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Mr. SkeIly: And on six and five, 13 times, the Liberals and
Tories voted together, so we know whcre this Conservative
Party is coming from. They are very upset this evening because
t has been opencd up t0 the light of day whcre these people in
the Conservative Party are.

We know what kind of Govcrnment we have across thc
floor. Wc know ultimatcly what is going to happcn Io them by
February 18, 1985, but it is lime t0 talk about thc electoral
choices that people will have to make. One of the most serious
mistakes that could be made in this country is on the six and
five legisiation. and the Bill before us tonight. The electorate
has to make some judgment on what the Officiai Opposition
has put on the record in relation to this Bill? According to thc
Tories it is everybody's fau!t. It is the Liberals' fault, but we
have not had one constructive alternative from the Officiai
Opposition. Mr. Speaker.

The remarks made by the Hion. Member for Nepean-
Carleton are interesting. 1 must admit that within that particu-
lar caucus he is one of the real gentlemen, and 1 would suggest
that he is probably constrained by the more exuberant right
wing Niembers of that caucus who wish to drive the hammer
down on the mniddlc and lower income wage earners in this
country. It is interesting. if we pursue the same themne, that
they have refused to put forward a policy in this llouse of
Commnons. an alternative policy, on any of the legislation
before us, except 10 support six and five. The Tory position
since lFebruary. 1980. in this Hlouse has been sunmcd up by
the former Conservative finance Minister when lie said.
corning out of the Budget speech. -Well, the Liberals are a
Government arift. and the Government has no ainswcrs"
When asked what he would do. he said "If' we bold you what
we would do, the people would neyer eleet us". Ultimately, Mr.
Speaker. that is the situation here.

If the Conservative Party told the people of Canada what
they werc prcpared to do. they would neyer be elected and,
ultimately. Mr. Speaker, they do not want to move another
embassy to Jerusalem; they do not want to offer to destroy
another Petro-Canada; thev do not want to offer 10 gel rid of
60,000 civil servants over a three year period, and that is
cxactly swherc they are today. The Tory Party is a bad alterna-
t ive.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Member for N4oose Jaw riscs on a
point of order.

Mr. Neil: Mir. Speaker. 1 wonder what the relevancy of this
s. The commients being made by the Hion. Member have
nothing whatsoever to do with the debate.

Miss Jewett: It is beginning to hurt. They do not like the
t ru t h

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The lion. Member's point is wcll
taken. Would the Member for Comiox-Powell River please
take note.

Mr. SkeIIy: Thank you. Mr. Speaker. The behaviour of the
Officiai Opposition must be judged in the context of their full
behaviour in the thirty-second Parliament, since 1980, 10 show
that their performance tonight on this partieular Bill s con-
sistent over time. The electorate, if thcy place their trust in the
Conservative Party to relieve them from the hardship and the
dismal record of the Government opposite. then unfortunaîely
they will be looking at five hard years ahead.

That brings us forward mbt the question of whcre we should
be on this particular issue. It is interesting that clcarly the
Liberal Party, since the inception of' this particular Parliament,
has refused 10 address the needs of pensioners. The miserable
amount of mnoney that was put forward to boost the base rate
of those pensioners in 1980 was extremely inadequate. The
other interesting situation is that the Conservatîve Party has
neyer put furwdrd an alternative for pensioners.

Mr. Epp: And you do not have one.

Mr. SkeIIy: There is no doubt that our Party has placed
firmly on the record a policy on pensions. It is a right. not a
privilege, for every citizen in Canada to have a fair pension;
every senior citizen who retires has a right 10 an income above
thc poverîy fine. They have a right Io expect fair retirement
income. It is basically a question of. as the gentleman opposite
said. fair play in our society.

1 notice. Mr. Speaker. that ný lime lias not expircd and yet
tl s ten o'clock. so withi your permission I will take my remnain-

ing lime swhcn the debate resurnes, and eaul il ten o'clock.
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PROCEEDINGS ON ADJOUIRNMENT
MOTION

[Lîîglish 1
A motion 10 adjourn the House under Standing Order 40

deemned 10 have been moved.
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Mr. Lorne Nystrom (Yorkton-N1elviIIe): Mr. Speaker. on
December 2 I put the following question to the Acting P>rimne

Ii n ister.

i ast ionti the b. ttd 'States. ,iîttouncud a liliie ( redit lProera,îî ,ijit i,
a neii expori priiiritt lor subsidizinp the cxpiirt iiii ol uiheit lroni bi
xiitiftr, It i, xxirîh about Si .' bîilioni ouer tire tlext thrce e,îr.s and i. in
coxntraiction to tr position xicîh tite t, S. îixk .i S N ilix lthe (,îixertxttteît
or the Prime \Iinisîer petitiuned the Unîited Sliiie aking lheiet o xîîthdrix t;i
i crs dcxi ruiv c progrri Il' thci lia.x canid thle .înxx c r i ni., o an lie assxure i,
i here xiJli bc at sinii .r prog r,îuti l'ir C .unauditi i rarmer, xi w e dut tit ]ose ou r xx orld
ona rkecîx

I asked that question because 1 believe the Amecrîean
program that svas announced a hew davs ago could be poten-
tially very destructive f'or the export oh' C anadian grain around
the world. The reason is that the progran is worth SI1.5 billion.
10 bc spent over three years. Thev have ,înnounced that during
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