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Departrnent of National Revenue the practice
was for the minister to rnake those decisions,
in forrn. That is, hie signed thern. The reason
why hie did flot spend a lot of time on thern
was that he did flot have the tirne to spend.
It was a decision by the minister on the
advice of bis officiais; that is realiy what it
was.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Here is an
atternpt to delegate authority.

Mr. ILSLEY: That is the reason why 1 say
I do nlot thinkc a regulation would be made
under section 5S (2) (d), by which the
minister would delegate to the commissioner
authority which is vested in the minister by
section 37. 1 believe hie would get wbat help
and advice be could in disposing of an appeal.
In practice that would rnean that the officiais
would do practieally the whole thing, and the
minister would sign it.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): That is
what the legisiation attempts to do, narneiy,
what the minister says is not doue. Rere is
the authority to do it.

Mr. ILSLEY: It rnay be the authority;
1 ar n ot sure about tbat, in view of the
express terrnis of section 37. This wouid cover
other matters which would corne within the
minister's generai power. In section 58 (1)
the minister bas a generai power of admnis-
tration, and instead of exercising those pnwers
hirnseif he bas autbority under section
58 (2) (d) to authorize the commissioner to
exercise those powers.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): That is
reserved to the rninister by section 37. Wouid
the rninister excînde 37?

Mr. CHURCH: May I ask the rninister if
under paragrapb (d)-

Mr. HANSON (Yorkz-Sunbiiry): Just a
minute.

Mr. MacINNIS: If the leader of the opposi-
tion would rise in bis plae~ when bie is
speaking. the cornrittee xvould know wbo
bas the floor.

Mr. HANSON (Yorlk-Siinbuiry): I apologize
to the Chair and to the cornrittee for baving
carried on a conversation frorn my seat. I
know it is not, quite, proper. If this were
lirnited hy excluding the provisions which
rnight be appiieci on section 37, I would not
bave so rnuch objection. But section 37
rnakes a special reservation to the minister.
Under section 58, power is given to delegate
autbority to the commissioner. I must, point
out that the, powexr of (letermining a question
of appeai is a xvide power. Tbat is ail I bave
to say abouit it.

[IMr. Ils!ey.]

Mr. CHURCII: May I ask the minister
why under paragraph (d) lie is setting up a
separate organization for duplicate deatb
duties and for the adrninistration of the
sarne elass of property for wbicb provision is
mnade by the British North Arnerica Act?
Under section 92, deatb duties relate to
property and civil rigbts in the provinces
and are exelusiveiy provincial. The rninister
bias been inconsistent ever since hie bas beld
office. Two years ago, wben it was urged
in the iious'e that the minister sbould let
Ootario coileet its own income tax, wben
both federal power and provincial power bad
taken aul this away xxbicb was forrnerly exclu-
siveiy municipal, lie said "Oh, no; we will save
a whole lot of rnoney by coilecting the two
incomne taxes ourseives for the provinces as
weli." Instead of the provinces coIlecting tbeir
uwn inonei tax, ini this bill xxe set up two
administrative offices, for death duties. If
the nîinister wouid xvieid the big stick and
bring abouit a little ecoflomy in ail the depart-
ments, it wouid ho far botter. Instead of that,
lie is setting up a new administrative death
duties staff t0 deal with property riglits which,
since confcderation, heiongecd to the provinces
exclusiveiy.

Why shouid he have accepted the work of
the province of Ontario to coileet their income
tax for themn and then turo round and set
up anlother duiplicate branch, with a staff of
inspectors and cierks, federai and provincial,
txvo separate staffs, coiiecting on one and the
saile property? Where is tbis going to wind
tip? It, is nothing but state sociaiinm. I anm
only giving mny nxvn opinion on it ail. The
mîinistor bas nmade a vast excursion into this
field. Paragraph (d) reads:

(d) tutboriziing the comnmissioner to exereise
sucb of the pow ors conferred by tbis act, as
moay, in the opinion of the minister, bc con-
venientiy execied by the commîxisîncr.

Thal inight bo ail right undor the drastie
Kingsicv Wood principie of coiiecting death
duties, but ail people max' not oxvn property
when it coules to the-,ec riv al talxing poxvers
on the sanie ciass of property. They are
iikeiv to lose xvbat snaaii property they have
in real and personai estate and, in the end,
dlia in the poorhouse, witli txvo vast organiza-
lieous taxing thona and putting fedcrali burdens
on real estate. It is expected that S10,000,000
xviii ho. coiiccte(l Ibis ycar and in a full year,
S20,00O.000 fromn this nasu~re. Is it ana'
xvonder the i)colic are as-king whv th(, head of
the province is objecting to federai attority
muvading provincial and municipal institutions
and taking t hoir revenues in this w ay?

Mr. GIBSON: I do not know whcther or
not the hion. member is farniliar witb the
set-up proposed to coileet these duties, but


