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an added three-quarters of 1 per cent. This is the great
Tory generosity to the non-operating ernployees. Three-
quarters of 1 per cent for the whole of 1974 is offered. But I
ar nfot surprised. The people to rny right rnonths ago
wanted to impose a freeze, so that the operating and
non-operating ernployees, if it had corne into force, would
flot have been able to receive any increase. So I suppose I
should he grateful to thern for agreeing to any increase.

0 (2340)

I say as seriously as I can that this kind of situation in
tbis parliarnent is sad. It is sad for parliarnent and sad for
Canada that sorne 50,000 men and women-and there are
women in the non-ops union-who have been out on strike
for weeks without a single cent of strike pay or strike
benefit are to be forced back to work by a law which dues
not provide for a settiement that is acceptable to them, or
that is fair, just and reasonable. Lt is even sadder that this
parliarnent shnîild engage in an exerc'ise which will take
frorn the shop crafts union and the running trades
employees the right even to begin a strike, and force on
them a proposition that they are not prepared to accept.

Well, if that satisties the governrnent and if that almost
satisfies the Conservatives, that is not news to us. We
know, and we have always known, where the parties that
spend their efforts helping to assist the developrnent of
the strong and privileged in this country stand. We have
always known where they stood, and now they have
proven il.

As I said, we shall vote for the Tory arnendrnent, inade-
quate though il may be. 1 also want to say that when this
measure reaches third reading, we w111 again oppose it as
unjust to Canadians in their work.

The Deputy Chairrnan: Is the cornrittee ready for the
question?

Saine hon. Meinhers: Question.

Amendrnent (Mr. McGrath) agreed tu: Yeas, 111; nays,
100.

The Deputy Chairrnan: I declare the motion carried.
Shall the clause as arnended carry?

[Translation]
Mr. Caouette (Charlevoix): Mr. Chairman, further to

the rernarks of rny two colleagues, the hon. rnember for
Lotbinière (Mr. Fortin) and the hon. rnernber for Charn
plain (Mr. Matte), I must say we feel that il is quite
improper for us tu bargain as we did tonight. We should
suive the problern efficiently and nul, as the hon. member
for Charnplain explained, play around with figures; we
can suive it only by basing our decisions un the cusl ut
living index. Then, and only then will we suive the prob-
lem adequately for all, the railroaders concerned. I there-
fore move, seconded by the hon. member for Champlain
(Mr. Matte):

That subclause (1) of clause 5 ot Bill C-217 be amended as
fulws:

By deleting in lnes 6 ani 7 on page 3 of suhîlause (1) the wnrds
"lthirty cents per hour", in lines 1 and twu un page 4 of subelause
(1) the words "by tive per cent" and in uine 6, un page 4 in
subelause (1) the wurds -by three per cent' and substituting
therefur the toliowing. 'by an amount based on a percentage equai

[Mr. Lewis.]

tu the increase in the cost uf living index calculated un the average
saiary of ail the raiiway empluyees."

Adopting that amendment would spare us what we have
wîtnessed this evening, that is bargaining from 30 cents tu
34 and then 38 cents, according to the arguments of the
Progressive Conservatives who suggest that salary
increases be based on the cost of living index, which bas
gone up by 4 cents since the last recommendations ut Mr.
Justice Munrue, or according to the NDP which maintains
that 38 cents wuuld equal 10.8 per cent in relation lu the
cust uf living index. Wby fool around with figures, per-
centages, when it would be su simnple and salutary for the
workers to solve the matter by simply indicating, as we
are now proposing, that the increase be based on the cost
of living index. We would not be grappling in a year or
two with a recurrence of the problerns confronting us
today, but that would be the ideal solution.

Su once again we have presented our motion, and we
hope that the House will understand its merits.

* (2350)

[En glish]
The Deputy Chairmnan: Order please. I wish tu inform

hon. members that the motion that is proposed by the hon.
member for Charlevoix dues not seem tu meel the rules
and regulations and practices of this House. I want lu
make my comments direclly to hon. members and refer
thern to citations on the acceptabilily of the amendment
that is betore us.
[Transla tion]

I must point out to the hon. member for Charlevoix that
the proposai he is rnaking now relates to a decision juat
made by the commitlee and if the hon. member wîshes tu
be referred tu various citations of Beauchesne's, parlîcu-
larly citations 146, 194 and 202, he will realize that the
Chair cannot accept a proposal witb respect to whîch a
decîsion bas already been made. The Chair is quite willîng
tu understand the intention ut the hon. member, but
nevertheless he would have had to propose his amendment
before a decision had been arrived at cuncerning the
amendment agreed to a short while ago. Citation 146(1) ot
Beauchesne's provides that, and I quote:

No member shah)-

Mr. Fortin: That is definîtely nul that une, but another
one.

The Deputy Chairrnas: It is rather citation 148, whîch
reads as tollows:

148. (1) It is a wholesome restraînt upon members that they
cannot revive a debate already concluded; and it would be litie
use in preventing the sarne question from being otfered twice in
the sarne session if, without bcbng ottered, its merits might bc
discussed again and agaîn.

Also, I would invite the hon. members to examine, un
page 164, Subsection (1) of Citation No. 194, and I quote:

194. (1) A motion or amendment cannot he brought forward
which is the same in substance as a question whîch has aiready
been decîded-

I undersîand that the hon. member proposes a new
alternative to the cornmittee, but he is dealing in tact with
a malter which has already been decided by the
comm i ttee.
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