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Mr. McPflERSON: If the hion. gentleman
is through I will now resume my discussion
of the section under consideration. I arn not
particularly averse te an increase in the pro-
portion the Dominion should pay, if that is
at ail possible, but I arn opposed te the
Dominion paying 100 per cent of the cost.
It seeîns to me that the most satisfactory
results could be obtained by means of legis-
latiýon such as is nov. proposed, wbereby the
coperation of the provinces can be secured.
The provincial goveroment is in dloser touch
with those for whom the legislatien is
designed than a central body under the
Dominion goverfiment could possibly be. For
that reason I arn in faveur of the provinces
contributing to the expense of maintaining
the pensions administration. As to the amount
that shall be paid, if more could be done along
that line tlîan we are able to do I should be
-lad to sec it done. But on the other hand

if hat cannot be done, I do not think there
is mucli reason for worryiog in so fair as those
provinces are concernied. It would be good
politics and good business on the part of those
provinces who have idectified tbemselves witb
social welfare legislation to initimate at this
stage that tbey would not take the matter of
old age pensions up unless a larger percentage
was paid by the Dominion. I subrnit that
several of the local governments will take up
nid age pensins even if they are onaly placed
on a fifty-fifty basis, but they would be much
more gratified if the House would increase the
federal percentage.

'l'le hon. miemlyer for -Nortb Winnipeg (Mr.
Hup)say therp is ani absolutýe difference

bxteten paying fifty per cent of the cost of
ecia sclieme acd paying fifty per cent with

ulic teost of oc)eratieni added. But that could
hr, me~t bY the Elotoc increasing the percent-

pi id bcy the Doiniion if it -cx fit te (lo
S 0.

As to, the discussions witb respect to thim
mnatter which tonk place during the last elec-
tion, my opinion is that the public understood
the question ait issue was not the amount the
Dominion or the provinces should pay but
xvhetber the federal House should pasa this
legislation and allow the provinces to corne in
under it, or whether they should wait until
the several provinces agreed upon an old age
pensions scheme which could then be adopted
by the Dominion. I submit that the present
plan of passing federal legislation and letting
the provinces corne under it one by one, if
thty feel se inclined is much speedier than the
miethod of summoning the nine provinces
together and gettieg, themn to agree upon
anything. Whien we sec how long it takes
this House te agree upon even one section

of this bill, yeu can form some idea of the
task abead of you wben you seek to get
nine provinces te agree upon any particular
bill. I think it would be an adrnost impossible
task. If any change is made in this section
I subrnit it should take into consideration the
cost to the provinces of adrninistering this
legîslation.

Mr. NEILL: I will not irnîtate the actions
of other gentlemen as to wbom I have com-
plained that they discussed tbe whole principle
of the bill on one section, a tbing they shoufld
not have done. But I have here an amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman, upon which I should like
to get your ruling. I think it is in order,
but if net I must of course submit te your
ruling. However, I think it will give effeet
to the evident desire of the labour members
of the House and perhaps of somne hon. gentle-
reen opposite as well. I should like to test
the feeling of the House as to whether it is
prepared te go te the extent cf fixing a, greater
proportion thian fifty per cent in oUr contri-
bution to the provinces. The amieodnent re-
cently proposed by the hion. mnember for Van-
couver South (Mr. Ladner), and quite properly
rejeced, was rejected on the ground, the well
known ground that it violated the rule which
says that no private member shaîl introduce
a bill or movo an amendmient to a bill whichi
increases the public expenditure te any ap-
preciable extent. It has been held that smahl
expenditures involved, such as the payment
of focs etc., would net be considered a viola-
tion cf this well known rule, but the Chairman
held tînt it was net in order for any hon.
member te inecase speciflca]ly the a.mount
mentioned in this section. What I propose te
do, however, is I think somewhat different.
I propose te strike out the words "equal te
cee-hall" in lice 22, acd insert the words
" ot exceeding seventy-five per cent." Tînt
will ot be compulsory or mandatory at ail,
acd cannot be hcld te increase the expendi-
turc cf the government because under such
an arrangenent they mighit give fifty per cent,
seventy-five per cent or even forty per cent.
As far as that gees I think the provinces
would take care that it was net less than fifty
per cent at least. The section would thoni
read:

''lie oxore in couccil nhiay miake an agree-
ment %vith the lientenant-gox orner in coucou eof
cml province for the ucaynient to snchl province
quarterly of au i emeent net exceedingseet-
fixe pei cent cf the net seini paid euit

And so on. I think that would cover the
peint cf ordcr. WTe are nlot committing the
gox erncent te an expenditure cf seventy-


