
May 7 1965COMMONS DEBATES

dispute at the Victoria Airport. This situ-
ation arase from arrangements withi the
collective bargaining agreement between the
employer and the unions which is, of course,
a matter under Provincial jurisdiction. There
is no policy on the part of Federal Depart-
ments which would have the effeet of upset-
ting these collective bargaining arrangements.
May I advise my hon. friend that the dispute
is settled and the matter has been cleared
up. The subcontractor involved presumably
has decided ta respect the collective agree-
ment about which apparently he had not
been fully informed.
a (12:00 naon)

THE SENATE
ESTABLISHMENT 0F RETIREMENT AGE FOR

SENATORS

Hon. G. J. McIlraîth (for the Prime Min.
isier) moved the second reading of Bill C-98,
ta make provision for the retirement of Mem-
bers of the Senate.

Mr. Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House
ta adapt the said motion?

Saine hon. Members: Agreed.

Same bon. Members: No.

Mr. McIlraith: Mr. Speaker-

Mr. Speaker: Did I hear one han. Member
say no?

Mr. Churchill: The Minister has risen ta
speak.

Mr. McIlraith: Mr. Speaker, there is not
much which can be added by way of expla-
nation of the Bill on second readig which
was nat said at the resolution. stage of the
debate an April 26 and 27. The Bill involves
ane very simple question of principle, and
it is a very specific and narrow poit which
is at issue.

The question of principle involved is simply
whether a member of the Senate will be ehi-
gible ta hold his place after attaining the age
of 75 years. Theref are an the question of
principle there is nat a great deal which
needs ta be develaped ane way or the ather
because of the very nature of this specific
and narrow point. This question of principle
ivolved in the Bll is dealt with in three
different ways, as wrn be seen fromn an analy-
sis of the Bull. 0f course the specific provi-
sions will be discussed in detail when the
House gaes inta Committee of the Whale ta
deal with the clauses in the Bill.

The first part af the Bihl merely provides
that a Senator who is summoned ta the Sen-

Retirement Age for Senators
ate after the coming into force of this Bill
will be eligible to hold his place i the Senate
only until he attains the age of 75 years.

The second part of the Bill changes the
provisions of the Members of Parliament
Retiring Allowances Act, which heretofore
was applicable only to Members of the House
of Commons, and provides that Senators ap-
pointed in the future shahl contribute under
that Act and be eligible for pension on the
same basis as Members of the House of
Commons.

Part 3 of the Bill merely provîdes that any
present member of the Senate who has at-
tained the age of 75 years may retire and
receive an annuity equal ta two thirds of
the salary he is paid as a Senator.

It will be seen, then, that the scheme of
the Bill is quite simple, and I would thik
this is the practical and realistic way to deal
with the subjeet in a f air way to ahl. I say
this because the Senators presently in the
Senate have been appointed under the provi-
sions of section 29 of the British North
America Act, which states simply that:

A Senator shall, subJect ta the Provisions of this
Act, hoid his Place li the Senate for Lif e.

Anyone who was appointed ta the Senate
heretofore would have the right ta expect
that provision ta be carried out, it beig
origiaily enacted i the B.N.A. Act i that
form.

I do not; know, Mr. Speaker, whether there
is much more I need deal with at this stage
of the Bill, because as 1 indicated at the com-
mencement of my remarks the principle in-
volved is a very narrow and speciflc one,
namely whether or not Senators shaîl be
eligible ta hold their place i the Senate after
having attained the age of '75 years.

Mr. R. W. Prittie (Burnaby-Richmond): Mr.
Speaker, I notice that the Bill is i the name
of the Prime Minister, and I realize he is a
very busy persan, but it is disappointing that
he is nat i the Hause during the discussion
of this Bill. I am wondering whether the ex-
University of Toronto history teacher ts s0
ashamed of this type of bill that he does not
want ta be around during its discussion.

On rereadig the debate at the resalution
stage af the Bull, Mr. Speaker, I noted that
the motives of the members of the New
Democratic Party mn advacating abolition of
the Senate were questioned by twa Members,
the hon. Member for Edmontan West and the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcana. I
shauld like ta refer briefly ta what they said.
First, the camments af the han. Member for
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