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Mr. PUGSLEY: The question raised is
one of very great importance as affecting
the procedure, of the House, and it is one I
arn sure we -would ail lîke Vo have settled
if possible, with a view Vo having a change
made in the rules. I think the Minister of
Finance is technically correct, that under
Rule 17 (A) we cannot debate concurrence
in the form, in whîch At appears on the Order
Paper.

It is clear, however, that we can debate
the receiving of the report of the Committee
of Supply, which is the samne thing. But
this is where the mistake is made: on the
Order Paper the wordis should be not merely
-Receiving report of Committee of Supply, *
but "Receiving and concurring in report cf
Committee cf Supply.'" If the order is not
entered on the Order Paper in that way,
there is no item on the Order Paper for
concurrence. Rule 40 requires, that two
days' notice shall be given for leave Vo, pre-
sent a Bill, resolution or address. This is
a resolution, presentedi by the Minister of
Finance, that the report cf the Gommittee
cf Supply be concurred in. Except with
the unanimous consent cf the House, hie
cannot make that motion without giving two
days' notice.

Mr. SPEAKER: This point bas been
under my consideration since the order
was called, but unfortunately I bave no
precedent to guide me, inasrnuch as the
point cf order has not been raised since
the ruie was passed in the year 1913. I arn
compelled, therefore, to give my own int 'r-
pretation cf the rule.

With respect Vo the point cf order raised
by the Miniester cf Finance, Rule 17 A pro-
vides that the following motions shahl be
debatable: (1) Motions heretofore debat-
able made upon routine proceedings (except
adjournment motions); (2) and every mo-
tion standing on the eider of the proceed-
ings for the day; (3) for concurrence in a
report of a standing or a special commit-
tee; (4) for the previcus question; (5) for
the third reading of a Bill; (6) for the ad-
journment cf the House under Ruie 39 for
the purpose cf discussing a definite matter
cf urgent public importance; (7) for the
adoption in Committee of the Whole, or cf
Supply, or cf Ways and Means, cf the reso-
hution, clause, section, preamble or Vitie
under consideration.

The motijon now before the Chair is thai
the resolution. be read the second time and
concurred in. It does noV corne within anyi
one cf the motions which are debatable. I
am therefore of the opinion that the poini
of order raisedi by thie Minister of FinancE

is well taken iand th-at the iction'is not
properly debatable. I did not feel it advis-
able to raise the point myself without
having given it very mature consideration.

Wilih !respect to the point of order raised
by the member for St. John (Mr. Pugsley)
under the iprovisions of Rule 40, 1 amn in-
clined to thi.nk that he is in error, inas-
much as the notice for recedving the report
of the Committee of Supply has been on the
Grder P.aper for rnany weeks. 1 think that
th-at answers the requirement that notice
shali be given.

Mr. PUGSLEY: The notice on the
Order Paper is sirnply tliat the report of
the comqnittee be received. The motion
that the report be ooncurred in is suipposed
Vo be moved by the Minister of Finance.

-On the order being oalled:

Receiving the report of resolutions adopted
by the Committee of Supply on July 14, 1917.

Mr. PUGSLEY: Aocording Vo Your Hon-
our's ruling, if we wish Vo debate any eub-
ject conneoted with these resolutions we
must do so on the motion that the report
be received. But we cannot tell what the
report of the committee is until it ie read;
therefore 1 respýeetfully eulmit that the
report shou'ld be read: before the motion is
put; that it be read, the firet tinie and con-
ourred in.

Mr. SPEAKER: The items of the reso-
luition are within the knowledge of hon.
members; they are entered in the Votes
and Proceedinge. A copy of the resolution
itself is available to any hon. gentleman
who wishes to diseuee the matter. IV would
not seemn Vo me Vo be putting matters in
their proper sequence Vo give the contents
of -the resolution before the motion àa put.
Does the hon. ýmember desire that I ahould
put the formai motion?

Mr. PUGSLEY: I do not want to prèss a
technical point, but there are some items
oof Supply wvhich 1t wish Vo discuss. There
are a great many diff erent resolutionrs, and
unles-s I knov -whîch. one is, roi erred Vo I
cannot very well discuse iA upon the motion
for receiving -the report. Perhap& it would
be satisfactory if I goV a copy of the resolu-
tion; I could find it in the Votes and Pro-
ceeclingts.

Mr. OPEAKER: Unless the hon.. member
has in mind somne particular item that
hie wîshes to diiscuss,, I prof er that hie
ehould noV now prese me for -a ruling

*on the point. It is rny impreseion that
there is no record since Confederation of a
motion having been made in the Hoiuse fSr


