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must rule, but their rule can only extend
so far and they cannot infringe upon the
rights of minarities. Minorities were so
protected in the Act of Confederation.
These are serious considerations to me.
lion, gentlemen opposite rnay be here to-
day-the same as myself-and away in a
few years, but what we are doing now is
meant to bind legisiation and legisiators,
in this young country for years to corne.
Let hon. gentlemen hesitate, let them
think it over before they insist on taking
the plunge.

Let me point to another aspect of the
situation. The formation of the rules for
the gavernment of any body should take
place in the calmest moments of the indi-
viduals thus engaged. They ought to be
iîmbued with a judicial rnind, and not have
in view what may possibly heo f assist-
ance to them for the time being. They
ought ta have in mind two tbings-abso-
lute justice, British fair play and the re-
suits in the future. I ask hon, gentlemen
seriausly if they were in that frame of
mind when these rules were drawn up.
If they were they gat over it mighty quick-
ly, as we perceived when they came ta in-
troduce the rules. In the midat of a heated
debate, in which more or less wazm feeling
was displayed, the Government introduced
-these rules as the judicial decision of that
body. I say 'judicial' wisely because,
certainly, they would not corne to thia
House in any other frame of mind. There
is flot a man on the Governrnent side who
believes that these rules were framed with
the calmn consideration of an unprejudiced
mind. They were framed to serve an ob-
ject, that is ta stop the Opposition dis-
cuasing the Naval Bill-sa tbey say I
admit that, as time proceeds and condi-
tions change, rules miglit be changed.
Changed conditions need new methads. I
do not dispute that for a moment, but
'there is a way to bring about new methods
and practice in this Parliarnent and the
usage and practice of this Parliament, the
usage and practice of the British Parlia-
ment, at lea$t before 1867, ta which weý are
bound by aur rules. was flot to introduce a
measure of this kind in the way in which
this bas been introduced. We have changed
the rules. Leading members on 'bath aides
of' the House, the Prime Minister, the
leader of the Opposition, the supporters of
each, consult with the Speaker and draw
up rules that will gavern bath sides. That
is how these rules should be changed.
They should not certainly be changed in.-
the midst of a heated debate, flot when the
members are on edge, as they have been
in this House for Borne weeks, but at a
time when the rights of the different part-
ies can be carefully considered, when the
representatives of bath sides of the House
are there ta express their views and when

the man who is ta enforce these rules is
present ta give bis valued advice as ta the
effect that certain rules will have. Instead
af that we have what we have. The rules
should be cbanged or revised, either at the-
beginning af a parliament, or at the begin-
ning of a session, before hon. gentlemen
become beated by contraversy and debate.
and before any great issue cames up which,
these rules will affect. There are hon.
gentlemen in this House wbo are lawyers,
such for instance, as the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries and the bon. Poat-
masiter General. What would they think af
legislation that, in tihe 'mîdst of a suit, was
passed in order ta belp one of the litigants?
That is done sometimes, but is
seldomn or ever aproved af by any
lawyer of standing. j as k them wbat tbey
would think of legialation introduced into
this House wben a lawsuit was in course
of being tried wbicb would absolutely give
the case ta one aside without any chance
even ta argue. it. They would he horrified;
yet, that is what the right bon. Prime Min-
ister, assisted by the hon. Minister of Ma-
-rine and Fi-sheriesl, did ini tii case. Tlhey
said: We will introduce this legislation in
tihe midst af the discussion in the case and
we -wil not shlow one eide ta the case ta ar-
gue. What womld. any judge do in a case af
%hat kindP In addition ta that these bhon.
gentlemen said: We will flot allow thbe
juge ta have anything ta say about it; we
will do it ourselves. Is there any otiher way
in which I cou-Id appeal ta hon. gentlemen
opposite P I have appealed ta their fairneas,
I bave appealed ta their sense af wbat ia
right between man and man, I have
appealed ta the usage, I have appealed to
the practice and I bave appealed ta the
rules af the Hanse. TVhere is nothing else
that I can appeal ta.

This measure bas been introdueed, as the
Naval Bill was introduced, under-I do flot
know juat what would be the parliarnentary
word ta use, Mr. Speaker, but if we were
outaide, 1 would say false pretences. 1
will bave ta put it in that way. The coun-
try bas been told through the press af
hon, gentlemen opposite, and some hon.
gentlemen over there think it taa, that
these rules are merely ta put the Naval Bill
through. That is not true. If you take
clause 4 af these resolutiona you will flnd
that it bas no reference ta the Naval Bill
and could flot be applied ta it. It merely
suggests that, under certain conditions, the
Governrnent can get rid of the troublesarne
attitude of the Oppositian in moving q vate
of censure on aame member cf the Govern-
ment on gaing into Supply. That does not
tauch the Naval Bill directly or indirectly.
If ban, gentlemen opposite want ta flatter
tbemselves that the Government they are
following is doing this with the laudable


