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in this Parliament the government has seen fit to utilize this 
section of the Standing Orders.

Therefore, when the minister rose to state that he was rising 
under section 53 of the Standing Orders, I immediately reached 
into my desk, pulled out the Standing Orders I have here, and 
was reading the Standing Orders as you were reading the 
motion.

The Chair put the motion to the House and everyone was 
sitting in their seats. I looked around to see if anyone was rising 
in debate and not a soul rose.

The hon. member for Burnaby—Kingsway was glued to his 
seat. He did not want to debate this matter. Then he suddenly 
realized he made a mistake by not getting up.

The debate is over. The question has been put. There could 
have been a one-hour debate. The hon. member knows this. No 
member rose to speak. Therefore the question was put and 
disposed of by the House.

The motion simply allowed the introduction of the bill which 
has now been introduced to the House. It has received first 
reading in the House. We have an additional order that says the 
House may continue to sit this evening past the ordinary hour of 
adjournment until a minister of the crown moves adjournment.

That is all we have and that is the way the matter sits at the 
moment. Members should be content. We will see what develops 
in the course of the afternoon.

The Speaker: I wish I could say I am completely blameless in 
all of this. When I put the motion, I paused after the word 
“and”. I did not see anyone rising in their place for debate.

It could be said that I should have called for debate. I did not 
but I understood that if there was going to be debate, hon. 
members would have risen at that time. That is why I went on to 
the second part of the motion. I put before you that I am sort of 
caught in a bind here. Perhaps I should have said the word 
debate, but I thought I waited long enough.
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It took me a couple of moments to realize that there was a 
debate on the motion itself. I like many members of the House 
take some time to understand the full implications of every 
standing order. With respect, I think it would have been ap
propriate had the word debate been used to prompt individual 
members to their feet should they have wished to debate the 
issue.

Having said that and understanding your position, Mr. Speak
er, and given the nature of the debate, the fact that there is much 
information about the dispute the government is introducing 
legislation on, perhaps members may wish to reflect upon it.

I would ask for unanimous consent of the House to allow for 
this hour of debate to carry forward and therefore allow some of 
this to be discussed prior to putting the motion itself.

Mr. Don Boudria (Glengarry—Prescott—Russell, Lib.): 
Mr. Speaker, consultation taking place at the moment on the 
issue to determine whether or not this would be advisable. If and 
when the House decides to revert to that, this would be no 
reflection upon the excellent ruling of Mr. Speaker. It would 
only be because of unanimous consent of the House to revert to 
that, should the House decide to do so.

While consultation is going on I reiterate for the Chair a 
further point. On reflection of the issue raised by the hon. 
member some moments ago, there seems to have been confusion 
about the fact that the motion as proposed by the minister 
discussed provision for the hour of adjournment tonight. That 
seems to have given way to some confusion between that and the 
one hour to debate the motion itself. I believe that was perhaps 
the cause of the confusion in the hon. member’s mind.

Nevertheless, consultation having been achieved, I am 
pleased to report that we are prepared to consider unanimous 
consent.

If an error has been made it surely has not been made by 
anyone but your Speaker. I do not know what the resolution of 
this should be. By the rules we have, the motion is deemed to 
have been adopted and carried and the matter cannot be re
opened.

I would hope hon. members would give enough leeway to the 
Chair. I wish I was blameless. I wish I had used the word debate. 
I understood that hon. members would rise if they wanted to 
debate, so in the absence of anyone rising I am going to rule in 
favour, that the motion is now carried. I am going to rule that the 
matter cannot be reopened. I am hoping for the understanding of 
hon. members. Perhaps you would give your Speaker a little 
leeway.

I do not want to prolong this. If the hon. member for The 
Battlefords—Meadow Lake has something to add, I know it is 
probably against the rules but I will hear him out.

Mr. Len Taylor (The Battlefords—Meadow Lake, NDP): 
Mr. Speaker, I certainly understand the dilemma you are in 
because I face a similar dilemma at this end of the House. With 
all due respect, I believe you are aware that this is the first time
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An hon. member: No.

Mr. Boudria: Mr. Speaker, on second reflection we will have 
to wait for that to happen.

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of 
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak
er, having done the negotiating, I think you would find, in light 
of what has happened, that we are quite prepared to ensure when 
the bill comes up for debate that time be permitted to the New


