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Mr. Pickersgill: It seems to me that that is 
very adequately covered by the amendment. 
There is no suggestion here that one has to 
cite the exact words in order to accomplish 
that purpose.

Mr. Speaker: The citation referred to by 
the hon. member, citation 415 of Beau- 
chesne’s fourth edition, seems to cover the 
principle of the situation at this time. The 
other point made was as to its vagueness. 
The other consideration is as to whether the 
amendment tends to change a principle ap
proved on second reading. I think it does not 
do the latter. It has not been held that amend
ments are not in order because they are vague 
or completely unintellible even. On the 
whole I think this amendment is one that 
should be put and I will proceed to do so.

The house divided on the amendment (Mr. 
Pickersgill) which was negatived on the 
following division:
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Mr. Speaker: I declare the amendment 
lost. Is the house prepared to deal with the 
main motion?

Hon. Lionel Chevrier (Laurier): Mr.
Speaker, before we vote on third reading I 
want to state the position of our party and 
I will do it briefly.

Mr. Balcer: Have you changed your mind 
again?

Mr. Chevrier: We are taking precisely the 
same position as taken by our leader on 
second reading, namely that we do not intend 
to vote against the scheme of equalization 
established by Mr. St. Laurent, or even ap
pear to be made to do so. We do not intend 
to vote against the St. Laurent formula for 
university grants which this government is 
continuing for nine out of the 10 provinces 
and which the Solicitor General considers 
unconstitutional—

Mr. Graffley: Why was it not accepted?

Mr. Chevrier: —but which the Minister of 
Finance (Mr. Fleming) says is completely 
constitutional.

We have used every device at our com
mand open to an opposition to prevent this 
government from putting into this bill the 
alternative method of paying university
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