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Sage Four THE CARLETON SENTINEL, WOODSTOCK, N. B., APRIL 25th, 1913. 

F. B. CARVELL PROTESTS 
AGAINST “GAG” RULE 

The Member for Carleton Argues Against Suppression 

of Free Speech in Parliament of Canada — New 

Brunswick Humiliated by Hazen and Robidoux 

(Hansard) 

Mr, F. B. CARVELL (Carleton, N. 

B.): Mr. Speaker, my hon. friend 

from Brandon (Mr. Aikins) will al- 

low me to congratulate him on the 

extremely moderate tone of the 

speech which he has delivered to the 

House during the last three-quarters 

of an hour, and, on the small 

amount of poetry he hgs inflicted on 

us. My regret is that as the hon. 

member from Laval (Mr. Wilson) re- 

marked, the hon. gentleman has not 

given us the music to go with that 

one piece of poetry he quoted, be. 

cause, had he done go, it would no 

doubt be a great acquisition to tha 

members of this House. The pith of 
the hon. member's argument seems 

to be that Canada has lagged Dbe- 

hind every other mation of the 

world in the maragement of its 

parliamentary business, and that the 

time has come when Canada must 

rehabilitate herself in the eyes of the 

world. I want to be perfectly fair 

with the hon. member, and if I am 

misrepresenticg the general tone of | 
his speech I would be glad if he 

would set me right. He has worked 

out our present condition by what 

might be called a process of climin- 

ation. He has come to the conclu- 

sion that next to the United States 

Senate we are the most obsolete and 

out of date country “in the world in 

80 far as the management of public 

affairs is concerned. He has giver 

us ag long description of what they 

do ic Australia, in Germany, ir Den- 

mark and in the Netherlands. He has 

shown us how they go about to shut 

off free speech in those countries. He 

has shown us how the rights of the 

subjects there are curtailed. With 

the exception of France, I do not 

think it is very much of a compli- 

ment to the people of Canada to 

have their right of free speech and 

their conduct of business compared 

with what goes on in continental 

Europe. Nobody pretends to be a 

free man in continental Europe, 

with the exception of France, as we 

do in Canada. My hon. friend for- 

8 that the doctrine of lese ma- 

jeste can be applied to people in 

pretty nearly every country in con- 

tirental Europe. A man is not en- 

titled to say what he thinks about 

the government of the day. If he 

does, he may be hailed any day be- 

fore the courts. My hon. friend 

ought to give us a comparison of 

our present system with that of the 

lish Parliament. The only com- 

parison which he gave was the bald 

statement that the restriction was 

introduced in the Imperial Parlia- 

ment in 1882, modified in 1887, and 

that our proposed ‘rules are much 

more limited in their scope than the 

English rules. I wish to discuss that 

branch of the case briefly to see 

~ whether my friend is justified or not 
in making such a bald statement. 

Before that can be discussed intelli- 

gently, it will be necessary for me 

to go back to the historical source 

of the different rules. For the sake 

of lucidity. I wish to discuss them 

from three different standpoints. 

Section 2 of this proposed resolu- 

tian is intended to restrict debate. 

I use that word advisedly. It is in- 

tended to take away from the pres- 

ent Parliament certain rights of de- 

bate which it now possesses. It is 

true my right hon. friend attempted 

yesterday to argue the other way 
and to show that practically every- 

thing which could be discussed at 

the present time could be discussed 

under the proposed rules. My friend 

is in error in that, very much in 

error indeed. We are being deprived 
of what is perhaps the most prized 
privilege of liberty of dzbate in the 
Canadian House of Commons. Under 
section 2, they are taking away the 
right to move the adjournment of 
the House, except under that rule of 
our Parliament which provides that 
we may move the adjournment of 
the House to discuss a matter of 
public business. The right to ad- 

Journ the debate are both practical- 

ly taken away from us under the 

proposed rule, % 

I submit that the right to rise to 

a question of privilege is also taken 

away from us under the proposed 

rules. It is true my right hon.friend 

debies that and says that, as he 

| question of privilege and you can 

understands it, you can rise 

move that the conduct of a member 

be referred to a special committee, 

as was done by tre member for St. | 

Hyacinthe (Mr. Gauthier) a ond 

weeks ago. That may be a debatable 

point. When my hon. friend tells me 

that we have greater liberty under 

this than under the British system, 

I wish to call his attention for a 

few moments to some of the rules of 

the British Parliament. Standing 

Order No. 22 reads as follows: 

