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Han. Prime Minister regarding Bill C-26. 1 recaîl that at the
time, tbe legisiation bad nat been tabled. It bad been
announced in the Tbrane Speech, and tbe ecanomic statement
that tbe Canadian Government intended ta extend tbe spause's
allawance ta single people but that unfortunately, it would
anly apply ta widaws and widowers, wbicb was discrirninating
against aider people who are single, separated or divarced and
who have the sarne needs. I would like ta quote the answer
given by tbe Right Han. Prime Minister:

1 can informn the Hon. Meniber tbat aur objective is to help those people in our
society who are most in need, and 1 think that is the basic purpose of any decent
social programt in this country.

Mr. Speaker, we believe there is a real need for such masures amnong people
between 60 and 64.

Mr. Speaker, at that time, the Prime Minister agreed ta rny
request that the spause's ailawance sbould be extended ta
single people wba are in need and wbam bie mentioned in bis
answer. He made no distinction between widaws, widawers,
single, divarced and separated persans. At that tirne, the Prime
Minister agreed ta the statement ai the Canadian Weifare
Council in its repart ai Marcb 1985, wbere it said about tbe
paverty level:

Single aider people, thase wba are living alone or in a
bausebaid wbere tbey bave na relatives, bave a greater chance
ai being poor. Recent data indicate that about 56 per cent ai
them, or 434,000, are poar. Aimast balf ai warnen who are
heads af single parent families live at paverty level.

Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister bad indicated at the tirne
that the aim ai bis Government was ta pravide belp ta ail
Canadian men and wamen between 60 and 64 years ai age
wba needed it the rnast, witbout differentiating between
widaws and widowers. Wbat bas bappened, Mr. Speaker?
Something entirely different. The Minister ai National Heaith
and Weifare bas intraduced a Bill whicb unfortunately
restricted ta widows and widowers the spause allawance
prograrn wbicb made it passible for these people wba, year
aiter year, had warked, paid incarne taxes, raised children and
contributed ta saciety, ta get aff welfare. This Canservative
Goveroment penalizes a great many Canadians, the vast
majarity ai tbern waren, simply because they bave remained
single or have been farced ta separate. There is no mare pitiful
case than that ai the poar waman abandaned by bier husband
and wba must raise alone live or six cbiidren, pravide them
with a goad educatian, and wha is told, at 60, tbat she is fiat
eligible ta the spouse allowance because she could na langer
stand ber husband. I feel sorry for the Hon. Member wba wiii
have ta deliver sucb a message in bis office sbould tbis legisla-
tian not be amended, Mr. Speaker.

Last week, 1 talked about 80,000 people in need, according
ta the Departrnent's awn estimate, but the Minister ai Nation-
al Health and Weiiare (Mr. Epp) questioned thase figures at
that time. 1 have thern here, Mr. Speaker, and 1 say again that
80,000 needy persans between the ages ai 60 and 64 are nat
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being taken care of. 0f this number, 37,000 separated persans
will flot be looked after and 45,000 single persans will be
penalized if the Government maintains its position and does
flot revert ta its former response as given to me on November
Iast by the Prime Minister.

Government Members often stated that it is a matter of
rnoney, that they bave no choice because of the deficit. But no
Conservative Member ever rose ta question the Government's
financial capabilities when it became known that the Western
Accord would cost $2.5 billion. Even they did flot know what
that accord was ail about but they did applaud it ail the saine.
Not one of thern suggested that aur deficit was tao high. No
one stood against changing the colaur of the arrned forces'
uniforms because it would cost $56 million. 1 repeat that no
Conservative Member opposed such actions or mentioned the
deficit for that matter.
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But when it comes ta helping people in need, those who live
an $430 a month, Mr. Speaker, they say that the cupboard is
bare. Thase are flot wealthy people, Mr. Speaker, and the
proposed increase wauld anly provide them with $536 rnontbiy.
Such an increase is flot Iikely ta make themn millionaires but
the Conservative gavernment is opposed ta it. As far as they
are concerned, they are oniy prepared ta belp ane group of the
population.

1 did mention earlier that this government, the Minister af
Finance (Mr. Wilson), the Prime Minister (Mr. Mulroney)
and the Minister ai National Health and Welfare (Mr. Epp)
were indeed considering the costs of aur social pragrams. The
Conseil du patronat and spokesmen for the multinationals have
been talking about the deficit, clairning that social programns
must be watered down because tbey cost tao mucb money, Mr.
Speaker, but nobody talks about tax shelters.

There are tax benefits for people wbo contribute to Regis-
tered Retirement Savings Plans. But the bead of a family or a
mother who earns $35,000--or even if both work every week
and earn about $40,000--cannot set aside 10 or 20 per cent of
their income ta contribute ta an RRSP and reduce the tax
Ioad. Poor people cannot afford ta do that. It is always the
same class ai citizens wba can take advantage ai it.

Mr. Speaker, 1 arn anxious ta bear the reply ai the Parlia-
mentary Secretary. Perbaps she will tell me that, as we are
speaking, the Prime Minister has reconsidered the decisian hie
rnentioned in bis first answer. He told me that elderly people
between ages 60 and 64 are most in need, that those are the
people be wanted ta belp witbaut discriminating against people
living alone and those who are separated.

Mrs. Gabrielle Bertrand (Parliamentary Secretary to
Minister of National Health and Welfare): Mr. Speaker, the
praposal ta extend spouse's allowance ta ail widowed individu-
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