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sovereign. If Parliament wants to change a
decision made previously or a decision of
another Parliament, so long as the matter is
within the federal jurisdiction under our
constitution, Parliament has the right to do
so. What the government is proposing at this
time is that this House take the decision to
change this surtax by extending the period
for one year. If this House takes that decision,
I do not think it can be suggested it is going
back on anything that happened in the past
or on anything that has occurred in light of
circumstances in the meantime.

Mr. Winch: I accept the explanation of the
hon. minister, but I despise dishonesty on the
part of the Government.

[Translation]

Mr:. Henry Latulippe (Compton): Mr.
Speaker, I should like to ask the minister why
the government is maintaining this tax. We
are told that for 1970 the government is ex-
pecting a huge surplus.

If the budget of the government is satisfac-
torily balanced, why should it unbalance the
budgets of all Canadians to the benefit of the
federal government’s?

Mr. Gray: Mr. Speaker, the Minister of
Finance (Mr. Benson) said, in his budget
speech, that it was necessary, in order to
win the battle against inflation, to maintain
fiscal restraints. In this regard, one of the
methods he advocated was to maintain the
surtax for one year in order to win this battle
against inflation, which is in the interest of all
Canadians, including the lower income groups.

[English]

Mr. Aiken: I have one further question. A
moment ago the minister declined to go into
the past record regarding surtaxes. Can he
assure the house that in looking to the future
it is the intention of the Government to drop
this tax when the temporary period of one
year expires?

Mr. Gray: Mr. Speaker, the government is
proposing at this time that the surtax be
extended for a further year. If I answered the
question I think I would be departing from
the well established principle that has been
followed by governments of all parties in
Canada of not attempting to make announce-
ments on fiscal changes until the appropriate
time comes to do so.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Is the
House ready for the question?
[Mr. Gray.]

COMMONS DEBATES

December 17, 1963

Some hon. Members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): The
question is on the amendment proposed by
the hon. member for Edmonton West (Mr.
Lambert). All those in favour will please say
yea.

Some hon. Members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard):
those opposed will please say nay.

All

Some hon. Members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): In my
opinion the nays have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The House divided on the amendment (Mr.
Lambert, Edmonton West) which was nega-
tived on the following division:
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