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Tinte All1ocation

Before doing s0, 1 wish to welcorne back the New Derncrat-
eC Party to the Flouse of Commons who moved a motion t0

adjourn the Hlouse. Tbey somehow wanted 10 convince every-
one that tbcy were really figbting this legisiation. That was
their intention.

Mr. WVaddell: You ssere fighting for the oil companies.

Mr. Baker (Nepean-Carleton): Wbat they forgot is that the
ditches and the trencbes that they sbould occupy in ternis of
this debate are in thc Flouse of Commons and flot outside
boycotting thcir ossn motion.

Mr. Deans: Now the hypocricy cornes out.

Mr. Baker (Nepean-Carleton): That is s\ hy the Nevý
Demiocratic Pa-ts lias becomie known across this country as the
prairie chickens.

Mr. Waddell: Mr. Speaker, 1 risc on a point of order. That
Party fought f'or 1 S das s for the oul companies but they are flot
prepared to figbt 15 minutes for pensioners and civil servants.

Mr. Baker (Nepean-Carleton): M/r. Speaker, that is flot a
point of order and they know il. They should flot further
boycott and limiit the ssork of thîs Parliamient when sxe are
dcaling switb a motion that they tbcmiselves say ought flot 10
bave been brouight.

Nir. Deans: J bat is riglbt and s'we refuse 10 belp themn Tell
the senior Loti/ens ss bat y ou really tbink of tbemi.

Mr. Baker (Nepean-Carleton): TIbere have been approxi-
matels 30) speakcrs at the report stage over t\ýo days under the
ncv% rules of tbis flouse. These are rules whicb the Govcrn-
ment Flouse I cader (M/r. Pinard) said would shorten speeches.
Vbesc speeches haîve been shortcned al report stage by being
reduced fromi 20) minutes 10 10 minutes.

Wbsv were they shortened'? It was 10 allow Members of al]
Parties, whether I iberals, New Demiocrats or Conservatives, bo
spcak oni this malter. There stili remain issues to bc discu ss ed,'despite \shaî tbe Minister savs. Imagine, Mr. Speaker, in the
face of' shortening the perîod of lime in whicb Io speak. the
Govcrniient lias inoved to allocate lime.

1 ssould be prepared lu argue that wben a Bill s absolutel\
necessary t0 imiplement a beneficial Governmnent programi
there is perhaps a place f'or lime allocation. llowever, can il be
argtîcd, with respect 10 a Bill wbich is designed 10 remnove a
benefit sxhich lias been contracted, paid for and rclied upon by
a large ruiuber of retired public servants. Arîned Service
memibers and rcîîred memibers of the RCMP, as well as their
swidows and children, that it is honest and moral for the
Governmnent to move lime allocation? That is the issue in this
deba te.

ILet mie say what the effeet of this Bill is. Withouî any
consultation, witliout a word 10 the Public Service, the Govcrn-
ment has effectively increased taxation on those retired public
servants and tbe broad public sector whicb 1 have mentioned
by S per cent. That is the dîfference bcîween the 11.5 per cent
w bicb public scrvants were entitled 10 under their agreement

and understanding over the years and the 6.5 per cent in the
first year as set out in tbis Bill. It is an increase in taxation on
a particular segment of suciety. Il will be seen as tbat; il is that
and il is unforgîseable 10 introduce sucb a Bill. It is cqually
and perbaps more unforgiveable t0 eut back un tbe rigbt of
Memibers to speak about tl.

1 want t0 say t0 tbe President of' the Treasury Board (M/r.
Gray) and Members of tbe House tbat tbis is not the first lime
that tlie Govcrninent % ill use ibis measure during the course of
debate on ils famnous six and five program.

Mr. Deans: 1 could bave told you that in August.

Mr. Baker (Nepean-('arleton>: Vse will be dealing witb Old
Â'-ge Security. 1 do not vw ant tbe N DP to boy cott tbe Flouse
durîng discussion on Old Âge Security. 1 sxant Memibers of
Parliamient and tbe public to knoss that the Governmcnî will
do exactly tlie saine tbing witb respect to Old Âge Security.
Tbis \vilI be an additional tax on the senior citizens in the
cou ntry.

During tbe perîod for Memnbers' Statements today, the Hon.
Memiber for [-glinton-1.i awrence (Mr. de Corneille) made a
good statemient w ben lie said that Memibers sbould bave an
opportunils tw be more independent. This is an opportuniîy for
aIl Memnbers of tbe I iberal Part\ to bc more independent
because the vote 10 close off debate in the [louse is nul a vote
of conlfidence. 1 sas lu the I iberal Memlbers tbat tbey sbould
stand up anil voie iga insl t bis mot ion. Your (ioverumient will
flot faIl aI s*.30 p.mn. w lien lîlîs vote is taken. The Hon. Memnber
for [-glinton-Liau rence shoufd return Io tbe 1 louse. 1 w ould ask
limi and evers Memiber 10 basve a conscience and svote against
tbis motion.

Nir. Nystrom: Mr. Speaker. I wonder if tbe Hon. Memiber
would answer the question as tu sshy the Conservative Party
would keep tbe belîs rînging f'or tbe oîl cumpanies but flot for
the senior cilizens. if tbey are concerned about Ibis legislation.
Can be ans\%er Ibat question?'

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker>: I îbink 1 sbould rernind
[Ion. Memibers, particularîs since 1 knuss, Ilial pointîs of' rder
were used carlier todas as a mecbanistîî 10 encourage debate,
Ibat it may bc appropriate in tbe eircunmstances to reinind
Hon. Memibers lu consider perbaps sslellier or not tbey are
properîs speaking on a point of order before tbey interrupî
anoîber Hlon. Memiber. Of' course. the Chbair ss Il recognize
Hlon. Mnimbers on a point of order.

Mr. Nystrom: Mr. Speaker, as you noîîced, tbe Hon.
Memiber for Nepean-Carleton (Mr. Baker) was taking bis
seat. 1 svas rising on a point of' order lu determnine if be was
ssîlling Iu respond tu a question ,ts tu wbx the Conservative
Party was willîng lu IcI the belîs ring in tbe flouse for tbe oil
companies but nul for the senior citizens of Ibis land.

Mir. Baker (Nepean-Carleton): Mr. Speaker, 1 said 1 could
answer tbe question if 1 bave your permission and the permis-
sion of tbe Flouse tu do su.
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