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the right hon. GenrJeman has been to up 
the fact that living 8tandants are rtSinS. The OpposItion 
have produced the most spurious attacks OD tax in the put 
few wecb. They claim that there have been 22 new taxes 
over the PIUl five years, but I can identify 2S but 
reductions in the put couple of years. The right boil. 
Gentlml8Jl. takes no account of rising irJ.(:()1be1 and people 
movinB into higher tax brackets. m he is painting • 
misleading picture. We have the lowest rate of basic tax 
for 6(} years. It Was 33p and it is now 23p. 

.ur be paid to British lony driven whose Ii\leJihoods 
have been affected by mindless militancy of their 
Freoch couaterparts'l 

The MbdaIer: I am horrified by the 
of the dispute for British drivers and 

companies. Claims for compensation must be met by the 
Frencb authorities. We have made that point to them. 
I hope that, very soon this afternoon, the leader of the 
Labour party will mate clear his cOIldeOJllation of one of 
his 0"'11 Members of the European ParlUunent, who bas 
today described the striking French Jotry drivers as 
". sbiniQg beacon". 

Mr. Blafr. The PrUne Minister Wants to take CIl!Jdit for 
the fact that people's earnings have incnased, but they 
ha\le earned that money. not the Government Is it not 
curious that the Conscn-ative party no longet W8J1.ts to talk 
abont Itu.? Will Cbe Prime Minister Rturn to the central 

that I asked him? Is it or is it Dot right, according 
to his own Red Book, thlle tile overall bunlen of taxation 
next year will be higher than it is this year? As one of his 
hon. Friends said, the answer can only be yes or no. 
Which is it? 

Tlae PrIme MInister: If the right hon. bad 
listened to what r just said, he would have had bis llDswer. 
The rigbt boo.. Gentleman does JJot take into account the 
fact that more people are worldng and incomes arc rising. 
Had the Labour party presenC'M a Budget C8l'lier this 
week. taxes would have increased quite dramatically. On 
one hand he accuses U8 of cuttin8 tl:penditure and Oil the 
other hand he accuses us of putting up taxes. We have 
kept direct tax. down and We ba\le incl'eased eXpenditure 
on health. police and other important semces. 

Mr. BIaJr: Perhaps, on the third occaSion, the Prime 
Minister will now answer the question. BeclUlse of all the 
taxes in 1be Budgct-the insurance tax, the airport tax, the 
council the fuel tax. the abolition of profit-related 
pay-........according to his figures, the tax blUden is to rise 
next year. It will rise not just nel{t year but, according to 

Oovernment's plans, the year after. the year after that 
and the year after that, to a level higber tblJl under the 
last Labour GoVernment. Perbaps the Prime Minister will 
now 8J)SWCt the question: is it true that the tax bwden is 
to rise next year? If it is. is not the reputation of the Tories 
as a low tax party now dead and buried? 

Mr. Pretc:ott: What sort of Government is there ill 
France? 

1be Prbbe MiDJItfto: The deputy 1eader of the Labour 
party asks what the Oo\,errunent in are. What IU'C 
the strikers and wby Ill'e they being supported by Labour 
MetnbeIs of the .European Parliament? Will the deputy 
leader of the Labour party go down and taJk to British 
lorry drivers and teH then that he thinks that the strikers 
are a shining example? 

Mr. Pre.cott: it is a Tory Gcvenn:nent in France. 

TIle Prime Ml.DiRer: The right bono Gentleman is the 
strikers' friend now. as he always has been. 

Mr. AIbtIoWll: 1 wondel' why the Prime Ministe{ and 
the Govcnunent do not realise wby people are so fed up 
with all this lying about tax. 1& not the central question 
this: does the Prime Minister really believe that the British 
people are so stupid tbat they could be tempted (0 vote 
Conset'Vlltive again because he has cut thett jncome tax 
by 1 p, when his own figures sbQw dUl! he has forced their 
council tax up by between £40 and £60 a year'? 

