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a contrary ruling bas been given, and now
further representations are being made to the
minister in connection therewith. It would
seem that the roquirement of stamps on
monthly statements is rather stretching this
stamp policy. I was wondering whether the
government hacL determined what the de-
partment would do in that connection.

Mr. ROBB: The stamp on monthly state-
ments was only brought to my attention when
I returined to Ottawa on Monday of this
week. I neyer heard of it before and I can-
not understand that it is general, because I
know two businesses, noV large businesses
but businesses of some size, in connection witlh
which statements were sent out each month.
I neyer heard of the stamp being required,
and I think I would have heard if the depart-
ment had insisted upon it. Il the department
bas made such an order, I agree witb my hon.
friend, and I do not think the act ever
intended that. However, if the monthly
statement is receipted, or a payment is
acknowledged in the statement, and it is sent
back, this stamp tax would be imposeld, but
I cannot believe that it would be iniposed
simply on the statement -being sent out.

Mr. McQUARRIE: I got a communication
from the Credfit Men's Association in Van-
couver, in which Vhey said they had only
recently been notified by the Vancouver
branch of the department that a stamp would
have Vo be put on a monthly statement, but
I accept the minister's explanation.

Mr. ROBB: I will direct the attention of
the Acting Minister of Custome and Excise
Vo this matter. 1 was a bit surprised to
hear of that tax.

Mr. LEADER: In comimnon wit~h hon.
members, I agree that paying taxes is rather
a nuisance, and I agree with the minister that
so long as we spend the money we must
pay the bill. I umderstood the minister Vo
say that grain dealers wou.ld put the stamp on
the cheques they issued to the farmers and
bear the expense themnselves. Io that the
minîster's information?

Mr. ROBB: That the dealer pays it?

Mr. LEADER: Yes.

Mr. ROBB: Yes, the person who issues
the cheque must put the stamp on it. That
is the law.

Mr. LEADER: I am very glad Vo hear the'
minister's declaration.

Mr. ROBB: Before my hon. friend pro-
ceeds. let me tell him that a cheque is no

good and will not be avcepted by the bank
unless the stamp is on it.

Mr. LEADER: I could relate a littie
experience whiich. would go to show that the
farmer is clïarged with the amount of the
stamp Vax.

Mr. ROBB: Well, that is wrong.

Mr. LEADER: When the act came into
force, in settlement for my wheat they sent
the cheques tu me by mail, d.educting the
amount of the stamp tax which I think was
about forty cents per car. I had to pay
that money. I immediately wrote ta the grain
dealer and told him I feit like bringing an
action. HIe is a very good friend of mine
and he wrote back that notwithstanding iny
threat-although he did flot use that word-be
felt they were entitled by law to charge the
stamp tax to farmers. I wrote to the Finance
Minister, at that time Mr. Fielding, and he
wrote back that he had referred the matter
to the Department of Trade and Commerce.

Mr. ROBB: No, it would be the Depart-
ment of Customs and Excise.

Mr. LEADER: Perhaps it was. In due
course I received a letter from the Dcpartment
of Custome and Excise saying tbey had re-
ferred -the matter Vo the law officers of the
crown. After some littie time I received a
letter from the law officers of the crown say-
ing that in their opinion the man issuing the
cheque should pay the stamp Vax but added
that in my case it was a matter between me
and the grain dealers to settie. I Vook it
tona lawyer in Portage la Prairie and asked him
what he thought about it. I sho'wed him al
the letters and he said, "I believe we can
beat themn if you have money enough, but I
would advise you ta drop it, because you would
be the loser if you did win." And I dropped
it. The law officers of the crown declared that
in their opinion there was nothing 1 could
do, and to-night the Acting Minister of
Finance (Mr. Robb) says that certainly the
grain dealer should pay the stamp tax. 1
should like to see the law enforccd immed-
iately and made retroactive.

Mr. BROWN: The question bas arisen, as
my hon. friend fromn Portage la Prairie will
admit, on account of the way in which grain
is sold in the west, namely throuýgh a com-
mission bhouse. There can be no question that
the man who issues a cheque for grain or any-
thing else must stamp it. He is the actual
purchaser of the grain, but the difficulty with
the farmers in the west bas arisen from the
fact that the grain is'handled through the com-
mission men; the -commission men have re-


