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The Budget-Mr. Ross (Souris)

To purchase a 10-foot International power
binder in Canada requires 333 bushels of whrat.
To purchase the same binder in the United
Sta tes requires 183 bushels of wbeat.

May I add that these were the figures before
the end of June of this year, when price ceilings
prevailed in bath countries. Moreover tbey do
flot take into accouait the incrcase of 121/2 per
cent on Canadian manufactured farm impie-
ments and orber recent changes whieh have
played a part in this great disparity. The dis-
parity in the purchase price of automobiles in
each country is at ieast tw'enty-five per cent
greater than in the case of farm implements.

I do flot tliink any minister wvi1l rise in bis
place and Say that these are flot essential
articles on aniy farm in Canada. So I think
thnt the statoinent of the minister and other
staternints of a like nature are disproved by
these facts. To purchase that same tractor
would require in Canada the price of twelve
finished 1,000-pound steers, while in the
United States for the same type of tractor the
proceeds of only eight such animais would be
required. In a practical way that is con-
vincing evidence of the great disparity existing
in these tw'o counitries, prier to July 1 of tbis
year; everyhodv knows that things are in a
turmoil down tliere and the present disparity
is very much greater.

As was pointed out ln discussions yester-
day, the output of farîn cquipinent bas heen
reduccd 1)'v the Pick of steel, and authorities
in the Umnited Statos say that this type of
production in that country will h;. (1ecreaseil
this yoar by tw'enty-five to thirty per cent.
I arn sure nohody %vill disagrce when 1 Say
Iliat full production s thie true basis ai real
wealtlî. Productivity ni essential. goocis is
real wealtlî in this or any other nation, and
we siould neyer lose siglit of that fact.

I have here the curreni Review of Agricul-
tural Condiition, in Canada, issued hy the
statistical branehl of the Depcrtment of Agri-
culture, for June, 1946. In this magazine it is
sot forthi t1it since lcnuary 1, 1946, that is
during the past six months. cattle slaughterings
in Canada have decroased by 12 per cent,
hog slaughiterings by 30 per cent, milk pro-
duction hy 3 per cent, and dairy cowvs on
Canadien farms hy almost 2 per ccnt-to be
exact, l'9 per cent. As this pamphlet is issued
by the Department of Agriculture I do not
suppose anvbody will challenge these figures.

In the matter of personal income tax changes
ta become effective on January 1, 1947, the
inequity of the diflerence which bas been
maintained between the wife who works ln
industry or an office and the iarmer's wife bas
been repeatedly argued by myseif and others
in Ibis bouse since 1942, when tbat disparity
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was creatcd, allowing the wife and the man
who worked in industry or in the office an
exemption of $1,860. I want ta abject ta the
provision decreasing the wie's earniags
exemption ta $250. A levelling Up process
should have taken place radier than a levelling
down process. This, again, affects production
of niuclî-required foodstuffs ai. thi,. lime and
in Ilîis country. I ani sure the minister lias
received representations in favotîr of allow-
ing the farmer's wife a certain amount of
exemption in respect of dairy produco raised
on the farm, poîilt.ry, eggs, gardon produce,
and sa on, and 1 know that managers of
creameries have asked thaI this concession
he made in order to increase the output of
foodstuffs. I aun sure that if that had been
done it would have made a big difinrence in
the production ai these articles whiclh I have
mentioncd. Rather than decrease the exemp-
tion from $660 ta $250 there should have been
a levelling up praccas in favour of the farm
wiio ceci of cIl inarried people, because it
would certainly have aided in the much needed
production of foodstuffs.

XVithi respect ta taxation of cooperatives,
it is mv view that it should not ho retroactive
on te patronage divideads; and that, as 1
understand it, is the meaning of the statement
mcde by the minister, although I admit that
somne of bis arguments and observations were
viguie and liard ta uadcrstaed. Therciore I

stipvrepeat that 1 do nol. thinik those
patronage. div idends sliould ho taxcd on a
retroactit o basis, as I undorstand they are
boued to ho.

M\ir. ILSLEY: N.\o retroaetive logislciion is
proposcd.

INc. ROSS (Souris): As 1 said. somo of the
tteni used by the minister are vague. How-
ever. the proper place ta discuss this matter
ie dotait will ho in cnmmittoe of the whole,
wlu e we ccc carry on a question and answer
discuison with tIîo minister, and I intcnd
10 do So.

1 Aý1otld liko ta support xliat my coi]eagcie,
aur fimiiocial crîtie, Said the othci dc.v about
the civil serv ice. W oe e rny vory efficient
civil c vi~,but, as ho pointod out, in pre-
uvar dayýý dîme wero about 70,000, and during
tîto w:î tîte number bias increcsed to approxi-
matelY 150,000. One yecr citer the termina-
tien ni the war thecre bias hoon a decrease of
cpproximatcl 'v one-heli per cent-les~ than one
per cent. Sometimes it is difficult ta decide
just w'ho are within the civil service and who
aie le othor branches ai work, under the gov-
erenient to-day.


