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women are woeiully inadequate. White 1 arn pleased that there
is an end ta discrimination on annuities, 1 point out that this
bad been recommended as far back as 1970 by the Royal
Commission on the Status ai Wamen in Canada. Until tbe
Canada Pension Plan is improved and women can take part in
that plan and receive adequate pensions, wamen will face
difficulties witb pensions. It is flot enougb merely ta improve
pensions in the private scctar because bahf tbe wamen in the
labour force do flot benefit from pensians in tbe private sector.

These reforms are welcame only ta those wbo arc better off.
They do flot address the problcms facing the vast majarity ai
Canadians.

Let me canclude by simply pointing out the futility ai the
Budget. It will flot reduce the deficit or create jobs. Smal
business will be adverscly affected as a resuit ai the lass ai
demand. We recommended a very different approacb ta get
people back ta work and make communities economically
active again.

It is iundamentally a disbonest Budget and pretends ta be
what it is fiat. The Minister uses a cambinatian ai threat and
fraud; threat that unless people bite the bullet there will be
even more jobs ta lose, and fraud tbat the ricb bave ta be
bougbt off by even greater giveaways ta pravide even a small
number af jobs.

There is the illusion ai fairness because some minar meas-
ures bave been implemented. Tbey are overturned by the mare
seriaus matters, wbicb means that tbe rich will profit from tbis
Budget wbite law and middle-incame Canadians wiIl bc badly
hurt.

We are seeing a massive redistribution ai incarne in this
country. It is being donc in a sneaky manner, gradually, year
by year. It represents a very seriaus betrayal ai tbe Conserva-
tive election promises. It is a sad day wben we see tbe true
colours ai the Conservative Party. I hope the population ai
Canada will nat be fooled by the shuifling and will see where
this Budget is really taking Canada.

Mr. Mazankowski: Mr. Speaker, will the Hon. Member
explain ta the Hause bow she can rationalize ber position in
saying that thîs is an anti-small business Budget? AIl ai the
organizations representing small businesses herald the Budget
as a very positive ane for tbe small business sector, whicb is
really anc ai the main engines ai growth and ecanamic oppor-
tunity in this country.

With respect ta the application ai the capital gains tax
exemption, cantrary ta the Han. Member's suggestion that it is
a boon ta the ricb, it is considercd in mast corners as an
excellent incentive ta encourage individual entrepreneurs and
families ta engage in small business activites. It wauld be very
similar ta the family farm enterprise wbere families work
tagether ta crcate an investment in land, macbinery and
equipment that will become a retirement fund in later years.

Ms. McDonald: Mr. Speaker, a Budget that reduces pur-
chasing power as significantly as docs this Budget wilI be very
barmfi for small business wbich depends an the purchase ai
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goods and services. Tbe Budget takes money from the hands of
families who buy food, services and other necessities.

Tbe Budget is reducing the family allowance and old age
pension white increasing taxes. This means that people will
bave less money to spend. How can businesses be pleased that
their customers will flot have as much money ta spend on their
businesses? 1 suggest it wilI hurt businesses.

Haw will people increase their purchases? The unemployed
will flot be making large purcbases and tbe Budget will flot
reduce unemployment. Tbere wiIl be direct Iay-offs as a result
of the Budget and indirect Iay-offs as small businesses are hurt
by it. A Budget that reduces the purcbasing power reduces
business.

Mr. Mazankowski: Mr. Speaker, 1 amrnfot sure wbat experi-
ence the Hon. Member bas in running a strait business, but
when ail the leading spakesmen for tbe small business sector in
tbis country bave beralded tbe Budget as very positive, par-
ticularly as it relates to tbe small business sectar, bow can tbe
Hon. Member stand in the House and argue against it? What
rationale can sbe use ta challenge the statements; af the
respresentatives of the small business sector in this country?
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Ms. McDomaId: Mr. Speaker, the Minister bas simply flot
addrcssed the point in question, wbich is, how do people
become customers if they do flot have money in tbeir packets
witb which ta buy? If you reduce purchasing power, what are
people going ta spend? If people do flot bave money, bow are
tbey going to spend it? The Minister bas flot answered how
people are gaing ta spend money tbey do flot bave.

Mr. MeMillaui: Mr. Speaker, perhaps the Hon. Member
cauld answer this question: is sbe saying tbat the small busi-
ness sector is flot happy with the Budget? Or is sbe saying tbat
it is happy witb the Budget but the small business sectar docs
flot know wbat it is talking about, tbat it is ignorant in its
assessment?

Ms. McDonald: Mr. Speaker, I arn simply pointing out ane
ai the unhappy facts af lufe, tbat reducing purchasing power is
going ta hurt. I tbink small business will be very seriously burt.
The proof ai the pudding is in the eating. Let us talk about it a
year frorn now and sec who is right, the Member or 1.

Mr. McMillan: Mr. Speaker, I do flot think the Hon.
Member answered the question. It is pretty clear from ail
newspaper accaunts and from public staternents made by John
Bulloch and others representing srnall business that universally
there bas been acclaim for the Budget frorn the small business
sectar. Is the Hon. Member denying that that is true, or is she
saying it is truc that thc srnall business sectar does fiat knaw
wbat it is talking about?

Ms. McDonald: Mr. Speaker, it is flot true that tbis Budget
bas been universally accepted. There bas been some
acceptance.

Soute Hon. Menibers: Oh, ah!
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