«®hen a motion is made for the 

adjournment of a debate, or of the 

House during any debate, or that 

the chairman of a committee do 

report progress, or do leave the 

Chair, the debate thereupon shall be 

confined to the matter of such mo- 

tion; and no member, having moved 

or seconded any such motion, shall 

be entitled to move or s2cond any 

similar motion during the same, de- 

bate.” 

- Then follows standing order 23, 

which is practically the same as rule 

158: 

“If Mr. Speaker, or the Chairman 

of a Committee of the Whole House, 

shall be of opinion that a motion 

for the adjourrment of a debate, or 

of the House, during any debate, or 
that the Chairman do report pro- 

gress or do leave the Chair, is an 

abuse of the rules of the House, he 

may forthwith put the question 

thereupon from the Chair, or he may 

decline to propose the question 

thereupon to the House.” 

My friend will see that under the 

English rules, you aiways have the 

right to move the adjournment of 

the House or the adjournment of 

the debate. Of course it is left in 

the discretion of the Speaker. I 

shall perhaps have occasion to refer 

to the Speaker at a later portion of 

my short address. It is well recog- 

nized that the Speaker in the British 

House of Commons occupies a very 

different position from that which he 
occupies in the Canadian House of 

Commons. I am not speaking about 

the present Mr. Speaker or any 

other; I am speaking about the office 

of the Speaker. When a membre" 

wish-s tH» move the ad,ournment of 

the House or the adjournment of 

the debate, it is in the discretion of 

the Speaker as to whether he will 

have the right to move it. Once he 

has the consent of the Speaker, who 

acts almost in a judicial capacity, 

he has the right to move it. That, 

however, is absolutely taken away 

from us under the present rules. One 

of the dearest liberties of the minor- 

ity in the House of Commons is 

taken away from us at one fell 

swoop. Yet my hon. friend tells me 

to a [things taken away from them. 

if they cannot be debated? 

that we have greater liberty under 

these rules than under the British | 
rules. The great difference between 

the underlying principle of the pro- 

posed clause 2 and the underlying 

principle of the rule in the British 

Parliament is that in the British 

Parliament certain things are taken 

away from members, whereas in the 

Canadian Parliament certain things 

are given to members and all other 

Mr. MEIGHEN: Does the hon. gen- 

tleman argue that motions to ‘ad- 

| journ the House or the debate ean- 

not be mad: under the 6 proposed 

rule? 

Mr. CARVELL: 

cannot he made? 

Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes. 

Mr. CARVELI. Carnot he debat- 

ed. What is the use of making them 

I certainly do— 

Mr. MEIGHEE: I understand they 

can be made in the British House of 

Commons ¢s they have beer: hereto 

fore, for the purpose of discussing 

certain matters. 

Mr. CARVELL: . In the British 

House of Commors a motion can 

be made to adjourn the House or 

the debate, exactly as in this Hourg 

except that tka Speaker has the 

right to say whether the member 

shall have the right to do it or 

not. That is the point that I am 

making. It is quite different - from 

the rule proposed by my right hon. 

friend. That is only a sample of the 

way our liberties are being abridg- 

ed. As I was saying when I was in 

terrupted, the underlying principle in 

the propos:zd Canadian legislation is 

that we are giving the right to dis- 

cuss a few matters while all others 

are absolutely taken away from us, 

whereas in the British House, a few 

things are taken away and all 

others léft open for discussion sub- 

Sect to the discretion of the Speaker. 

