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To justilfy that flagrant violation of an
usage centuries old, the Government in-
voked rule 17 of this House; and through
the honourable member for Hastings (Mr.
Northrup), moved tliat the leader of the
Opposition be deprived of hie right to
speak and this right attributed to
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries (Mr. Hazen). This afternoon, the
hon. member of Finance (Mr. White) con-
tended that no insuit had been offered to
the leader of the Opposition, in thus de-
priving him of his riglit to speak, con-
sidering that rule 17 authorizes such a
course. The hon. minister is mistaken;
the enforcement of that rule, under the
circumstances which 1 have stated, was
improper and illegal. Rule 17 reads thus:

When two or more members rise te speak,
Mr. Speaker cal-18 upon the member w-ho firgt
rase in hie place - but a motion may ha mnade
that any momber who has risen ' be now
heard,' or 'do now speak,' which motion
shall be forthwith put without debate.

Bo then, when several hon, gentlemen
rise at the came time to address the
House, the Speaker gives the floor to the
,one who was on his feet; and, as stated
by authorities on parliamentary pro-
cedure, it is improper after that to inter-
fere with the Speaker's choice. Bourinot,
at pages 457 and 458 under the title « Pre-
cedence in Debate ', thus expressed him-
self:

The Speaker of the (Cormons will alwaysgive precedence in debate to thaît menber
who firet catches hie eye.

'When two or more members rise to speak,
Mr. Speaker calls upon the member who first
rose in hie place; but armotion may be made
that any maniber who has risen 'be now
heard,' or 'do now epeak.'

Mk ie usual, however, te allow priority to
mnembers of the Administration who wish. to
epeak and in ail important debates ît is
cuetomary for the Speaker ta ende-avour to
give the preference alternately te 'the known
supporters and opponents cf a measure or
question; and it is irregular te interfere with
the.Speaker's call in faveur of any other
member.

If, moreover, the member who has been
given the floor by the Speaker bas risen,
and net enly ie on hic feet but bas begun

ý to speak, that motion previded for in rule
17 cannot ba made any more; as the mem-
ber cannot be interrupted, cave in con-
nection with a point of order, and that
motion is net on a point of order. Bo
then, on April 9th, not only did the Gev-
ernment deny te the leader of ihe Opposi-
tion a sacred right, but in erder te deprive
him of that right it committed a breaoh
of usage, it aeted unlawfully and had. its
course approved by the brute force ef a
majority. And that devieus and hateful
course, the Geovernment adopted it delib-
erately, in order to force the previous
question on the Opposition and to .prevent
the latter from changing a single line, a

cingle word, in the new regulatiens; and
at the came time it deprived the House
of any suggestion emanating from hon.
gentlemen' on -this side of the Huse.

After recalling those facts, am I net
justified in stating that under the circuzu-
stances the action of the Government ie
equivalent te deedc of despetism, inspired
by aý spirit of tyranny; yes, tyranny, let
us net shrink from using the word, when
these gentlemen in power do net hesitate
in doing the thing, de net recoil at the
theught of violating thQ rigbts of the Op-
position, though they cannot attain that
objeot without being guîlty of improper
and illegal conduct.

1 may give coma further evidence of
the arbitrary character of these proceed-
inge. In hic speech, the Prime Minister,
of course, attempted te justify this reso-
lution by alleging the desirability of an-
suring the more speedy transaction cf
publie business in this Heuse. In that
respect, bis contention may appear te be
plausible te a -certain extent. 1 have net
had sufficient experience in this House
te be able te state ' urbi et orbi' whether
he is right or wrong. I would rather
abide by the opinion of members who
have ben sitting in this Heuse for many
years and have personally ascertained
whether there are deficieneies in some
respects. But, of the latter, there are a
good many in the ranks of the Opposition,
and relatively a larger number than on
the Gevernment side. Such ie met evi-
dently the opinion of the Prime Ministar,
at least hic acknowledged opinion. If we
are te judge by hie action, any idea, any
suggestion, respecting the efficiency of the
rules af the bouse cannot and should net
emanate froni any others than himeeli and
hic followers.

On the other hand, bewever high hic
estimate of himself and of his friende in
that respect, I venture te bring forward,
witbout besitation, as superior te theirs,
the experience, the knowledge, and the
s.bility ai the leader cf the Opposition,
who has been a member af this bouse
for forty years, and, for twenty-flve years,
bas been the leader, either of the Opposi-
tion, or of the Governinent. Why bas tha.
Governmnent, 'by moving the previous ques-
tion, deprived itself cf the belp of the
leader of the Opposition and of a number
of hie supporters, bighly qualifled, they
also, *by their experience and their knowl-
edge of parliamentary procedure? If the
Government acted eandidly, if iLs motives
were true, above raproach, why bas it
thus brutally closed. the mouthe of these
hon, gentlemen and their leader?

What then was the -terrible proposai
which that leader intended te make? Tha
simpleet, the meet sensible proposai, and
that ccncecrated 'by the longeet usage:.
The appointment of a committee made up


