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And the question being put on the main motion, it was agreed to, on divi-

sion.

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time, on division, and referred
to the Standing Committee on Indian Affairs and Northern Development.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Chrétien, seconded by
Mr. C6té (Longueuil),—That Bill C-152, An Act to amend the National Parks
Act, be now read a second time and referred to the Standing Committee on
Indian Affairs and Northern Development;

And on the motion of Mr. Lambert (Edmonton West), seconded by Mr.
Macquarrie, in amendment thereto,—That all the words after the word “That”
be struck out and the following substituted therefor:

“this House holding the opinion that the Bill is repugnant in principle
to the Members of this House as well as to the residents of Canada, includ-
ing those of the townsites of Banff and Jasper National Parks, the per-
sons most nearly affected by the Bill’'s purpose and intent, and that
therefore the government should reconsider the principle of the Bill.”

And debate continuing;



