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He thinks hie could work if he couid get
started at something.

I do flot want te prolong the discussion.
The need for action is clear to everyone. I
was glad we did somnething for the blind;
though it took us a long time we eventually
got around te it. People who are totaily
incapacitated and are thereby denied the
happiness of a normal lufe which the rest of
us enjoy and who, moreover, often suifer
excruciating pain, ought not as well to be
worried by economic difficulties, and I sub-
mit that at the earliest possible date we
ought to extend pensions to totally disabled
persons.

People will ask where the mnoney is to corne
from. Well, just recently I have been reading
in the Star Weekly of Toronto the story of
some birds of passage, rather wealthy birds
who flit to the Bahamas. Pages are devoted
to them. One of them is Mr. Harry Oakes,
and hie was justifying his flight on the ground
that hie might avoid taxes. I read that in tbe
samne island there was that eminent banker
whom we aIl had the privilege of meeting in
the banking cemmittee many years ago, Sir
Frederick Williams-Taylor. I read that Sir
Herbert Hoît also bad gene te the Bahamas.
If they care to go there it is aIl right witb
me; but at least I would see, if I were in the
seats of the mighty, that they did not take
witb them ahl the great gifts which this country
bas so richly bestowed upon them, and that
from such people inceme tax should be taken
to such an increased extent as to afford large
sums of money to be used in alleviating the
suffering and mental distress of these our
unfortunate fellow citizens. One should net
become teo perturbed at these newspaper
articles; it is likely to cause high blood
pressure; but if I did become agitated by
such reading matter I would have been
particularly violent when 1 read about these
three men. This man, Harry Oakes, took
the trouble te give an interview in which he
defended himself. I thought hie might have
spared us that. I suggest that allowing these
people of great mneans te avoid taxation by
going to the Bahamas or elsewhere is an
affront to aIl bard working and destitute
Canadians, and I hope that something will
be done about them before very long.

In conclusion, I would ask the bouse te
consider the case cf totally disabled persens.

Mr. NORMAN JAQUES (Wetaskiwin):
Mr. Speaker, I have listened this afternoon te
the arguments for reclucing tbe pensionable
age. and it seems te me there is everything
te be said in faveur of it; I can think of ne
real case against it.

[Miss Micphail.]

What are the facts? It is admitted tbat a
certain percentage of people wvill neyer again
be able te find work and wages. Surely if
men and women have put in forty or ferty-
five years ef useful werk they are entitled te,
a few years of leisure if tbey se desire. On
the ether hand, people who bave reached tbe
age ef sixty or over and are net working and
receiving wages bave very littie chance of
getting werk at that age. It seems that there
is a feeling against granting leisure te anyhody
unless hie pessesses meney. Meney seems te,
be tbe one claim te leisure. Net only is that
se; but if a man bas pot saved money hy the
time he reaches eld age, the feeling seems
te be tha.t bie sheuld be punished for tthatvery
reasoi. by being made te work years after
he is really physically incapable cf deing se.

Tbey say that wben a nian loses bis meney
bis fellies beceme v ices. It appears tee
that if a rich man gets eut ef bed he is a
hiard working citizen, wbereas if a peer man
gets inte bed he is considered a lazy hum.
Be that as it may, tbe enly reasen I can
see against leweîing the age fer old age pen-
sions is the expense. It will be said that
the country cannet afford it. That may he
true in a financial sense, but certainly it is net
true in any real sense. Surely ne ene wilI
say that the Canadian people, wvitb ail the
power at their dispesal, ail the macbinery and
aIl the skill whicb tbey possesa and their well
known capacity for bard work-and if any
peeple in the world have earned that reputa-
tien it is certainly tbe Canadian people-
it is absurd te say that ahl those reseurces
if iised te their full capacity are net suficient
te sustain the people wbe are tee old te be
usefully employed.

Consider the rearmament plan in Great
Britain; thev are spending, I helieve, S7.000.-
000.000 in preduving armaments. I de net
wish te say anvthirig for or against rearma-
ment; that is net the question; my point is
that the people of Great Britain are devoting
themaselves te accurnulating an enermous sup-
ply of gooda wbicb are net for the use of the
people wbo produce them. Yet everyone ad-
mits that on account of that program the
people of Great Britain are very mucb better
off than they were before; that their standard
of living bas risen, simply because the wages
and salaries distributed for the making of tbose
munitions bave enahled the workers te get
more and hetter food and spend more money
on their amusements and pleasures. If part of
that money had heen distributed for other pur-
poses than making shot and sheli and battle-
ships, the result weuld bave heen the samne.
People do net live in hattleships and do net
consume munitions; but, as I said, the increase


