reports should be printed and circulated
thrm_1gh the country, without submission to
Parlmmant, and before they had gone
through the usual constitutional formula
(Hear, _hw.) The resolution asked for n.
:ﬁt7ﬂﬁiﬂz of : the constitutional prac-
ih ) . smuc as 1t contemplated
At members of the House scattered
throughout the country should be recognis-
Ed_n.s a Parliamentary body. He was cer. '
ttuu!y surprised to find the hon. member
'f?r bu_uth‘Sumiuu indirectly attacking the
' Constitution in this manner, especially
when it was recollected that at the time it
was proposed to iutroduce a Bill to alter
the Constitution of this House, the hon.
gentleman had treated the public of this
- Proyince to a number of letters addressed
 to the Attorney-General, in which he had ac-
- cusged that gentleman of violating the Consti-
| tution in various ways and especially in that
- particular way. It would seem that the
hon. gentleman had reached that stage when
~he did not care whether he ¢ blew a hole in
. the Constitution” or not, so long as politi-
cal ends could be served. (Hear, hear.)
The position of the Government in the mal-
ter was that they would retain (uniil a case
for a contrary rule had been made out) the
well understood constitutional rule that
these reports should be presented to the
Lieutenant-Governor; that they should be
mought down to the House in session, and
there submitted to the peeple’s represcinta.
tives in Parliament, His opinion was that
a case had not been made out for a ehange,
for when the I'ublic Accouné were not
brought down for the year immediately
preceding, an abstract was supplied, giving
all the accounts the Committee could de-
site 3 and, furtherinore, all the vouchers that
might be asked for could be submitted,
(Hear, hear, and loud cheers.)

MR. MEREDITH said that in ¥ebruary,
1876, the Public Accounis Commitiee had
reported to the House—Mr. Gow being the
chairman of that Committee at the time— |
that they were unable to perform their
dutics properly !ecauss they were not in
possession of the detaticd statement, The
same report vecognized the fact that a full
investication could not be mads when |
the accounts for the year immodiately pie-
ceding were not in the hands of the Come |
mitteo. The position taken in thal reporl
was that the reports might be brought down |
in February. With regard to the question
of interfering with constitutional practice,
the Government were not so caretul of that
practice when they changed the rules of the
House last session, and especially that rule
whichk enabled members, by protracting a
debate, to prevent legislation being forced in
the Ilouse which was not in the interest of
the country. T'he Govermment had lim-
ited that rule, and had shown
that they were not then RO
careful of the Constitution as they pretended
to be to-day. He could see no difficulty that
would occur from passing the resolution,
for at this time of day it was idle to talk of
keeping these reports from the public press,
as they were often discussed in the papers
before they were considered by the repre-
gsentatives of the people.

Mr. WOOD said that with regard to the
Public Accounts there would bo great
difficulty in carrying out the proposed
change. He had done all he could in
order to have them brought down
| during the scssion, even going so far as to
empley extra hands. The accountant was
the officer who had charge of all the
vouchers, orders in Council, and other pa-
pers, and it had been f yund necessary to
have that gentleman present at the mect-
ings of the Public Accounis Committee.
The vouchers, accounts, &c., were spread
out on the table, and congiderably dis-
arranged, and 1t involved a great loss of
time and consequent delay to have these
all rearranged so that the work of preparing
the report could be proceeded with, 1f 1t
was at all possible to bring down the "ublic
Accounts in detail this session, they should
be brought down.

Mr. MACDOUGALL [(Simcoe) said he
rose to make an explanation, He did not
say what he had said regarding the couduct
of the Commissioner of Public Works be-
cauge he had any fear of that gentleman, for

whatever his (Mr. Macdougall’s) reputation
might be, he did rot think it could be said
that he was in the habit of quailing before
even the Goliath of the Government. He
had simply thought it a good opportunity
of calling the attention of Mr. Speaker and
of the House to a habit of that hon. gentle-
man of using language towards himself and
other members of the Opposition which he
considered was & violation of parliamentary
rulee. He read from May to support
the contention that the imputation of mo-
tives other than those avowed by the
Speaker, orthe useof contemptuous language
towards another member, was & violation of
the rules of Parliament. ‘I'he hon, gentle-
man had charged him with breaking another
rule ot the House in referring to a previous
debate. He (Mr. Macdougall) contended
that he had a right to malke that reference,
as the same authority admitted that right
under peculiar circumstances, and when it

was exercised by consent of the Speaker. A
member was allowed to refer to a previous
debate when he had a personal complaint to
make or in order to clear up & misrepic-
sentation of his character. 1lle had not re-
ferred to any subject outside of the prescit
debate,

Ir, SPEAKER said—With respect to the

point of order, which had been suggesied
rather than raised, I may say that 1 was at

fiest inclined to call the gentleman to order,
for there is no rule which should be move
carefully observed than the one now in-
voked ; upon reflection, however. 1 came

to a different conclusion. The House will

rcmember that the hon. member introduced
his remarks by saying that the hon. mem.
ber for South Simcoe, as an old parliamen-
tarian, knew that it was according to ordi-
nary and well understood tactics that resolu-
tions shc uld be moved, not with the view of
carrying them, but for the purpose of eni-
barrassing their opponents; and ho said
further that that was the motive with which
certain resolutions .had been moved last
gession. The rule as to imputing motives
is that no member shall 1mpute bad motives,

. or motives different from those pro-

fessed. I can hardly say that
the hon. member imputed a bad motive

- when he said that certain motions were
' made, according to oid Parliamentary tactics,
not with the view of carrying them, but with
the view of embarrassing the Government. |

Nor do I know whether the gentlemen who
moved those resolutions now  profess that
they intended to carry them, and not merely
to cmbarrass the Government, Cousidering

' that the resolutions referred to were moved

last session, considering that the motives of
no particular member were referred to, but
the whole Opposition collectively, and con.-
sidering that it is doubtful, at all events,
whether the motive imputed was a bad
motive, I felt a difficulty about holding that
the words referred to were out of order.

Mr. CREIGHTON disclaimed any inten-
tion of making political capital by his reso-
lution, as he had found fault with the system
and not with the men, He was surprised
that a Reformer like the Attorney-General
<hould shelter himself behind the plea that
the proposed change would make a hole in
the British Constitution, e mentioned as
an instance of the absurdity of certain obso-
lete forms which were retained the one
which prohibited the printing of the Votes
and Procecdings of the House other than
those appointed by the Speaker. If that rule
were enforced the gentlemen who were now
in the gallery reporting this debate would be
excluded from the House. He thought that
members should be in possession of the
departmental reports much carlier than
they were, and he could see mo evil
consequences that would arise it they were
distributed to members when the House was
not sitting. As there was no probability of
the resolution being carried, he would con-
sent to its withdrawal,

The order was then discharged.

' the House.
. The House adjourned at six o'clock,

. Mr. MOWAT moved the adjournment of




