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second time and referred to the Standing Committee on

National Resources and Public Works.

And the question being put on the motion, it was
agreed to on the following division:

(Division No. 26)
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Accordingly, the Bill was read the second time and
referred to the Standing Committee on National Resources
and Public Works.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Sharp,
seconded by Mr. MacEachen,—That Bill C-44, An Act
to amend the Senate and House of Commons Act, the
Salaries Act and the Parliamentary Secretaries Act, be
now read a second time and referred to the Standing
Committee on Miscellaneous Estimates.

And debate continuing;

[At 5.00 o’clock p.m., Private Members’ Business was
called pursuant to Standing Order 15(4)]

(Public Bills)

The Order being read for the second reading and refer-
ence to the Standing Committee on Justice and Legal
Affairs of Bill C-234, An Act to amend the British North
America Acts, 1867 to 1965 (Yukon and Northwest Terri-
tories Senate Representation);

STATEMENT BY MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER

MR. DEpuTY SPEAKER: I do not wish to question the
suggestion by the Parliamentary Secretary regarding the
agreement, but I have some reservation about the Bill
that is proposed for study by the House this afternoon.

Let me refer honourable Members to a statement by
Mr. Speaker on October 13, 1974 regarding the presenta-
tion of a mass of Private Members’ bills. At that time
he suggested it was impossible for the Chair to review
the contents of each of these bills, and suggested that
the bills be read the first time and leave it for the Chair
to make a later decision regarding the procedural accepta-
bility of individual proposals.

At the same time I feel it is unfair to come in on a
day like this when there has been some general agree-
ment as to the debate on a particular bill, and taking
most of the time on a debate on the procedural accepta-
bility of the proposal. I would be tempted to perhaps
suggest to the House that there might be an agreement
to debate the subject-matter of the bill, but to go that
far would not be following our normal procedures. I
would enter a caveat in respect of our proceeding with
an examination of the bill proposed by the honourable
Member for Yukon (Mr. Nielsen).