Tbe Prime MJnIder: If the right bono Gendeman 
wishes to talk about council tu, ht might look at the 
council tax levied by local lWthoritics under Liberal 
Dctn.ocrat control. He might realise by how much their 
council taxes have gone up. He migbt remind the Britisb 
public again that be is committod to the 
standard rate of income tax. I hope that he Wlll make that 
entirely clear. He is calling for more money to be given 
10 Liberal DemOCI'llt councillors, who are 
"politW;ally incXpc:rienccd and potentially I liability". 

That is not what I think; it is wllat his party's internal 
document says about its councilloJ$_ 

Tbe Prlane MiDUtcr: The more people work. the more 
they earn. That i5 the point that the right hon. Gentleman 
does nol seem to understand Ji he thinks that taxes are 
too high, which ones would he cut? What SlIpport has be 
given Us in cutting taxes? If he thinks that .Wt is high. 
will he indicate that he will not proceed With the windfall 

or a tartan tax. or a health tu or a teenage tax 1 How 
will he pay for the £30 billion-worth of promises that he 
has mad.e? The plain fact of the matter is, however he 
huffs and puffs. people know that dogs batk., cats miaow 
and the Labour party puts up taxes_ 

[. Mr. BUDter: Will my right hoo. FtieDd confirm that it 
is not his policy to barter Or bargain for the restoration of 
an IRA ceasefire which should never have been broken, 
and that Sinn s self-exClusion from the talks remains 
absolute. unless or until there is an equivocal restatement 
of the ceasefire and the Provisionals establisb over a 
period of time II commitment to exclusively peaceful 
means? 

Mr. Ailken: Is my right hon. Friend aWlI(e that the 
French louy drivers dispute is now causing serious traffic 
chaos and ecooomic hardsbip in Kent, particularly atOUII.d 
the channel ports of Ramsgate and Dover? Now that the 
strike is going on, it may have 8 much wider impact On 
the country. Will my right hon. Friend make strong 
diplomatic to the Frencll .Government. to 
ex.lract a finn commi.tmcnt that full and fait compensaUOfl 

The PrIme Minister: Then has been a great deal of 
rumour and disinfonnation on this issue in 
week!!. The Oovemmcm bave bad a number of 
exchanges with the bono Member for FoyJe (Mr. Hume) 
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aDd odIcn about the posslbiUty of a new .IRA ce&sdire. 
We bve made it absoltJtely clear throughout those 
exchanges Ih.ac IRA-Sinn Fein should give up violence 
once and for aU and cormnit itself to exclusively 
peaceful We hl'fe also made je clear rbat we 
cannot and We win not Change our policy to -gain 
f(K a ceasefire. In that that sh.ould be absolutely 
clear, we are publishing today a Slatement of oar policy. 
whicb we sent to the bono Member for Foyle last 
weekend. A copy is being placed in the Ubrary together 
with Il shon explanatory Slatemene. 

462 

The Wb lhat have been canying on for some time 
ate likely to bleak for Christmas soon to 
llller in January. When Sinn Fein could join the talks 
depends on its own acti0ru--{HON. MEMBERS: ''This is a statement."] 

Madana Speaker: Order. Listeu to tbe IUlSWt!t to the 
que.tion. 'lbcse are crucial issues thal concern our country. 

The Prime MbdIter: I must tell boo. Members 
this a matter of great intere.st to people not just in 
Northern Ireland but 

.. When Sinn FeiQ could jOin the talb depends on its 
actions. We need to see an unequivocal restoration 

of the ceasefire, we need to be able to make a credible 
judgment thal ie is lasting, and we need 10 know tbal 
Sinn Fein will sign up to the MitcheU principles. Those 
matters m:e in Sinn Fein' s hands. We 8l'e not seeking 
delay; we wish to see inclUsive talks invol\'in, all 
parties as soon as POssible, but if Sinn Fein continues to 
exclude itself, the talks must and will go Ol) 

Q2. Mr. Martle ... ; To ask the Prime Minister if he 
will list his official engagements for Thursday 
28 November. r4887J 

The Prime MinIIter: I refer the hon. Gentleman to 1he 
reply that 1 gave some JOoJt\ents ago. 

