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Mr. Speaker: I declare the motion lost.

Therefore, the next question before the House is on Motion
No. 9 standing in the name of the Minister of Justice (Mr.
Crosbie). Mr. Crosbie, seconded by Mr. Hnatyshyn moved:
Motion No. 9

That Bill C-47, be amended in Clause 11 by striking out lines 18 to 24 at page
8 and substituting the following therefor:

“arrangements have been made for the support of any children of the
marriage and, if such arrangements have not been made, to stay the granting
of the divorce until such arrangements are made; and”

Mr. Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the
motion?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.
Motion No. 9 (Mr. Crosbie) agreed to.

Mr. Speaker: The next motion before the House is Motion
No. 13. I take it that it is the pleasure of the House to adopt
the same recorded vote on that motion as was adopted on
Motion No. 3A and the amendment to Motion No. 9?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Robinson, seconded by Ms. McDonald,
moved:
Motion No. 13
That Bill C-47, be amended in Clause 15 by striking out lines 31 to 46 at page
11 and substituting the following therefor:
(7) an order made under this Section that provides for the support of a
spouse shall be directed to one or more of the following objectives:
(a) subject to paragraphs (b), (¢), and (d) to promote the economic
self-sufficiency of each spouse within a reasonable period of time;
(b) to recognize any economic advantages or disadvantages to the spouses
arising from the marriage or its breakdown and to relieve any economic
hardship of the spouses arising from the marriage or its breakdown;
(c) where the marriage is of long duration and where one spouse worked
full-time in the home and was financially dependent on the other spouse
during the marriage, to provide support for the dependent spouse through-
out his or her lifetime and to equalize the standards of living of the spouse
awarded support and the supporting spouse;
(d) where there is a child of the marriage and the spouses had agreed before
divorce proceedings were commenced, that one spouse should stay at home
full-time to care for the child, to fulfil the terms of that agreement insofar
as it is economically practicable.

The House divided on the motion (Mr. Robinson) which
was negatived on the following division:

(Division No. 184)
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Friesen McKnight Wilson
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Gass Minaker Maple Creek)
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Gormley Murta

Mr. Speaker: I declare the motion lost.

The next question is on Motion No. 30 standing in the name
of the Hon. Member for Burnaby (Mr. Robinson). I take it the
same recorded vote would be applied as was applied earlier?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Robinson, seconded by Ms. McDonald,

maoved:

Motion No. 30

That Bill C-47, be amended in Clause 17 by striking out lines 17 to 28 at page
14 and substituting the following therefor:

“(4) Before the court makes a variation order in respect of a support order
the court shall satisfy itself

(a) that there has been a change in the condition, means, needs or other
circumstances of either former spouse or of any child of the marriage for
whom support is or was sought occurring since the making of the support



