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Hon. Mr. Connolly (Ottawa West): Honour-
able senators, speaking to the point of order,
the notice was given pursuant to Rule 24 (j).
I canvassed this situation carefully before
deciding that the appropriate action to be
taken at this time was the action that I took
a few moments ago. The honourable senator
from Ottawa East (Hon. Mr. Choquette) men-
tioned Rule 25, which states that no notice is
required. He and I agree on that point.

I think there is nothing in Rule 23, which
requires two days’ notice, to help us here.

Upon reading Rule 24, however—and I
do not want to repeat all its sections—para-
graph (i) says:

For an adjournment of the Senate,
other than the ordinary daily adjourn-
ment or that under Rule 14, 25 or 44.

This requires one day’s notice. So does Rule
24().
Rule 24(j) states:

For any purpose to which neither the
next preceding nor the next succeeding
rule applies.

And, of course, the next succeeding rule is
Rule 25, which does not cover this procedure.

I submit that Rule 23 does not apply, and
that the appropriate action in the circum-
stances is governed by Rule 24(j).

May I say also that in following the course
I did, I had the idea of meeting the con-
venience of the Senate. After the Senate rises
tonight, the Banking and Commerce Commit-
tee is to meet. An unexpected development
occurred during the course of the day which
has taken up the time of the chamber more
than could have been anticipated a few days
ago.

I believe honourable senators will agree
that throughout this somewhat difficult fall
session I have tried to suit the convenience
of the entire Senate when calling the sena-
tors together in the chamber, and in trying to
arrange the business in such a way as to
be the least inconvenient to all members of
the house. This is the consideration which
prompted me to move as I did, and I submit,
honourable senators. that I am fortified by
Rule 24@).

The Hon. the Speaker: Honourable senators,
after hearing Senator Choquette and Senator
Connolly (Ottawa West), I think that in the
circumstances Rule 24(j) should apply. Rule
24(j) states:

For any purpose to which neither the
next preceding nor the next succeeding
rule applies;

I agree with the honourable Senator Con-
nolly that in the circumstances notice of one
day is justified.
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Hon. Mr. Choquetite: I appeal the decision,
and call for a vote on the ruling.

The Hon. the Speaker: Call in all the sena-
tors.

Honourable senators, the honourable Sena-
tor Choquette having raised the question of
the sufficiency of one day’s notice given by
the honourable Senator Connolly (Ottawa
West) of a motion respecting the designation
of a National Flag of Canada, and I having
ruled that one day’s notice only was required
under the rules, and the honourable Senator
Choquette having appealed my decision, the
question now is: Shall the Speaker’s ruling
be sustained?

Those in favour of sustaining the Speaker’s
ruling will please rise.

The ruling of His Honour the Speaker was
sustained on the following division:
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