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plan when the future of the CPP and old age security are at very
real risk?

The Canada pension plan is actuarially unsound. The pay as
you go system now in place is completely unsustainable. The
security of Canadian pensioners is threatened at this moment,
yet the politicians in the House have endowed upon themselves
security and golden retirement years.
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The approach of government security programs for ordinary
Canadians has not worked. They are no longer consistent with
demographics, expectations, fiscal realities. Canadians know
this. They seek to secure their own security.

Reformers have confidence and faith in Canadians. We want
to empower them with the resources and tools to plan for their
retirement. We reject government bureaucracy, waste and arro-
gance, especially as we see it in this kind of legislation today.

Government insists that it knows best. Yet it continues to
pretend that the debt and deficit have to be shouldered by
ordinary Canadians but not the leadership of this country. It
continues to let the debt grow by $100 billion in its mandate
which will indeed put greater stress on social programs, pension
plans, every part of Canadians’ lives.

It is true the interest on our debt is probably the biggest threat
to the security of Canadians. This government in the meantime
continues to outdo the Mulroney legacy with its patronage, with
its arrogant closure and with its arrogant pension plan. The
arrogance of the government is the biggest threat to Canadians.

Mr. Lee Morrison (Swift Current—Maple Creek—Assini-
boia, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, I recently learned that the Liberal
Party, having decided that Parliament is irrelevant and that
parliamentary debate is of no particular value to our society, is
also working on a project to redesign the Canadian coat of arms.
It will remove the lion and the unicorn and replace them with
two fat pigs which will illustrate the triumph of greed over
rationality in this country.

This country did not have an aristocracy. People came to
Canada to get away from the aristocracies in the old world.
However, we have willy-nilly created our own right here in
Canada, the political elite, the professional politicians. This is
the aristocracy we have voluntarily burdened ourselves with. It
is a shame and a scandal.

The hon. Marie Antoinette, the president of the treasury
board, tells us that this is the normal thing. This is Canada. This
is the future for Canada. There will be this little group of very
special people, many of whom have never had a real job in their
lives, who somehow or other got elected to Parliament. When

they leave this place, through their own machinations they will
be allowed to carry away a suitcase full of money. This is wrong.
Several hon. members opposite have engaged in the most
convoluted rationalizations I have ever heard to justify this
massive dip into the public trough.

Mr. Hermanson: And it is-not a skinny dip.

Mr. Morrison: Mr. Speaker, do I have to provide my own
hecklers? I know there are not many people on the other side.

The rules of the House do not permit me to name the
individuals who will be the top troughers in the new scheme as it
is being developed. However, I can read the names of their
ridings and the total sums to which each of them will be entitled,
and I use the word entitled very loosely.

If the hon. member for Sherbrooke lives to the age of 75, he
will receive $4.25 million courtesy of the taxpayer. The hon.
member for Humber—St. Barbe—Baie Verte will receive $3.86
million. The hon. member for Hamilton East will receive $2.8
million. The hon. member for York South—Weston will receive
$2.75 million. The list goes on and on.
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No other class of Canadians has a deal like that; no corporate
employee, no self-employed person, no farmer. Who on earth
aside from our new aristocracy could ever hope to take home a
paycheque like that?

One of the major sources of my case work is disabled
veterans, pensioners in this, the 50th anniversary of the end of
the war. I am dealing with one constituent now who participated
in poison gas experiments at the Suffield, Alberta base. He is
now paying the price of that in ruined health. He has a lot of
problems. His doctor says there is no question that can be traced
to the poison gas experiments. He and his wife draw the
magnificent sum of $102 a month for his partial disability—
shame, shame, shame.

Hon. members opposite say that for their little bits of service
here they are entitled to millions of dollars at the expense of the
Canadian taxpayer. I am disgusted to the point of regurgitation.

Surely people who pretend they are competent to run a
country should be competent to arrange for their own retire-
ment. They make a reasonable salary, as do we. Some of that
could be invested to their own benefit. They do not have to take
$4 from the public purse for every $1 they put in.

Reformers have put our money where our mouth is, so to
speak. We are opting out of this plan. It will cost the hon.
member for Beaver River, a school teacher and by no means a
wealthy woman, $1.8 million which she would have received if
she had agreed to stay in the trough with the hogs.



