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December-January worid tour and what percentage of the fuill
cost wouid be paid for by Canadian taxpayers. As we ail know,
the Prime Minister has taken several jaunts since that wonid
trip. Recently he was in Moscow. Now he is planning to go in
the other direction. Sureiy the people of Canada are entitled to
know what are the total costs to be borne by them with respect
to these capers.

Mr. Smith: N4adam Speaker, 1 arn shocked by the use of the
word "caper". These were officiai visits undertaken by the
Prime Ninister as the representative of the Government of this
country. 1 regret the Hon. N4cmber has chosen to inject that
tone into this question. Nevertheiess, 1 have made inquiries
since he raised this with me a few days ago and 1 wiil continue
to pursue the matter on his behaif.

[Translation]j

Madam Speaker: Shall the remaining questions be aiiowed
to stand'?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

SUPPLEMENTARY RETIREMENT BENEFITS ACT
(NO. 2)

MFASURE TO MODIFY BENEFIT INDEX

The Housc resumed from Monday, December 6, consider-
ation of the motion of Mr. Gray that Bill C-133, an Act to
amend the Suppiementary Retirement Benefits Act (No. 2),
be read the second time and referred to the Standing Commit-
tee on Misceiianeous Estimates, and the amendment thereto of
Mn. Baker (Nepean-Canieton) (p. 21305).

Mr. Gordon Taylor (Bow River): Madamn Speaker, iast
night 1 had about four minutes before ten o'ciock. 1 was
deaiing with a comment by the Hon. Member for Churchill
(Mn. Murphy) in connection with Bill C-i124. Today 1 have the
benefit of Hansard and 1 want to pursue the matter funther. It
wouid be bad for this to remain in Hansard. because it is not
correct. At page 21328 the Hon. Member for Churchill said:

-Bill C- 124 tb.it sCt the stage. tbtt announced the Govcrnmcnt's basic principle
of Iimiting wages. old age pensions. I-arnly Allowanccs and thc pensions of
rctired civil servaînts, 10 six and five.

As 1 mentioned iast night, there is not one word in Bill C-
i24 about the old age pension, the chiid aiiowance or superan-
nuates. When the Hon. Member for Churchill says that we
supported those items by voting for Bill C- 124, he is compiete-
iy in error. The Hon. Member shouid have read Bill C-i24
before coming to that conclusion. If he had read Bill C-i124, he
certainly misied thc House and the pcople out there in the
great beyond.

I want to tell the Members of this House and the people of
Canada that the Progressive Consenvative Party did not
support the reduction in indexing of the oid age pension, chiid

credits or the superannuates. I suppose when a Party is drown-
ing, it wiii grab at any straw. That appears to be what the
Hon. Member was doing iast night. 1 hope 1 have put the
record straight.

A littie funther in the Hon. Nlember's speech hast night he
said something ta which 1 objected, but 1 did not have his
exact words. He said, and 1 quote:

1 rcmind the Conservatives of sornc ol the tbîrtgs thcir tLeader sad. [le s,ît. in
reaction to the budget of June 28, 1982, which ,înnounccd the partîcular six ,and
five regime:

He then quoted our Leader as having said:

We are relicved that it is bcginning 10 accept that (iovernment spending isa
major cause of current economic problernis .. it s a step in the right direction.

How in the worid the Hon. Memher for Churchill can
equate that with a reduction in indexing for oid age pensioners
is beyond me. There is no relation whatsoever. Our Leader and
this Party have been cailing for reduced expenditures on the
part of the Government. Government expenditure is one of the
major causes of inflation. The NDP may want more expendi-
turcs, but we want iess and we want Canadians to know that.
The Govennment cannot go on spending money that it docs not
have. That is one of the majon causes of inflation.

If anyone can find the items in Bis C-131, 132, 133 or 124,
1 wiii apologize to the House, but they arc not there. Bill C-
124 reduces the wages of MPs, Senators and judges, those who
have jobs. The NDP opposed it. In fact, they bragged about
that hast night. They did not want a reduction in wages for
Members of Paniiament or Senators. They couid not have or
they wouid have voted for the Bill. They do not want a redue-
tion for those in the high income bnackets of the Public Service
or for judges. Nobody likes a reduction, but when things are
tough those with jobs shouid suffer the reductions first, not
those who are retired or without a job. Bill C- i124 did not have
anything to do with Bill C- 133. 1 nepeat that 1 oppose Bill C-
133.

1 now want to deai with some of the provisions of Bill C-i 133.
The first item that bothers me is an item that 1 raised in this
House on Juiy 27 in questions to the then Minister of Finance.
The nepiy that he gave shouid be repeated. People shouid know
what is invoived. My question to the then Minister of Finance
on that day is recorded at page 19086 of Hansard, Juiy 7,
i1982, and 1 quote:

e (1520)

It involves about 120.000 retired public servants. 30,000 retired .irmed forces
people, and 5.000 retired members of the RCMP. iven that former publtic
servants wbo worked from 30 ycars te, 50 years lor ttc federal Governiiient
contributcd 6.5 per cent of ibeir carnîngs lor basic pensions pins one per cent for
iudexing in order to secure full pensions when tbey reîîrcd-- Ibis was flot onlya
condition o)' their cnîployment. it was conlîrmed by law in thc Supplerncntary
Retirement Bencfits Act-and given that the Ju ne budget bas cappcd the
îndexing of these pensions aI f6 per cett under o bat .îuîboritv is thc Govcrnrnn
doing Ibis1 Wbs is the Govcrnntcnt brcaking Its promitse to former cmplosccs
suho are in the sunset years o) Ibeir teves. bý cuîîîug off part of their pensions
wben mianv of ibese people arc b.irely raking botb ends micci now"
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