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Family Allowances

We aise know that even if we talk of free education, it
does flot really exist. Therefore, in view of the additional
costs, which today are enormous, 1 wonder Jf the mlniater
would consider the possibility of granting family allow-
ances at least until the age of 21.

An hon. Memnber: Until 25.

Mr. La Salle: We know that today a large percentage of
the students do flot complete their studies untîl 21 and
even later. I wonder te what extent we could reasonably
ask the minister to consider this possibility. The generous
additional income which has been granted and wbich will
be avaîlable on January 1 would be more helpful to fami-
lies if the age limit were raised to 21. After seriously
discussing the matter with several of my constituents-
instead of makîng a survey-I believe that they are very
much in favour of this and endorse my arguments. They
fînd it quite normal that we should consîder the possibili-
ty of raîsing the eligîbilîty age to 21. 0f course, we could
again consider that as long as the child is at school.
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Now, I take the liberty during consideration ot this
bill which, once again, 1 consider very worthwhile and
will support most willingly of asking the minister to
consider that possibilîty.

Also, we ask the minister to increase îmmediately the
allowances to $20. As I understood the bill introduced by
the minister a few months ago whîch will come into force
in January, it does seem that this basic minimum of $12
will be granted across the country and that the surplus of
the general average of $20 will enable the provinces te
grant it to large famîlies or people with inadequate
incomes, where the need is greater in their opinion.

I would like to take advantage of this opportunity to say
that 1 am very happy to see that the provinces will be able
to adjust the family allowances whîle reapectîng fîrst of
ahl the national hasîs, but with the possîbilîty of adjustîng
the amount f rom $12 te $20, on the basîs of need.

I suggest, as the hon. member for Argenteuil-Deux-
Montagnes (Mr. Fox) said earlier, that this respect
shown te the provinces, this opportunity granted to them,
deserves of course some congratulations to the Minîster
who understood and accepted it; therefore the provinces
that wiah loe Çxercise this power will he able to do so
provîded that they respect first of all the prînciples estab-
lished by the federal government.

Therefore. I hope that on January lat, we will have the
opportunîty of rising these allowances to an average of
$20, and I understand that if the Minister-I thînk this is
correct-cannot increase or did not deemn advisable to
increase îmmedîately these allowances to $20, it is because
in January the provinces will have to adjust thîs amount
;nsofar as they have the authority te do so. And of course,
in view of the fact that the $20 allowance will be taxable
in January, it might be inconvenient for the people to
receive an amount of $20 whîcb would be reduced îater on
the basîs of the provincial polîcy.

I wanted to make these few commenta and agaîn repeat
these thîngs brîngîng them to the attention of the Mnister
ini order te know whether the eligibîlîty age mîght be
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raîsed to 21 for the reasons I referred t0 carlher. 1 want te
aay of course that I am quite in favour of thîs increase
wbîch will be, I am sure, welcome by ahl the mothers and 1
hope that the government will not wait as long before
considerîng again the need for an increase in these allow-
ances baaed on the increase in the coat of living or the coat
of services.

In conclusion, 1 would lîke also te state that thîs might
be the way we could perhaps manage te increase the
bîrthrate. Of course, it is often argued that there arc less
chîldren as a result of the very high cost of living today. I
thînk that this is an argument that we should ponder
upon.

1 could very welh get carried away and say that raisîng
allowances fromn $12 to $20, as some others have preposed,
is inadequate, I could caîl for $30, but I weuld lîke te bc
rather positive and realistic. To the extent that it will be
possible for the goverfiment to pay allowances directly
related tii the chîld and the family, te the, extent that WL
will be able te ensure an adequate income te famîlies,
which would alleviate the very great difficulties wbîcb v,'
encounter, we wîll perbapa be able te believe that it wîll
be more tempting for a couple te raîse more cbîldren.

After aIl, we know that there are young couples whe
have many reservations about the dîffîculties wbîch have
beset their parents and about the cost of living in general.

Thus the bill represents an improvement. Can the gev-
ernment or Parliament review ît much more frequently?
That is quite possible, and 1 only hope that it will.

Generally speakîng, lîke 50 many ether hon. members I
welcome thîs most acceptable increase and yeu may be
sure that 1 shaîl net hesitate at any opportunitv givenc me
te reiterate the requesta we have to make in erdfer te bring
in more relief te the general public.

[En glish]
Mr. B. Keith Penner (Thunder Bay): Mr. Speaker, 1

enter thia debate enly brîefly because it is most important
te pasa quîckly this measure which wîll increase family
allowances and get some extra cash into the banda of
mothers who are facing rather aubstantial rises in costs
thia faîl, partîcularly for food but also for cletbîng wbîch
their children require as tbey return te schoel.

That there is an urgent need for these addiinal -on-
sumer dollars, there is ne doubt. This is especimilly truc
wbere the wage earnier îa net in a stîeuig pesitin tii

bargaîn fer pay increases wbîcb would belp hini and bis
family te meet the rîsîng cest of living. Unfertunately,
there are still tee many people in Canada wbo are net in a
strong bargaining position. Others. the average Canadiani
worker, bave net enly been able te keep up. but in many
cases te get abead of tbe increases in the consumer price
index.

Some atatistîca bave recently corne te my attention
wbîcb show that durîng the peried 1969 te 1972, the avr
age weekly earnîngs of Canadian workers, and this is
îrîdicated by the iîîduatrial composite, increaaed by an
annual average of 8 per cent. That is more than twî,ce the
rîse in the consumer prîce index. The quarterhy change foi,
the fîrat quarter of 1973 ever the hast quarter of 1972
indicates a rîse in thc wage earninga of 2.3 per cent
compared witb a 1.9 per cent risc in the consumer pnie
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