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progressive than the mere provision that the income will bc
taxable once it has been received by the individual.

*(2120)

Mr. Bussières: Mr. Chairman, of course we could debate at
length on how 10 apply such an incentive 10 change the volume
and pattern of our energy consumption. However. in the
program put forward by the government we have dccided to
offer grants on an individual basis and, as 1 said earlier, t0
ensure a greater equity in the use of that money by making it
taxable as part of a person's taxable income. This is a choice
which we made. and certainly this measure will be widely used
n Canada. It will benefit ail] Canadians, while helping us
implement our energy conservation program aimed at attain-
ing self-sufficiency within the chosen lime frame.

Mr. Rare: 1 do not want to lengthen the discussion, but 1
would like 10 suggest tor the minister that for this year we will
wait and sec whether the program is adequate as far as
implementing the energy conservation program referred t0 by
the minister. Next year we will be anxious to get the figures to
see whether the $800 taxable grant is indeed adequate for the
implementation of the National Energy Program. We will
want to look aI the figures, and 1 must tell the minister that if
he is genuinely sincere-and, of course. 1 know he is personally
sincere-if the government is sincere with respect tor self-suf-
ficiency, they will have ter do more than that to truly ensure
that Canadians will conserve more energy.

Mr. Bussières: Very briefly. Mvr. Chairman, 1 too am con-
vinced that as a society we should do much more in that area
of energy conservation, if we are to reach self-sufficiency. But
1 believe we should rely not only on government incentives but
also on the awareness of Canadians to, the need te, conserve
energy. if we are to attain self-sufficiency, and as well on their
sense of responsibility and their commitmnent 10 reach the goal
of self-sufficiency, in order to complement the various energy
conservation measures included in the National Energy Pro-
gram. Therefore, 1 feel that these incentives, eombined with
the efforts of each and every one, will alluw us to dehieve our
goals.
[English]

Clauses 25 and 26 agreed t0.
On Clause 27

Mr. Axworthy moved:
lIai .,ubclause 27(6) of Bill (-54 bc aniended

(a) bý '.îriking oui uine m0on page 57 and substiîuting the following ilerefor:

"the taxpayer, the person with swboni le was flot dealing ai arrn' lengîh or
the predee.sor corpo-'.

(b) by striking outi (mc 39 on page 57 and substiiiuing the rollowing therefor

"the iaxpayer. the pcrson w~ih ihorn he wias flot dealing ai armis lengîl o~r
the predecessor corpo-"; and

te) bs ,tiking out fine 18 on page 58 and '.ubstiîuig the follouing iherefor:

"tle taxpayer. the personi ith uhoni he vas flot dealing ai arrn' lengih or
the predeees.sor corpo-.

Amendment agreed to.
Clause 27, as amended, agreed to.

Clause 28 agreed to.

On Clause 29-

Mr. Axworthy moved:
That subelause 29(4) of Bill C-54 le amiended

(a) by .sîriking oui uine 2i on page 63 and sub.situtiîng the follouing theretor:

"for itle yea r,'. and

(b) by stiking oui uines 3o to 41 on page 63 and subsiiuting île foibis ng
ilerefor:

-is a refond of preiniumrs (v ithi the nieaning of ecction 146) under a
Regisiered Reîiremrent Savings Plan reesed bý the taXpaser outicri or
under tle plan on or after île deail of île person %hbo was, inîmediiels
before lis deail. île annuliani ilereunder and île .aspaser's spou..e, ind

(iii) was flot deducied in conmpuing île laxpayer's income (or i previous
year;

Amendment agreed t0.
Clause 29, as amended, agreed to.

Clauses 30 10 39 inclusive agreed to0

On Clause 40-

Mr. Axworthy moved:
1 lit Sîîhclase 40(2) of Bilt C-54 le arnendeti

100 and subsituing île folIoving ilerefor:

-(2), sulere a person las irans-

h\ t[iking oui hue 5 on page

Mr. Rae: Mr. Chairman, 1 simply want to indicate 10 the
minister one of the concerns of my party and myseif about the
remarks of the Nlinister of National I-ealth and Weifarc in
her speech on January 19 rcgarding the proposai that a spouse
be paid a saîary from an unincorporated business and have
that payment deducted as a business expense. Also the pro-
posai ailows Canada Pension Plan contributions on behaif of
the spouse. 1 want to raise a couple of questions about this, one
of which 1 raised with the Minister of Finance some time ago.
Perhaps tonight the minister can shed some light on this
problem.

The other question was raised by the Minister of National
Health and Welfare in her remarks when she indicated that
this provision allows the government to say it has fuifilled ils
committment t0 include women in the Canada Pension Plan. 1
want t0 indicate te, the minister that this covers oniy a handful
of women; il does not cover those who cannot afford the
Canada Pension Plan contributions. Whiic we are supportive
of this amendment which was, aftcr ail, proposed in the
Crosbie budget, we do not regard it in any sense as an excuse
for the government to dlaim that it is resolving the probiem of
pensions for women who work at home.

We are just touching the surface of this problem. We have
made progress, and for many people and unincorporated small
businesses it is a significant Avance. StilI, il is a very smali
step for mankind, if 1 may say so, and not one which can be
regarded as an achievement. 1 found it ironie that the Mînîster
of National Heaith and Welfare would take a proposai from
the Crosbie budget and somehow dlaim thtit it was partiaiiy
implementing the promises of the I iberai Part\ in the last
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