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The resalution before the bouse is as fol-
laws:

That it Is expedient ta Introduce a measure ta
amend the Old Age Security Act, effective with
respect ta rnonths beginning with January, 1967,
to pravide for the payment out of the cansolldated
revenue fund and for the charglng ta the old age
security fund under that act of a monthly amount,
ta be known as the guaranteed income supplement,
ta certain pensioners thereunder up ta a maximum
of 40 per cent of the amaunt of the pension pay-
able under that act; ta provide for the determina-
tien of the Incarne of a pensioner for the purposes
cf such supplement and for appeals by pensioners
agalnst decisions or determinations made under
that act; and to provide for ather related and
cansequential matters.

There are several principles enunciated in
this resolution and the first is the principle of
a guaranteed incarne for senior citizens. On
page 19 of the repart cf the Senate camrnittee
on aging we find a recommendation cauched
in the following ternis:

The commlttee endorses In principle the Institu-
tion of an incarne guarantee for anl persans aged
65 and over and reconunends ta thc federal gev-
ernment that this proposai be given immediate
study.

On subsequent occasians, at least two minis-
ters of the crown have given approval ta this
concept not; anly as it applies ta this age graup
but eventuaily including all Canadians.
Speaking in Gare Bay, Ontario, an Friday,
March 18, 1966, the Minister a! Agriculture
said:

It wauld nat surprise me, as automatian In-
creases and more and more af our prosperity is
praduced by machines rather than men, If this
idea of a guaranteed minimum Incarne turned out
te have real passlbilities as a part of over-all gov-
ernment manpawer policy.

Later he said:
It does mot scem Impossible te me that ane day

we might find tac simplest and mast efficient way
of meeting titis challenge of rcvalutionsry ecanomic
change wiil be ta Introduce a guarmnteed minimum
incarne for cvery f amily in Canada, maybe evcn
every adult.

He alsa said:
I wauldn't be surpriscd, if a carefl econondc

analysis were made, ta lcarn that it woigd cost
littie mare than the tangled mnelange af welfare
Pragrams alrcady In effect across tae country.

One a! the most important questions is haw
such a plan is ta be irnplemented. The idea of
the means test is repugnant flot only ta the
potential recipient but ta the finer sensibilities
of society charged with its implementatian.
We are gradually rnaving taward the im-
plementation of one of the early proposais af
the Social Credit movemnent which was based
on the principle that every citizen of Canada
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had a right to an income which was his share
of the affluence resulting from technological
and scientific developments across aur nation.
This was envisaged for ail, regardless of eco-
namic status. This is another instance where
Social Credit was perhaps several decades
ahead of public opinion.

What are the conditions af eligibility as
outlined by the Senate cornmittee and the
procedures ta be followed in adrninistering
the suggested incarne guarantee plan? They
are, first, ten years residence and net cash
incarne fram ail sources, including old age
security and the Canada pension plan, belaw
the amaunts af $1,260 for single persans and
$2,220 for married couples; second, that the
programi be administered and financed by the
federal government; third, the campletian af a
simplified incarne formi annually and that the
amount by which the declared incarne falls
short of the established minima in any year
constitute the benefit; for the year following;
faurth, that there be "sample checks" peri-
odîcaily, as under unemplayrnent insurance, ta
catch abuses, but na means or needs test in-
quiries an traditional limes; fifth, incarne, capi-
tal and deductions be defined and treated as
for incarne tax purpases sa far as passible,
except that ail public transfer payments other
than temparary needs-tested supplements
would be included.
e (7:20 pan.)

I refer ta these conditions because At seemed
ta us, in follawing as weil as we cauld the
rather lengthy and involved statement of the
minister, that it followed rather closely al-
thaugh nat; entirely the qualifications laid
down by the Senate cammittee an aging. I
note that the supplementary payments which
are naw made by the provinces wiil nat- be
included in arriving at the incarne figure. I
believe this ta be very wise. Also aur under-
standing is that the value of assets does nat
constitute an impedirnent ta the receipt of the
additional arnaunt but that it is solely and
entirely based an the amaunt af incarne.
Further, accarding ta the minister, apparently
the simplified forms will be less repugnant
than ather incarne tax forms which we are ail
required ta file. If the governent refuses ta
elirninate carnpletely the incarne requirernent,
it mnust be minimal and of such a nature that
present inquisitional methods which are used
ta discover the incarne o! aur seniar citizens
in same categories mnust not be used by thase
whose task it is ta ascertain the rate o! sup-
plementary income. Even so, there is inherent
in such a requirernent the danger that thraugh
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