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been more interested in the report. There are two Members
from the New Democratic Party who were also on that
committee.

In that report, which is very important, the committee said
the fottowing, and I wilt be as brief as 1 can. The Government
has said that it is very interested in partiamentary reform and
the rote of the backbencher. I wish it woutd give a couple of
minutes here to this because it is extremely important. The
committee said unanimousty:

The Commission is composed by iaw of members of tise Privy Council. In
practice, oniy Cabinet Ministers have been Commissioners, aithougis there is
nothing to preclude the appointment of Privy Counicillors who are flot members
of the Cabinet inciuding members of the opposition.

We went on to say:
Your Committee believes it is essentiai that the House of Commons Act be

amended to restructure the Board of Internai Economy. We do flot feel that it is
appropriate for oniy Cabinet Ministers to be responsibie for the internai manage-
ment of the House of Commons. The House of Commons is a community of
many intereats. They shouid be refiected in tise way Commissioners are
appointed.

Consequentiy your Commnittee proposes that a new Board of Internai Econo-
my be set up-

And the committee recommended that we modify:
-thse make-up of the Board by eniarging the range of its members to ensure the
participation of Members of Parliament who are flot Cabinet members. The
Board would in future be composed of thse Speaker, the Deputy Speaker, two
Ministers of tise Crown, the Leader of the Officiai Opposition or a Member
designated by the Leader, and four others: two Members appointed by the
government caucus, and two from the opposition caucuses-

I appreciate that we have not had time to amend the House
of Commons Act, but I woutd be sincerety interested in
tearning the intentions of the Government with respect to this
important matter. In particular, I urge it to reconsider the
matter and to appoint a commissioner who is a Privy Council-
lor from the Opposition in accordance with the spirit of this
report that was supported by 10 members of the Conservative
Party when they served with that committee. If the Govern-
ment is as sîncerely interested in partiamentary reform as it
alteges in the Speech from the Throne, let it start with these 10
reports which have already been made by this House.

0 (1620)

Mr. Speaker: t am prepared to rute but I am in some
quandary because of the traditions of the House.

Hon. Ray Hnatyshyn (Minister of State (Government
House Leader)): Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to say a few things
because 1 know that the motion put by the Hon. Member for
Notre-Dame-de-Grâce-Lachine East (Mr. Attmand) was
meant sincerely and was not meant for any partisan advantage
at this point in time it being so early on in the course of our
detiberations. I simply say to you, Mr. Speaker, that it cannot
be a question of privitege because, if it were a question of
privilege, it woutd have been a question of privitege during the
course of the previous administration's mandate. t did not hear
the Hon. Member for Notre- Dame-de-Grâce-Lachine East
rise and make an impassioned speech on behaîf of this particu-
lar provision.

Mr. Allmand: We both signed the report.

Appointments

Mr. Hnatyshyn: I was a member of that committee.

1 would like to make a second observation, Mr. Speaker. If
the Hon. Member for Notre- Dame-de-Grâce-Lachine East
had paid attention to the content of the Speech from the
Throne, he obviously would have heard the part about the
powers and the fuit extent of the examination that will take
place with respect to the reform of the House of Commons and
that it is very much a high priority with the Government.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Hnatyshyn: Mr. Speaker, I simply say to you, regarding
the technical side of it, that it cannot be a question of privilege.
I can assure the Hon. Member that we are serious about
parliamentary reform and that we will make progress where
the previous administration could not.

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Member for Notre-Dame-de-Grâce-
Lachine East (Mr. Allmand) has raised what I personally
believe is an interesting matter, and I wilI say no more on that
side of it. He has quite rightly recalled the report of the
Special Committee on Standing Orders and Procedure of the
last Parliament and indeed has noted that the report has not
been adopted by the House. The appointment of the commis-
sioners is a statutory provision and not a matter within the
direct responsibility of the Speaker. The House of Commons
Act requires commissioners to be Privy Councillors, and the
selection of those Privy Councillors is the privilege of the
Governor in Council. To appoint a Member of the House of
Commons who is flot a Privy Councîltor woutd, as the Hon.
Member knows, require an amendment to the statute. He did
not raise that point.

If I recati correctty, the special committee recommended
specifically that the relevant statute be amended and went as
far as appending a draft Bilt to its report. While the Hon.
Member has raised an interesting point, it is clearty neither a
point of order nor a point of privitege. However, I can assure
him the Chair looks forward with interest to future develop-
ments in this area.

Some Hon. Meinhers: Hear, hear!

APPOINTMENT 0F STRIKING COMMITTEE

Right Hon. Brian Mulroney (Prime Minister): Mr. Speak-
er, I move:

That a committee be appointed to prepare and report, in accordance with
Standing Order 69, lists of Members to compose the Standing and Standing
Joint Committees of this House; and

That thse committee be composed of Messrs. Cook, Deans, Dick, Friesen,
Gauthier, Hnatyshyn and McGrath.

Motion agreed to.
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