!\fr. MattIelr. Does the Prime Minister sanction the 
Tory party campaign on "Honest John"? If so, does he 
agrt!e that it is designed to de«ive the public over tax? 
When are posters going to go up saying that the Prime 
Minister Promised Dot to increase V AT. a promise that be 

. ke; and that he promised not to increase taxation year 
• year out-anodler promise that he broke? Is not the 

J:'e81ity that nobody believes uHonesr John" ? 

Tbe Prime Mintater! I am grateful to the hoo. 

iocreaied their council allo1ltanCe by 200 per cent , that 
Sheffield city counciJ spends £350 per pupil OD education 
administration. whereas othet mettopoJitan aUthorities 
spend olll), mo, 1Ild that Labour Membets of Parliamem 
gct free BCConunodation &om Sheffield city COtUlcil? 
Is be also aware that Silverdale school in my 
constituency, which is in need of urgent repair. has been 
Uifo.nncd that tbete is no money for such repairs? Does 
not that show bow Labour rnns Sheffield city council and 
how it would run the counky? 

Tht Prhne MWster: The more Opposition Members 
bamscktd my bono Friend, the more it was clear that he 
had hit " buU'Saeye by pomting out tbe way the Labour 
party behaves in local goverrunent He tnentioned 
Sheffield. Certainly it is one of tbe counci1& that have 
failed to collect millions of pounds of COUncil tax. 

Mr. Prwcou: What about Westminstef? 

11ae PrfIDe MbUter: The right hon. Gentleman 
mentions Westminster-but he neglects 10 tnention 
Southwark, Leeds, Newham, Camden, Bristol, Livtqx>oJ, 
Manchester, Binningham and Lambeth, all of them. 
Labour councils OVer many years or dominant Labour 
under Do OVerall C(lnlrol. What is it they 5ltY about Labour? 

"New ill IocaJ government offelf!l excellence IUJd effic iency," 

Thoae ue not my words, but the words of the right hon. 
Member for Sedgefield (Mr. Blaix). 

Q4. Mr. Baraes: To ask the Prime Minister if he 
will li$t his official engagements for Thursday 
28 November. [4889) 

The PriJQe MJaJater: I refer the hOQ. GentlellLliD to the 
reply I gave some mOments ago. 

Mr. Ba.,..,.: As a matter of 81atisticaJ integrity, will 
the Prime Min.ister confirm what he sought to a\'oid in 
an.swering my right hon. Friend the Leader of the 
Opposition---that page 88 of the Red Book. wbich deals 
with total taxation and national insurance 
contributions,shows that !here is an increase )'ear by year 
over the next five yean in the amount that will be paid 
out as a percentage of gross domestic product? Will he 
be honesl? Gentleman for drawing altcntion to our posters that 

indicate truu We now have lower income tax, bigher living 
standacds and lower unemployment, and that that has 
come about direcdy as a result of policies lbat we ha\'e 
followed over the past few years as the Government. I am 
glad that he draws attention to tho5e advertisements. 
I hope that everybody wlII see them. 

Q3. Sir Infne Patnfek: To ask !he Prime Minister if 
he will list his offICial engagements for Thursday 
28 November [4888J 

1be Prime MlnJster: As I said [0 the right bon. 
Meniler for SedgefieJd and other hon: Members. earlier, 
that is the impact of more people working and beIng p:ud 
mott and of fiscal drag. Those !In; the facts thal the hon. 
Gentleman does not understand. The re.lity is that people 
have more net income in their hands than they have had 
at any time in the past, and Iivio8 standards are rising. 
However he tries to muffle reality, he cannot hide from 
that fact. 

The ,... Mbdater: I refer my hon. Friend to the 
reply that I gave some tnoments ago. 

SIT IrYtne Patnidc: I thank my right hon, Frtend for 
his reply. Is he awate that Sheffield I:'ity CQUDCjlJOrs have 

Mr. F .... : On a point of order, Madam Speakc:c. 

M ...... Spe.ker. Order. Points of order come after 
statements and I have two statements now. 


