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By unanimous consent, it was ordered,-That shouid consideration of Bill
C-29, An Act respecting Canada Day not be disposed of at this sitting, the said
bull shail stand and retain its precedence,

STATEMENT BY MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER
Mr. DEPUrTY SPEAKER: In the event that these amendments might corne

forward for a vote later thîs day, I might make the following suggestion, that
motions numbered 1, 3, 5 and 7, which were first received in order of time,
be given priority, grouped for purposes of debate and disposed of in one
division, if required. Since motions numbered 2, 4, 6 and 8 propose the same
question as do motions numbered 1, 3, 5 and 7, those motions in effect will be
disposed of at the sarne tîme.

Whereupon, Mr. Gibson, seconded by Mr. Cyr, moved,-That Bill C-29, An
Act respecting Confederation Day, be amended by susbtituting in Clause 1 the
words "Canada Day" for the words "Confederation Day" at lînes 4 and 5.

And debate arising thereon;

STATEMENT BY MR. SPEAKER
Mr. SPEAKER: I think I owe it to honourable Members to refer briefly

to the procedurai aspect of the bill and the amendment now before the House.
The Chair has liad serious doubts as to whether this amendment was i order,
in the sense that what we have before us, as has been pointed out by the
honourabie Member for Hillsborough (Mr. Macquarrie) is not the bill which
stood originally in the name of the honourabie Member for Brant (Mr. Brown)
but an entireiy new bill.

What we have been considering, substantialiy, is a motion in the name of
the honourable Member for Hamiiton-Wentworth (Mr. Gibson).

It might weIl be argued that if the honourabie Member for Hamilton-
Wentworth wanted a new bill to be considered he shouid have introduced it
in the same way as the honourable Member for Brant introduced his measure.

The question is whether a bill can be so amended in committee that it is
not the same bill at ail as when it came before the House. As the honourable
Member pointed out, the only thîng ieft of the original bill us its number. I did
flot raise this point earlier, realizing that honourabie Members were anxious to
discuss bothi aspects of this proposai. At the same time, 1 do not believe a
precedent shouid be estabiished for the consideration of an amendment of this
kind. I arn saying this ex post facto. I realise that if there had been reai ob-
jection, and I had wanted to hear arguments for or against the bill from a
procedurai aspect, the matter shouid have been raised before. I think the
objection shouid be mentioned now, however, so that this form of amendment
wiil not be used as a precedent should a simihar situation arise later.

At 3.35 o'clock p.m., the Hlour for Private Members' Business expired.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Sharp, a Member of the Queen's Privy Council,
laid upon the Tabie,-Copies of Agreement between the Government of
Canada and the Government of the United States of America on Reciprocal
Fishing Priviheges in Certain Areas off their Coasts. Done at Ottawa, April 24,
1970. (English and French) .- Sessionai Paper No. 6/132.
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