
FEBRUARY 24, 1964

authorities quoted earlier in my comments,
I am confronted with the obligation to inforn
the hon. member for Lapointe that his pro-
posed subamendment is contrary to the rule
of relevancy, and as such it cannot be sub-
mitted to the house at this time.

[Translation]
Mr. Gregoire: Mr. Speaker, I appeal against

Your Honour's ruling.

[Text]
Mr. Deputy Speaker: The house has heard

the decision of the Chair, which the hon.
member for Lapointe bas appealed. Those in
favour of sustaining the Speaker's ruling will
please say yea.

Sorne hon. Members: Yea.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Those against will
please say nay.

Sorne hon. Members: Nay.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: In my opinion the
yeas have it.

And more than five members having risen:

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Call in the members.

Mr. Speaker put the question as follows:
The question before the house is the following:
To the motion for an address in reply to His

Excellency, the right hon. Leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Diefenbaker) proposed an amendment, as
follows:

"That the following be added to the address:
But we respectfully regret that Your Excellency's

advisers have failed to propose the repeal of the
11 per cent sales tax imposed as a result of action
by the present government in 1963, on certain
building materials and certain machinery and ap-
paratus to be used in manufacture or production
which is, and will continue to be, detrimental to,
various segments of the Canadian economy".

In amendment to the amendment the hon.
member for Lapointe (Mr. Gregoire) proposed the
following:

"That the following words be added to the
amendment, immediately at the end thereof:

'This house also regrets that Your Excellency's
advisers have failed to state that the year 1964
should be the year of and for the Canadian
families through the increase of family allowances
according to the factual cost of living."'

The Chair, having stated that in its opinion the
subamendment purported to introduce a question
that was foreign to the terms of the amendment
now before the house, ruled the subamendment
out of order in that it was not relevant to the
amendment.

Whereupon the hon. member for Lapointe ap-
pealed to the house from the ruling of the Chair.

The house divided on the question: Shall
the Speaker's decision be sustained? And the
decision of the Chair was sustained on the fol-
lowing division:

YEAS
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