And one has only to consider for a 

few minutes what I have pointed out 

to realize what cardinal right is be- 

ing taker away from the minority in 

this House. Then, the second gener- 

al heading of the proposed rule is 

what would. ordinarily be called the 

closure rule, and that is the branch 

of the case which my hon. friend 

discussed, referring to what was 

done in other parliaments. But tnere 

is as much distinction between the 

underlying principle of the proposed 

closure rule in the Canadian House 

and the actual closure rule of the 

British House as there is between 

the rights of discussiorn of which I 

have just spoken. Clause 3 "is as 

follows, And, Mr. Speaker, I want 

to have this put on ‘Hansard’ again 

in order .that we may, if possible, 

get hon. members opposite to realize 

ome of the iniquity of the proposed 

rule: , 

“(3) Immediately refore the Order 

of the Day for resuming an adjourn 

ed debate is called, or if the House 

be in Committee of the Whole, or of 

Supply, or of Ways and Means, any 

minister of the Crown who, stand- 

ing in his place, snall have given 

notice at a previous sitting of his 

intention so to do, may move that 

the debate shall not be further ad- 

journed, or that the further con 

sideration of any resolution or reso- 

lutions, clause or clauses, section or 

sections, preamble or preambles, 

title or titles, shall be the first 

business of the committee, and shall 

not further be postponed. 

Mr. EMMERSON: He can interrupt 

the proceedings of one matter to 

give notice with regard to another ? 

1913 
Should Not be Treated in an 1813 Way 

Folks used to pare corns before 
any treatment was 

known for them. 
Then came liquids 

and oi before 
a chemi 

to rcaove FE 

Now a way is 
known t» take out 
corns—to remove 
them entirely, in 48 
hours, 

A in the picture is the 
B stops the pain 2nd keeps the wax from spreading, 

C wraps around the toe. 

D is rubber adhesive to fasten the plaster on. 

Blue jay 
Sold i by:2 

21) Bar & Black, Chicago & New Y 

SUNG Si and 25c per package 
ed Free. Also Dlue-jay Bunion Plasters. 

Corns 
We own that method, and call 

it Blue-jay plasters. 
Simply apply it, and the rnin 

stops at once, Forget it for 43 
hours. Then take off the plaster 
and lift the corn out. . That’s the 
1st « f that corn, 

INo pain, no soreness, no incon- 
venience, 

Last year over 12,000,000 corns 
were taken out with Blue-jay. 
For your own sake, let it take 
out yours, 

the corn, soft D&B wax. It loosens 

It is narrowed to be comfortable, 

Corn Plasters 

ork, Maker: of Surgical Dressings, etc, 

Mr. CARVELL: At any time, as 1 

understand it, he can interrupt the 

proceedings to say that he proposes 

the next time the matter comes up , 

that there shall be no adjournment. 
(Reading): 

‘““—and in either case such 

shall be decided without debate or 

amendment; and if the same shall 

be resolved in the affirmative, no 

member shall thereafter speak more 

than once, or longer than twenty 

minutes in any adjourned debate; or, 

if in committee, on any such resolu- 

tion, clause, section, preamble ‘or 

title; and if such adjourned debate 

or postponed consideration shall not 

have been resumed or concluded be- 

fore two of the clock in the morn- 

ing, no member shall rise to speak 

after that hour, but all such ques- 

tions as must be decided in order to 

conclude such adjourned debate or 

postponed consideration, shall be 

decided forthwith.” 

Now, Perhaps it might be well to 

give the House something of the his- 

‘tory of Parliament to show what 

has led up to this proposed rule. 

Hon. gentlemen opposite, in trying 

question 

to find out how they could best 

throttie the Opposition—and 1 use 

that word advisedly—how they could 

best shcceed in absolutely shutting 

off debate when they wanted to, did 

not take the English rule,. which it 

seems to me, should be severe 

enough to satisfy anybody, but went 

back fifty or sixty years to find 

something which would be more 

drastic and would serve their pur- 

pose better. They brought forth | 

clause 3 as the result of their la- 

bours. The first time you find this 

mentioned was in 1848. 1 am referr- 

ing to Redlich’s proceedings of the 

House of Commons, vol. 1, page 86- 

87. A committee had been appoint- 

ed by the House of Commons to-con- 

sult with the Speaker and see if 

they could do something towards re- 

forming the rules of the House. This 

committee had made a report and 

certain unimportant matters which 

were recommended had been adopted. 

The committee also made a proposi- 

tion to the House which was not 

adopted, and that proposition was 

as follows: 

‘““A final suggestion as to adjourn- 

ment was that before resuming an 

adjourned debate or any subject, a 

motion might be made ‘that this 

debate shall not be further adjourn- 

ed, and that if this were carried, 

the debate should not be prolonged 

beyond 2 a.m., when the Speaker 
should put the question.” 

