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And so on. In effect I largely founded my decision in the
selection of members for questions and comments following the
intervention of the hon. Minister of Canadian Heritage on the
basis of my limited knowledge according to that annotated text.

On the same point of order raised by the hon. member, I have
learned that there is also a greater latitude given to members
from both sides—in this instance from the government side—
when a minister of the government speaks.

I will refer him to the January 17, 1983 edition of Hansard as
follows: C

—the Chair will try, as muchas possible, to give priority to Membersrepresenting
a party other than that of the Member who made the speech. However,
backbenchers on the Government side will also be entitled to ask questions
following a speech by a Minister.

The point raised by the member for Carleton—Gloucester is
an important one, as I said earlier, at the beginning of the 35th
Parliament. I thank him for raising the issue at this time and
making us in the chair even more sensitive to this procedure so
that in effect we will address the matter with even greater justice
in the days ahead.

I thank the member for Carleton—Gloucester for raising this
point.

Mr. Bellemare: Mr. Speaker, I understand your reading from
former Debates. When you mentioned that preference would be
given to MPs of other parties and so on, I did not hear the word
exclusive or must. I heard what I interpret as words like may and
good practice and good custom.

® (1120)

I appreciate very much your diligence in checking to see what
the proper practice should be. I also say that I do respect that you
are new on the job, as it were, and I respect your position.

However you have just informed me, Mr. Speaker, that I was
right but too bad, member of Parliament for Carleton—Glouces-
ter, you could have had your day in court; you were right but sit
down and we are going to go on with whatever we are supposed
to go on with today.

Since I have not been hanged, as capital punishment does not
exist any more, and I am still alive and standing, perhaps the
Chair, as a gesture of penance or whatever it might be called,
would allow me to have 60 seconds to comment on whatever I
would like to say to the minister.

I think it would be fair to allow me as a backbench member of
Parliament to make comments that would affect my riding after
a minister has spoken.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): We have heard the request
of the hon. member for Carleton—Gloucester. I do in the first
instance as the Speaker at this time humbly submit to the
member that I erred in my judgment, not being fully aware of all
of the rules and procedures of the House.

I would ask the House for unanimous consent so that the
member for Carleton—Gloucester might at this time make those
comments.

Mr. Nelson Riis (Kamloops): Mr. Speaker, I have no difficul-
ty giving my friend 60 seconds to make a comment. If he is
simply reflecting the frustration he feels about not having ample
opportunity to make interventions, I am sure it is something that
we all feel.

The Standing Orders restrict us to 10 minutes for questions
and comments and yet you will notice, Mr. Speaker, that at the
end of that period there are still, almost inevitably, four or five
members standing.

I simply want to say I respect the frustration my hon.
colleague feels, but I remind him that it is probably a frustration
that we all feel a good part of the time. We are restricted by the
Standing Orders. However, if he has a comment which he feels
compelled to make now and requires 60 seconds, I certainly
would give him unanimous consent to do so.

[Translation)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Is there unanimous con-
sent?

Some hon. members: No.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Unanimous consent hav-
ing been denied, the debate resumes.
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SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE ON ADDRESS IN REPLY

The House resumed consideration of the motion for an address
to His Excellency the Governor General in reply to his speech at
the opening of the session.

Mr. Yvan Bernier (Gaspé): Mr. Speaker, I am a new member
of this House. I have had the good fortune to listen to the
remarks of the member for Sherbrooke. I admit that I am
perhaps a less experienced orator than he, but I have just as
much fire in my belly. A Latin tag comes to mind, although I am
not big on Latin, which sums up what I have heard Asinus
asinum fricat means that as a junior MP I have to expect verbal
sparring matches, quite virulent ones sometimes, in the House.

Since I am speaking after the member for Sherbrooke and he
talked about riding in on a wave and being elected with the wave




