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wbat would make a good working committee
and quorum, and we adopted bis recommen-
dations which were supported by the Clerk
of Commiztees, Mr. Todd. I think that the
committee arrangement whieh we have to-day
is probahly just about as unworkable as you
could get. For instance, two weeks ago Tues-
day morning I was summoned to attend four
different committees meeting at the saine
hour, and I smr satisfied that many other
bon. members of the House received similar
notices. The impossibiiity of attending
several different committees meeting simul-
taneously is apparent, and 1 cannot sec wbat
good it is going f0 do any member to ho
on a lot of committees wbich ho cannot
possibly attend. Under this new rule members
wili ho able f0 attend their committees.

In regard to the quorum, there was a
good deal of objection three or four sessions
ago f0 the quorum hcing made only a smali
number, because that wouid allow a few
membors to get together and put things
tbrough wvhich did not have the approvai of
the majority of the committec. For ton or
tweive members to form the quorum of a
committce of weli over one hundrcd is a
pretty smail proportion, and it is a littie
dangerous. I think the quorum should be
kcept up te, betwcen onie-quarter and one-
third the memhership of the committce. I
helieve thiat this recommiendation coming
from the committee w'iil give every member
of the House the opportunity 10 get on the
one committee he most desires to be on, and
the privilege, possibly the duty, of being
on a second commitfee. I feel that that is as
good an arrangement as wc have had sug-
gesfed up f0 the present time, and I recom-
meud its adoption.

Mr. MeLEAN (Melfort): I should like f0
endorse the suggestions of the hon. member
for Como-x-Alberni. I would be aimost in-
ciincd te go further than hoe doos and a]low
every member of the Hlouse to take part in
the discussions of any coiomiftee. Perhaps
thaf would net be practicable, but I do not
sec any reason why any member of the
flouse should. not bc aiiowed f0 speak in any
committee. In the short time I have been
in this flouse I have notîced that the more
work that is dunýe in committee, the less
discussion there is when the measure comes
back te the flouse. The work donc in coim-
mittee is not s0 spectacular, but if is much
more useful. 1 do net sec any good reason
for cutting down the size of cemmittees, be-
cause it would oniy resuit in throwing upon
the members; more work that wouid have to
ho donc in this ebamber. I remembor last
year a very respeeted member of this flouse,
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the father of the flouse, advancing an argu-
ment in committee, and someone objected
to him speaking in the committee, and wanted
to force a vote. is reply was, "I wiil spcak
boere or somewhere cisc wherc you wili have
to listen to me." I notice that members
who thresh out a question in committec spend
much less time discussing if in the flouse.

I think the objection raised by the hon.
member for Comox-Aiberni to committee work
as it is donc at present is vaiid, and that
more work might ho donc on Fridays and
Mondays. I was prescrnt at a comnmitfee meet-
ing this morning, and we are meeting again
on Monday morning. I believe that a great
deal more cemmitfee work couid ho donc
on Friday; on Monday many members are
away.

As f0 limiting a member of the flouse f0
serving un two cummittees, I agaili eudorse
what bas been said by the -hon. meinhor
for Comox-Alberni. That proposai is not fair
to members of the flouse. Many censtitu-
oncios are inferested in more than one sub-
jeet. I represenit a constituency myseif that
is vitaily interested in agriculture, in forestry,
in fishing, in minerais, and in finance. Wby
sbould nef their representative in this flouse
have the rigbt te represont, themn on the
varieus cemmittees deaiing wifh these mat-
tors?

Mr. BROWN: The bon. membor for
Cemox-Aiherni bias raised the objection in
regard to reducing the size of the cemmitteos
and of the quorum required, that if mighf ho
harder te, get the required percentage of flic
cemmittee than under the present conditions.
If seems to mie the very fact thaf the nuom-
ber ef members of the severai cemmittees is
reduced means that there wviii ho more merm-
bers availabie fe, attend those particular comn-
inifttee, and ot ifseif justifies raising the
quorum.

Mr. NEILL: It xviii ho casier to secture flic
attendance of twentv than of ton memibers?

Mr. B.ROWN: I think my argument wili
appeai te a niathematicai mind.

Mr. NEILL: Thon if must ho a vcry astute
oue. I cite the case et the ag-riculture cern-
nîîittee, whebre the old quorumn xvas ton, now if
is te ho twonty. If xviii ho oasier te secure
thec attendance of twenty than of ton?

An bon. MEMBER: Yes.

Mr. NEILL: That is a species of igher
miathematies beyond me.

Mr. BROWVN: I repeaf iny argument. If
xviii ho possible because there wiil be more


