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us 10 create jobs for younger people who in turn wanî our
economy to flourish. When we are moving ahead as a country,
every Canadian is better off, including the elderly and those
who have families. Ail Canadians will be proud to have a
Government which has found an effective way to solve the
problemt without being unduly harsh towards its citizens.
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Hon. Alvin Hamilton (Qu'Appelle-Moose Mountain): Mr.
Speaker, this Bill has to be debated in terms of the whole
picture of the six and five program, as the previous speaker
mentioncd. When 1 spoke on Bill C-1 31, 1 tried to put the
perspective before the 1-buse as to where the Bill fitted into the
course of parliamentary action over the last 40 years. In case
there is anyone in the House who was not here at that time, 1
took as my starting place the officiai history of Canada from
1939 to 1957 called "The Forked Road", by Donald Creigh-
ton, just deceased a couple of years ago. H-e was then our
leading historian. "The Forked Road" is the final copy in a
series of 18 volumes of Canadian history, written by Canadi-
ans for Canadians and paid for by the Government of Canada.
It was called "The Canadian Centenary Series".

1 had a little l'un the last time 1 spoke by saying 1 had neyer
found another N4cmber of Parliament who had read it, even
though copies were handed out free to Members. They were
too busy. 1 would plead al this tîme that some Members take
thc lime 10 read what wcre these forks in the road that we
chose in the war years and following. 1 mentioned one, that
Members of ail Parties had acccpted the concept of the social
revoluition which is world-wide and will continue to be the
main force for probably another 100 or 200 years. 1 pointed
out that there was a Keynesian consensus that we ail had to
follow, as the economie victims of Keynes.

There was aiso the question of who should govern. That was
the philosophy of elitists. Some of these forks in the rond have
to be considered again. This legislation or group of Buis we are
now putting through have to deal with the question of how swc
can apply some slowing down to the expansionary nature of
our cost-push inflation.
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1 think it is well knoswn îlîaî both Government Members and
the Officiai Opposition supported the concept that we should
reduce the rate of incorne growth for the next two years to an
expectcd rate of inflation of about six and five. But they have
run along w.ith that a lot of other connotations and thoughts
which could only be described as the result of diseased think-
ing of the mandarins. To reach this exalted position of being
an elitist in Government, according to their own words you
must be consistent. What you do for one person, you must do
for everyone, regardless of written contracts, moral obligations
or common sense. Everything has to be consistent.

In the case of those cmployed in Government service in the
last ten ycars. they have not only paid for their indexing, they

have paid double and the figures show il. The Government
made money out of that huge amount of moncy they look from
civil servants to pay for indexing. In this case. hoxwever, il is a
littie different, and to understand the difference 1 think you
have to know just a littie about the history.

1 believe il was the Hon. Peter Heenan, Minister of Labour
in 1924, who first brought in the old age pension ai $20 a
month. How welcomc that was 10 people who had no chance 10
build some security for their retiring years. The old age
pension of $20 a month was a great mark of accepiance in
Canada of the social revolution. 1 might say in passing thiat the
Hon. Peter Heenan called himself' a Liberal-tabour and he
was our next door neighbour whcn 1 grew up. so 1 have sorne
knowledge of him.

Then jumping ahead to the "six buck boys" of 1956, we hadi
a vcry good Minister of Finance who was persuaded ihat the
time had come t0 maise the old age pension. le was persuaded
by this elite corps which had now expanded and taken more
control than they had in the eariier days. The " said ail we can
afford is $6, so they were named the "six buck boys", raising
the pension from $40 to $46.

Then we have the Diefenbaker pcriod and we gui il up from
$55 eventually to $65, aiining for $100. Then a Conservalive
by the name of Stanfield look advantage of discussions xwe had
in caucus and proposed ihat, xvith inflation beginning te risc.
evcryone-those on fixed ineomes pariiciil:rly hut cven those
working under contract--should be îndexed so tfat they could
proteet themsclves againsi inflation and stop the Goverinent
from reaping profits out of inflation.

That proposai by the Hon. M4r. Stanfieid was accepted bv .11
parties of this Flouse, and 1 think sincereiy and honestlv.
Naturaily, as il was aceepîed the civil service steppcd in and
charged ail Govcrnment employees an extra arnourit te pay tor
indexation. 1 covercd aIl that in mv rcmarks cii Bill G 133.

In the case of Bill C- 131 that wc are discussin-, the situa-
lion is different. The difference is that there is ne contract on
paper concerning indexation, but there is a mnoral contract ssitli
ail parties who supported il in the flouse. Ihis generally
assumed by many that the Oid Age Securiîy cheque ks a hand
out from the Government. When that prograni was iniroduced
in its modemn fornm il was supported by a progranm of taxation
of two, îwo and two--2 per cent of' this tax and 2 per ccnt of
that tax, 10 be put mbt ihis Old Age Securiiy amnount. These
people have paid ail their working days w~ithout even knowing
iwas for iheir old age pension. So il is a non-sýritten conîraet.

1 want to conclude, Mr. Speaker, by saying that even though
1 can honestly and gladiy support resîraint of six and five on
the growth of income for people stihi wvorking. il goes againsi
the grain of ail] of us t0 take advantage cf peuple with whomi
we have a coniract, wriiien or unwriîtcn. I suggesî that bv
worshipping this concept of the rationalists Iiai cverything has
to be the same regardiess of conîract or principle. we do
ourseives and this Parliament an injustice by putîing this Bihl
through.
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