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fortunate wha are in this situation often through no fault
of their own.

The average worker in 1974 was making only $8,677 a
year, yet I hear my colleagues saying that they need an
increase which will bring their salary to $39,000 a year.
Many of the arguments are legitimate because our life-
styles are different, but I stili think that we are faiiing if
we concentrate on the income of members of parliament
and ignore narrowing the gap between the rich and the
poor in this country. Our tax system has not narrawed the
gap; and despite ail the dlaims of the Liberal government
that they are bringing in tax relief, it bas not happened.
We have five million Canadians living below the paverty
uine, and I think we have a responsibility ta them as weli
as ta aurselves ta set some kind of example and ta insti-
tute some kind of reform in aur tax system. In 1970, 46 per
cent of Canadian families earned less than $8,000 a year, 61
per cent of Canadian families earned less than $10,000 a
year, and 86 per cent earned iess than $15,000 a year. I
thînk we have a respansibility ta them and not just ta
aurselves with regard ta aur salaries.

The failure of the gavernment ta redistribute wealth
through aur tax system places an additional burden on
people in low incarne groups, as does the failure of this
governiment ta, contrai inflation. Here we are saying, well,
we are suffering fromn inflation but the difference is that
we can do something about it for ourseives. We could do
samething about it for these peaple as well if the govern-
ment had the courage ta reform aur tax system and the
way in which wealth is distributed in this country. Lt does
nat do that, but it says that members of parliament must
be protected. This is really following the philosophy of the
capitalist system, that everybody is out for himself and
the strang survive; the strong make dlaims, but the weak
perish; that once in a while a token gesture can be made ta
keep the poor and disadvantaged quiet, and that is ail that
is necessary.

Corporations in this country can raise prices without
justification. Don't tell me that there is a free market
ecanomy and campetition ta keep prices down, when we
are inta the stage of monopoly contrai. Sa corparations can
increase prices without justification; but workers, when
they want increased. wages, have ta justify it and bargain
for it, bath union and non-union workers--especially non-
union workers, wha are in a very weak position. Yet
members of parliament who want a salary increase are not
like the majority of Canadians. With whom do we bar-
gain? We bargain with ourselves. Like the professionai
groups of dactors, lawyers and businessmen, we set aur
own prices, aur awn salaries, aur own fees.

I say that is wrong, that no one shauld have that kind of
unlimited power. That is why, if we are foilowing the
principle of bargaining which mast people have ta, accept,
one of the functions of the opposition is ta stand up and
make members justify a wage increase. We in the opposi-
tion are asking the government ta bargain, ta make their
point as ta why members need the kind of increase that
the government is proposing. When we examine their
arguments, we f ind them inadequate.

My parliamentary leader and other speakers fromn aur
caucus have outlined why we think it is unreasonable and
inappropriate at this time ta have a 50 per cent increase or

Members' Salaries
a 331/3 per cent increase based on $26,000. We have asked
the government to justify this increase. Their arguments
fail far short. We are in a period of aimost runaway
inflation; the government bas faiied to control it. We are
at a time in our history when we have to, show some
leadership, some restraint so that we can expeet others in
our society to co-operate and restrain what I think are
legitimate demands because of the failure of this govern-
ment to control inflation.

I say that we are setting a very bad exampie and a
dangerous one. More cantracts are coming up for
renegotiation in this year than in many previous years,
and every worker in this country will say, "Members of
parliament received a large increase. What makes them sa
much better than me? I will demand it as weii". I predict
that we wiii have a probiemn in the House a few months
hence, and that we will be in the odious position of
iimiting the legitimate demands of workers whiie at the
samne time accepting this outrageous proposai by the gov-
erniment. A cost of living increase is justified, but we
cannot accept or justif y the proposai in this bill.

* (1710)

The Acting Speaker <Mrs. Morin): Is the House ready
for the question?

Same han. Memnbers: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Morin): Ail those in favour
of the amendment wiii please say yea.

Samne han. Memnbers: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Marin): Ail those opposed
wiil please say nay.

Somne hon. Members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mirs. Marin): In my opinion the
nays have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Marin): Cali in the members.
The House divided on the amendment (Mr. Knowles

(Winnipeg North Centre)) which was negatived on the
f allowing division:

* (1720)

(Division No. 27)
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