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that in ours. The position of Speaker in
Great Britain is entirely different from the
position of Speaker in this country. A
Speaker in Great Britain is elected and is
continued in office. He is non-partisan; he
is in no way affiliated or associated with
either political party. Conditions which
prevail in the British House of Commons
are vastly different frorn those which pre-
vail in the Canadian House of Gommons.
Witli us, on the advent of a new Admin-
istration, a Speaker is selected, who is one
of the Government's supporters and who
is associated with the party in power. 1
arn not complaining of that; I am only
mentioning the feet. So far as lies within
his power, he may seek to be immune from
association with either of the political
parties; but there is no use disguising the
fact that the party which appoints a
Speaker looks to him as one of its own, as
a part of the Administration, as it were. I
arn not speaking o! present conditions
merely; I arn speaking as well of condi-
tions which have prevailed in the pat.
To attempt to appay an English rule, which
is baseýd on entirely different conditions,
to conditions which prevail in t{he Cana-
diqn House of Commons, is siird)v to
attempt a misfit; it is an impossihility;
it presents an anornaly. The point is
this: Can there not be sSme under-
standing in order that difficulties, which
have arisen in the past and which may
possibly arise in the future, may be
avoided? There certainly should be sorne
definite understanding as to what rules
shall govern procedure in this House.
That is a very important question. If the
Chairman of the committee is but a donkey
engine of the Speaker and subject to hi@
direction, then -rule 14 is entirely nug-
atory and shou]d be repealed at once. It
is absolutely obsolete, if the circumstances
could presenit itself o! a Chairman in the
Chair with a committee in session and o!
the Speaker in the Chair, and the Speaker
directing the Chairman to do this or that.A report mnust first be presented from the
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
to the Speaker, who receives that report
and submits it to the House. It is then
for the Flouse to take action. If some
member has been narned in committee or
lias been reported as being disoTderly or
as acting in contempt of the Chair, the
Chairman makes a report in detail to the
Speaker. Under our rule the Speaker may
be called to the Chair for that purpose.
The report o! the Chairman is then read
by Mr. Speaker to the Flouse, and it is
for ,tle Flouse to deal with that recalcitrant
or disorderly member. In the English
Flouse o! Commons, a Chairman of s
committee bas the power o! the Speaker
with regard to an offending member of a
comrnittee, and lie can take action in the

matter. Under tliose circumstances, with-
out wishing to deal witli tlie matter frorn
a party standpoint, and only witli the desire
tliat conditions and circumstances shall be
exposed in order tliat future proceedings of
Committees of the Whole and of the House
o! Gommons itself shall be governed and
that difficulties may be avoided, do I at-
tempt to present the matter before you,
Sir, on this occasion. I could perhaps re-
cali ta the minds o! hon. members cir-
cumstances which transpired within the
hast !ortnight in their presence. I wisli ta
do that, onhy in so far as it is necessary
with a view o! placing the matter in its true
liglit and in order that a rernedy rnay be
af!orded and that future occurrences of a
sirnilar character may be avoided. Some-
thing ml.ght be said in favour o! the usages
o! Parliament prevailing, liad we no sucli
rule as No. 14.

I sought ta bring this matter up rnerehy for
discussion, not contemplating, nor having
any desire to censure anybody as to any-
thing tliat had transpired in the past. But,
Mr. Speaker, yo'u, very properly, called my
attention to a ruhe that you thought pre-
vailed with respect to the necessity of
Lriviriq notice of -motion. You <iuoted from
Bourinot, page 280. Referring ta the
Speaker, Bourinot says:

He decidas only when questions -actual-ly
arise, and not in anticipation. If a member
wislies ta challenge lis act or conduct lie
must proceed in the usual way by giving
notice of motion on the subjeot.

Bourinot cites as his authority, the
Enghish 'Hansard,' Third Series, Vol. 277,
pages 810 ta 812. But the authority thuý
e ited, in my humble opinion, does not bear
out the dictuin of Bourinot or the conclu-'
si&n drftwn bj him. The circumstances of
the case referred ta do not warrant the
statement that ' when a member wishies ta
challenge any act or the conduct of the
Speaker, he must proceed in the usual
way by giving notice of motion on the
subject.' The case Èeferred ta wss one that
occurred in Mardi, 1886. The question was
cne o! privilege, raised by Sir H.
Drumrnond Wolff. I shall not read the
details of t'le case or the circurpstances,
but the following is part o! that debate:

Mr. Speaker: The lion. member asks me
whether the answer given by the Chancellor
of the Exohequer to, a question put by the
hon. and Iearned member for Chathiam (Mr.
Goret) dooe not amount ta a breaeh of
privilege.

Sir H. Druiumond Wolff: No, Sir, that was
jbot My question.
'Mr. Speaker: I arn bound to say that the

question ehould have been put ta, me at the
time the answer 'was made; and I have ta
observe that the Chancellor of the Exdliequer,
in is answer. referred to a treasury minute
bearing on the matter whioh. ha been laid