Sir, that is the first record I can 

find of ary person proposing closure 

in the British Hogse of Commons. It 

was proposed, as I said, by a com- 

mittee, but was not adopted by the 

House of Commons. It might be 

worth while to state here that, so 

far as we can find, down to the 
time when it was decided that clos- 

ure was necessary by reason of the 

obstruction of the Irish members in 

the late seventies and early eighties, 

all these proposed amendments were 

made by committees that were guid-/ 

ed very largely by the Speaker and 

(Continued on page nie) 
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The opera, the concertand the vaude- 
ville of the city come to the small towns 
more vividly than ever before on the 

Edison 
Phonograph 

because Edison has just created a new record—the Blue Amberol 
—which is sweeter and finer in tone and reproduces in a more 
lifelike way than any other phonograph record ever 
made. And once the best music and songs of the 
best artists have come to you on Blue Amberol Rec- 
ords it will a/ways be yours as vividly as at first, for 
the Blue Amberol never wears out. 

Hear it at your Edison dealer’s today. 
Thomas A. Edison, Inc., 100 Lakeside Ave., Orange, N. J., U. S. A. 

A complete line of Edison Phonographs and Records will be found at 

A. E. JONES & CO., King Street 
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Wi ALABASTINE 
with its plain tints, supplies a luxurious wall-covering for the & 

most handsome rooms, leaving your walls free from the deli- 

rium of wal papers. We will be glad to tell you more about 

Alabastine, if you will ask us. Let us show you a tint card 
and cutting of wood with 35 coats on. 

Sldby H. E. BURTT 
Cor. Main & Connell Street 
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lead. And ‘kat white lead is 
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Our facilities enable 
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Spring 

Von? In Unicns, 

CALL EARLY AND GET FIRST 

LINOLEUMS, OILCLOTHS, 

We have a Full Stock of Spring Goods. 

Art Squares 
Trt strs, 

Axmunister and Milton. 

Prices from $5.00 to $35.00 each. 

JRON and BRASS BEDS, SPRINGS and MATTRESSES. 

Prices to compete with Mail Order Houses. 

Agents for CETOR FARE MACHINES 

Goods! 
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PARLOR SUITES, DRESSERS, 

Come in and be convinced. 
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 F urniture Co. 
(LIMITED) 

Street 

We do everything in the most thorough manner and 
can guarantee satisfaction. 

Skillful, Reliable Work 
Promptness and Low Prices are what bring us trade 

Let us do your Plumbing and you need not worry. 

Fewer Bros. 
King Street, Woodstock Phone 179-11. 

HUDSON BAY 
Fire Insurance Co. of Canada 

LICENSED BY THE DOMINION GOVERNMENT 

Government Deposit - $66,000.00 
Capital -  $2°000,000.00 

Tota. Cash Income for the Year 1911 - $349,441 00 

Best Insurance for the Least Money. 

F. W. BOYER, - Agent Car. Co. 
Office—Cor. Main & Connell Sts., (Up Stairs) Woedstock, N. B. 

\ - OR ARS LILY SAVED MY LIFE" . 
[—~— A These words or expression, Nav. 

Ing the same meaning are cortained 
in hundreds of the letters 1 have re- 
ceived during the past vear, Many 
were frora women who had suffered 
agonieg from falling of womb; others 
fron women who had gape dang- 
erous surgical opera'i as the 
tumors and ulcers hid he en removes 
ed by the action of Orange Lily; 
and others who had suffered from 
snnpressed menstruation, leucor- 
rhoea, painful reriois, ete, For all 
these and tho o'h r troubles known 
in g reral as Women's Disorders, 

% | Orarg. Li'y furnishes a positive 
seiontiiie, noaver-failing cur~ @ It is 

applied direct to the suffering organs. and its operation is certain and beveficial 
As a triai actually proves its merit. 1 herebv offer to serd. absolutely free, a bog 
worth 36e., sufficient for ten days treatment, to every suffering woman who will 
write for it. Luclo:n 3 stomps MRS, FRANCES E. CURRAM, Windzor, Ont, 
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