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as it appears now. Therefore I must, with great respect to the views expressed
by the honourable Member who proposed this amendment, find that it is not
in order in its latter paragraphs and therefore not in order at all.

And the honourable Member for Essex East (Mr. Martin) having requested
that paragraphs (i) and (j) be dropped so that his amendment would cover
paragraphs (c), (d), (e), (f), (9), and (h);

Mr. SPEAKER: I am prepared to accept that amendment and to put it
before the House in its new form now proposed by the honourable Member.

And debate continuing on the point of order:

Mr. SpEAKER: I have some sympathy with the point of view expressed
by the Minister of Justice (Mr. Fulton). I think I see a distinction between
the two final clauses which I objected to and the earlier one on which I
propose to base my decision.

It is clear that one should not go outside the scope of the bill in amend-
ments on third reading and I do not think that these do go outside the scope
although I admit there is room for argument.

On the other point of the possibility of altering the amendment, as the
House will recall the honourable Member made his motion and then sub-
mitted it but it was not placed before the House because I had doubts as to its
admissibility as he read it and so it has never been placed before the House
in the full form. I think it is quite in order to accept it in the attenuated
form in which the honourable Member now proposes it and I will therefore
put the amendment, as follows: —

Mr. Martin (Essex East), seconded by Mr. Badanai, moved in amendment
to the main motion,—That Bill C-79 be not now read a third time, but that
it be referred back to the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of recon-
sidering an amendment to Clause 1 as follows:

“That the following paragraphs be added after present paragraph (b):

(¢) The right of the individual to the protection of the law against
arbitrary interference with privacy, family, home, or correspondence,
and against attacks upon his honour and reputation.

(d) The right of the individual to freedom of movement and residence
within the borders of Canada.

(e) The right of the individual to leave the country and to return to the
country.

(f) The right of nationality and the right to change nationality.

(g) The right of the family to protection by society and the state as the
natural and fundamental group unit.

(h) The right of the individual of equal access to public service.
and that the remaining paragraphs of Clause 1 be re-lettered accordingly.”

After debate thereon, the question being put on the said proposed amend-
ment, it was negatived on the following division:



