of
the reference be further enlarged and a report
app]ying for furtber powers May be made ta
tbe bouse.

For tbe reasons I bave already given, al-
thougb tbis is only part of tbe original amend-
ment, it is irregular because botb parts were
out of order. And wbile I etressed in my
former ruling tbe investigation as sometbing
wbich should not be done, and which would
create, if allowed, a dangerous precedent, yet
1 have no doubt in my mind that tbis amend-
ment is also out of order. The present
amendment was incorporated in the first part
of the original amendaient, and therefore I
rule it out of order.

Tbe question is now on tbe main motion.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): I wish to
say a few words--

Mr. MacINNIS: Mr. Speaker, with regret
I bave to appeal against your rullng. I
cannot now go into my reaisons, but I muet
appeal against it.

Tbe bouse divided on tbe question: Shal
tbe Speaker's decision be sustained? And tbe
decision of tbe Chair was sustained on the
f ollowing division:
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