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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker: Is not a notice

of motion required in this case?

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I sec, by Rule No. 31, that
"Two days' notice shahl be given of a motion for leave to pre-

sent a Bill, Resolution, or Adairess, for the appoiniment of any Commit-
tee, or for the putting of a question ; but this Rule shall not apply to
Bille after their introduction or to Private Bills."

Well, is it not the fact that, after the action of the Commit-
tee yesterday, these Bills disappeared altogether from the
Notice Paper; and therefore that there is no Bill before the
House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. This Bill has been introduced.
Mr. BLAKE. And read the second timo.
Mr. SPEAKER. And read the second time before the

Hlouse.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was referred by the

House to the Committee of the Whole, and has not the
Committee, by its action, arrested the Bill aitogether?

Mr. SPEAKER. According to English practice, the
way to bring a Bill again before the House-as the Con-
mittee cannot kill a Bill which is before the House-in the
event of a Bill being dropped from the Order Paper, it is
competent, on a subsequent day, without notice, to move
to fix a day when the Bill shall again be considered,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course I put the ques-
tion-as this is the first time that a motion of this kind
has been made, at ail events during this Parliamnent
because i thought it proper that we ought to have a ruling
about it, in order that we might govern ourselves in future
similar cases.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Mr. Speaker: Are we to understand
that the Committee having made no report to the House,
the House can take possession again of this Bill, and dis-
p ose of it as if it had not been sent to the Committee of the
Whole, and that Committee had made a report? If the
Committoo bas made no report, I think that it is yet
in possession of the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLAKE. No. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to got it
back into Committee of the Whole, without this procedure;
but the hon. gentleman does not want to get it. back there,
and he thinks that it is there yet.
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WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Mr. Speaker: I desire, Sir,
before yon leave the Chair, to mako the financial statement;
and, at the saine time, to call the attention of the Hlouse to
the resolutions the Government propose to move when in
Committee withi reference to the changes in the Tariff. At
the last Session of Parliament, on hlie sixteenth day after
the opering of the Se-sion, I was in a position to make the
financial statement of the Government. Circumstances bave
occurred to delay the statement on this occasion. and there
bas been some critieism in the House, and out of it, on ac-
count of this delay. I desire, in the first place, Sir, to make
a few remarks with referenee to the cireirnustaees that
have caused this deliy; and I believe, when they are stated
to the House, hon. members will fullyunderstand the neces-
sity for it, and approve of the courso ihe Government have
taken. It will be remembercd, Sir, that, at the hst Session
of Parliament, the Goveinment ake, l hi iiHoue to reduce
the taxation to the extent of$,0000000 or'$1,250,000 for the
thon current year. After looking carefully over the receipts,
and the probable expenditure for the current year, the Gov-
ernment thought they rnight salely ask Parliament, at this
Session, to reduce the taxation another $1,000,000 or
$1,250,000. That having been decided unon, it, OF course,
became a question as to the articles on which this redue-
tion should be made. We found the Congress oCf te
United States iii session, with various propositions bcfoie
them for the reduction of the Customs duties andi the
Inland 1evenue taxation, varying from 950,000,000 to
$120,000,00, according to the action of Congress on theso
resolutiions. One proposition alone was, that tobacco
should be redueed feron 16 cs. to 8 cis. a lb.; another
proposition was that it should be removeh enitirely.
If either of these propositions carried, it would becrne
necessary for the Parliaminent of Canada, fr the purpose of
preventing illicit trade, protecting the honest trader, and
protecting our own manufacturing industrie-, that our
auties should be reduced in proportion to the redacth n
made in the United States. Therefore, if tIh proposition to
reduce the duty 8 ets. pr lb. on tobacco were adopted,
it would necessitate a reduction in Canada which would
inovlve 8750,000; if it was removed altogether it would
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