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aspect of the principles involved. We do not like the other
aspects and principles involved, so how else can we do it?
I suggest this is the purpose of a reasoned amendment.

0 (1710)

I bave about 25 precedents before me, ail of them
amendments similar to mine, wbîcb were moved and
accepted in the United Kingdom parliament. It may well
be that this House does flot want to listen any more to
reasoned amendments. It may wefl be that we prefer to
reach a yes or no conclusion, but I do flot tbink that is a
correct course of action. Tbere sbould be ways and means
by which hon. members can say that there are aspects of
the legisiation that are acceptable, but that tbey should be
free to express their dissatisfaction wîth otber parts of the
legisiation and should flot have to wait until clause by
clause study of the bill is reached.

These are my reasons for urging that this amendment
be accepted. I do not want to take the time of the House
and spoil the address of the hon. member for Wirnnipeg
North Centre (Mr. Knowles), wbo is cbamping at the bit,
but I have a number of decisions before me, whicb were
extracted from Hansard, citing particular amendments
almost similar to the one I bave moved.

An lion. Member: Almost.

Mr. Baldwin: They deal with subject matters debated in
the United Kingdom. The United Kingdom goverfiment
would flot engage in illegality of this kînd. Since tbis will
be an issue that will be raised over and over again, I ask
the Chair to consider these, if he sees fit to, do so, on the
basis that I submit there is a good case to be made for the
Chair to hold that an amendment in the terms of that
which I have moved is one that is in fact acceptable, thus
permitting hon. members to express an opinion witb
regard to principles contained in this bill that they do flot
think they can support.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Perhaps I can indicate to the
House that it is my intention to reserve my decision.
Therefore, it might be helpful if the bon. member for
Peace River were to give the Chair one or two examples
of stronger precedents for my guidance when I sit down
to make my decision on this very important matter.

Mr. Baldwin: Does Your Honour wish me to do tbat now
or shail I send them to you?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I think some of them should be put
on the record. After all, tbis may turfi out to be a land-
mark decision.

Mr. Baldwin: In the United Kingdom Hansard for Feb-
ruary 9, 1970, Mr. Speaker indicated that he did not select
the following amendment. I might point out that the prac-
tice in the United Kingdomn is that a number of amend-
ments are offered, and the fact that an amendment is not
accepted simply means tbat Mr. Speaker, from among a
number of amendments that have passed the test of legal-
ity, selects the one that be tbinks is most appropriate. This
particular àmendment was moved by the hon. member
for Buckinghamshire South:.

Unemployment Insurance Act
That this House, while accepting the general desirability of

equa] payment for work of equal value, does flot believe that
legisiation is appropriate in this field and decimes to give a Second
Reading to a Bill which wholly conflicts with the view of the Royal
Commission on Equal Pay.

As reported on page 230 of Hansard for November 10,
1970 this amendment, moved by Mrs. Shirley Williams,
appears:
"this House, while welcoming measures to help families in pover-
ty, believes the Government's Family Income Supplements
Scheme will assist only a tiny minority, further extend the com-
plex system of a means-tested society which is an essential ele-
ment in the policy of Rer Majesty's Government, and will do
nothing to encourage employers to improve very low wages in
certain occupations."

A further amendment, moved on February 8, 1971, by
Dr. J. Dickson Mabon, reads as follows:
"this House declines to give a Second Reading to a measure which,
in rewarding those engaged in intensive animal production of a
kind which can in no sense be called agricultural, penalises the
ratepayers as a whole."

There are about 20 more, Mr. Speaker, but I just give
those few as examples. There are others which I think are
an even dloser parallel to the amendment that I was
persuaded to move in the House today.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Sudbury is
rising on a point of order.

Mr. Jerome: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for Peace
River (Mr. Baldwin) started by saying that he neyer dis-
guises his want of confidence in this goverfiment. What be
was disguising I suggest, was bis own knowledge of the
rules. Perhaps, rather than disguising his knowledge of
them, what he was in fact doing was parading bis igno-
rance of them, except that I know differently. I know that
he has an extensive knowledge of the rules, so, be was not
being cynical or any more cynical than one can infer from
the remarks that he contributed to the debate this
afternoon.

Mr. Baldwin: Are you accusing me of deceit?

Mr. Jerome: Clearly what the hon. member was doing, in
bis attempt to criticize the government for breaking some
of the rules, was that he bîmself was breaking the rules
that he knows so well, condoning his own breach of the
rules in bis attempt to criticize the government. I suppose
that one's judgment of the correctness and sanctity of
one's actions depends on which side of tbe House one sits.
The hon. member seems to be able to excuse breaches of
the rules on bis part when be wants to criticize the govern-
ment for what he contends is a similar breach.

The hon. member asked how else was he able to, get on
the record the question contained in this motion. He bas
several legitimate niethods of getting bis viewpoint on tbe
record. First of ail, as clearly pointed out by tbe hon.
member for Winnipeg North Centre (Mr. Knowles) the
effect of the motion is flot in any way to amend the bill
before tbe House but is simply te, negative it. Tbe reasons
for so doing are properly a subject matter for commen-
tary and debate.

What the hon. member is seeking to do, tbrough wbat in
no way can be dignified by being considered an amend-
ment, is to do nothing more than to suggest that the
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