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The point is that I am not retiring. I know it saddens members 
across the way, but I will not quit. I am not retiring. I was not 
elected to retire. I was elected to serve. Maybe that is a concept 
that shocks members.

I can understand why Reformers are just a little defensive 
concerning double dipping. They say it is okay for someone to 
receive a federal government pension and to serve in the House 
at full salary later but not the other way around. Could the reason 
why the argument is presented in that way by them is because 
they have dissension in their caucus with at least three double 
dippers at the federal level that I know of, two of whom are 
sitting in the Chamber right now as I make this speech. Duplici
ty, thy name is Reform.

Mr. Jim Abbott (Kootenay East, Ref.): Madam Speaker, I 
will try to bring a civil tone to this debate. I absolutely agree 
with the hon. member that it is an honourable calling to serve the 
people of Canada.

Yesterday I was in a high school in my constituency. As I was 
in a junior high school telling people about the honourable 
calling that I had undertaken and trying to get these young 
people involved in the democratic process, this subject was 
raised by the students.

I suggest to the hon. member that he should be proud of 
working his way up the ladder. I suggest to the hon. member that 
all members work hard for the people of Canada. Why is it then 
that the government side refuses to make these changes within a 
responsible, reasonable time when the Prime Minister, then the 
opposition leader, said in August 1993 that he was going to be 
making the changes. However he does not do it but he does wipe 
out contracts worth billions of dollars, making all sorts of 
changes.

When the member says the NCC is simply conducting mali
cious attacks against members, I suggest that the NCC is 
drawing to Canadians’ attention the fact that the members have a 
gold-plated plan that is unacceptable.

I wonder if the member would agree that perhaps his way of 
handling the problem would be for the legislature to outlaw 
criticism of the pension plan? Therefore we could get on with 
life. Is that the way we should do things?

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Time has almost ex
pired.

Mr. Boudria: Madam Speaker, I will be very brief. I know 
that this hon. member knows much better than what he has just 
said. I have the highest respect for that member. He knows that 
no one is advocating that Mr. Somerville does not have the right 
to state the nonsense he is stating. He has absolutely that right. 
This is a democracy. But I also have the right to say what I think 
of him just as he has the right to say what he thinks of all of us. I 
will continue to do that because that is my right. We have not 
refused to deal with this issue.
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Members will know of the two reports presented in the last 
Parliament and they will know of the Prime Minister’s commit
ments, some of which were made as late as yesterday in the 
House of Commons. The member knows deep down what the 
Prime Minister said.

Mr. Abbott: Four hundred days.

Mr. Boudria: The member will know that approximately half 
of that time was taken up with the two reports, one ordered by 
the previous government and the other one which is statutory. In 
any event it is going to be done.

I do not know whether it will please the people across the way. 
It will perhaps please that member.

Miss Grey: It will please the people.

Mr. Boudria: Not all of them. Certainly I will make one 
guess. It is going to make a few double dippers angry.

Mr. Randy White (Fraser Valley West, Ref.): Madam 
Speaker, don’t we have an interesting debate going today? It is 
funny how the affairs of men have changed when they become 
government, isn’t it?

We listen to the hon. member justify how hard he works, 
which is important, and how he justifies living off the Canadian 
taxpayer through the pension plan. I am going to address double 
dipping, among other things.

Perhaps Liberal Party members could ask themselves what is 
the difference between the MP pension plan and Lotto 649. The 
difference is risk. There is risk in getting Lotto 649, a payment 
for life, but there is none in the MP pension plan. Are there not 
all kinds of taxpayers out there ready and willing to pay now?

I want to address the red book and the blue book for a moment. 
We have heard so much about this red book. Canadians should 
think back to how long they have been hearing about this red 
book. They have been hearing about it since the election. It was 
written during the election to sell taxpayers on what they wanted 
to hear.

The blue book is the Reform policy document. Canadians 
have been hearing about it for years. That is the difference 
between a party of commitment and a party that wants to come to 
Ottawa and sell the folks on an election every five years. That is 
the difference.

Now that they are the government, here we go. We are going 
to hear more speeches from these folks. We are going to hear all 
about how we can justify through hard work a pension plan.

There were a number of major issues during the last election. I 
would suggest the finances of the country was the number one 
issue. Other issues were the criminal justice system, the prob
lems with immigration and the fact that Parliament needed an 
overhaul through things like recall and free votes and so on.


