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March 15 last. My hon. friend has re-
ferred to the case #)f 1675, and 1 understood
himi to say that bloodshed was threatened.
1 wish to disccss this matter very dispas-
sionately and, although I do flot mean to
say for one moment that bloodshedt was
threatened in t1 is H.ouse on the occasion
te which I hava referred, I do say that, as
a matter of my own observation. a very
respected memnber of this House was stand-
ing within two feet of the Chairman, with
his hand raised, ami I arn quite sure in
rny ewn mind that the hon, grentleman in
question was, in the common law, guilty of
an assault, because, by the common law,
physical contact or physical force is flot
necessary to constitate an assault. If a
Ma'n in an angry mood is standing within
striking distance of an oppanent with bisq
hand raised. lie is, at commnon law, guiulty
of an assault on the indivilual in question.

Mr. PUGSLEY: Would my hon. friend
say that there was disordea. in the corn-
mittee which tbe Chairman was powerless
te put an end Vo, in view of the fact thiat
the ChaiTman himself was violating the
rules, and could, by bis action, have
stopped the disorder at a.ny turneP

Mr. WHITE: I do flot admit for oee
moment the eccnitntic,n that tho Chairman
was violating the raies of the House ' and
I say that the Chdirman at that tijue, who
bas the respect of ail the members of this
House, was endeavouring te discharge bis
duty Vo the hpst oxf bis ability. There was
disorder and tumnuit in this House, whjch.
as I arn advised and believe, was unprece-
dented in its extent; an hon. member of
this House was standing two feet fromt the
front of bis desk wvitl, hiý; band rai-pd in
a very threatening attitude over the Chair-
man; and it was under those circumrstances
dignt yo Sir, very firmly and with greatdite ck the Chair and put an -end Vo
these proce,ýdings. I sav therefore, that,
far from even by implication blaming yGou,
Sir, for your action on that occasion, the
Gommons cf Canada i.s indebted Vo you for
the firmness and dignity with which you
took yoni' seat and repressed the disorder
which had taken place in the committee at
that turne.

I now corne Vo a consideration cf the
special cases that have_ been reviewed in
cennection with this matter. I anree with
the hion. member for Westmorland that
the general principle as contained in rule
1 of the House is applicable.

In al]cases not *Drovided for hereinafter or
by ee.ffional or other orders, the ruie%. usages
and forms cf proceedinigs of the House of
Gommions of the United Kingdorn of GreatBritain and Irel-and in force on the firet day
cf July, 1867, shall ha followed.

What were the mules, and usages, or some
of thern, cf the British Huse of Gomm-ons

upon that occasion? IV was stated by the
hon. member for Portage la Prairie that the
case of 1675 was an antiquated case, but we
are dealing with the common law cf parlia-
ment, and any lawyer know s that, in com-
mon law, the older the case the -greatea' its
validity.

Mr. MACDONALD: If my hon. friend
will look at May, he will find that such an
incident as this,' which the hion, gentleman
contends Vo be se ancient, has net been
repeated.

Mr. WHITE: Cetainly, and se it is gen.
erally unwise Vo attempt Vo lay down any
rules in advance of actual occurences. In
ail probability. ne siih scene ever disgraced
the British bouse cf Commons afterwards,
and I venture Vo say-I shall net use the
saine word, because it would noV apply lin
this case-that we cannot fomesee that the
particulax occurrence Vo which I have refer-
red-the disorder whicb existed iu this
House-may not occur again in a vemy a-
gravated forin. The hion. member fer Pictea
says that May asserts that the incident in
question neyer occurred again-

Mx'. MACDONALD: Net the actual dis-
order; but May says that the ruliug and
the conduct cf the Spe'aker w*as neyer re-
peated in the British bouse of Commons.

Mr. WHITE: Incidents may neyer have~
occurred which. would call forth that atti-
tude on the part of the Speaker, and we
may neyer have a repetition of the disorder
that occurred in this House a week ago Sat-
urday nigh.V. But we may bave a repetition
cf that occurrence, and we may have it iu
an aggravated forn. Therefore, I say it is
very unwise Vo lay down in advance mules for
the future guidance cf the Speaker, be-
cause the Speaker must take such measures
as are in bis opinion necessýary to restome
order, subject only Vo an appeal to this
bIouse. 'I do net arzue Vhat the Speaker
is te -be absoluteIy fettered by precedent.
because, if such a principle bad been fol-
lowed, ne Speaker in the British House cf
Gommons would ever have taken a step
net justified hy precedent; but it must be
remeinbemed that the whele cf the common
law bas consisted in aud been made up of
the establishing of precedents from time te
time in order Vo meet cimcumstances as
Vhey arise. As I have said, it is extrmely
unwi.se fer us Vo attempt Vo fetter the
Speaker or ourselves by rules now laid
down Vo meet situatiens which by no means
can we fomecast or foresee. We must de-
cide this matter upen the genemal principie
that the Speaker is charged with the dutv
cf maintaining order, and that he must,
on any particular occasion which we can-
noV now foresee, do whatever hie deems
nece-ssamv, as the pmesiding efficer of this
House, te restore eider, and if any member


