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very different froin what Vhey are ini
France. The French senate flot long ago
introeduced a measure, which I t.hink has
become law, granting aid to the parents of
a fainily of three or four eohildwren, for the
purpose of encouraging the rearing of
child-ren. Under this measure the married
,man who hias no chiidren at ail le placed on
the same footing with the father of seven
or eight or a dozen childiren, and faanilies
ef thýat size are very otten seen in Quebec.
I -think it is unjust to treat them both alike,
and 1 hope the niinister wiii see his way
clear te granting exemption in the case
of unusuaily large familles. My hon.
friend haà mentio.ned the oredin:ary famiiy.
Now the ordinary tamily is a very uncer-
tain quanti-ty. Ili the province et Quel4ec
three or four children wouid be considered
,a very small family. I trust that the min-
ister wili find it possible to make an ex-
ception in the case of imen with, say, hait
a dozen chiidren to provide for.

'Sir TH'OMAS WHIITE: I do flot think
any hon. friend need be unduly anxious
because it is flot probable, although there
are no dou'bt exceptions, that the father
of a large family wili have an income o!
$3,000 or more. Usualiy the large family
,and the comiparativeiy emll incorne go
together. I h'ad the case "hit my hon.
friend lias rnen'tioned in mind when fram-
ing this ineasuxe, and I am quite satisfied
that 90 per cent, il not more, of the families
lie hbas in qnind wiii net be affected by this
taxation eat ail. It seemed to me imprac-
ti-cable te distinguish'between famiiies hav-
ing regard solely to the nuniber of chiidren,
because it is -within my ow-n per sonal
knowledge, as I think it is -within that of
every member of this House, that there are
many citizens wbo have flot only their own
famiiy to take oare of, but also the famiiy
of a brother or a sister, or perbaps they
'have to look alter an aged f ather or mother.
I have reeeived many letters since this legis-
iation has been introduced from unmarried
men protesting against the discrimination
againet them. on the ground that they had
to take oare of many dependents, and they
gavae particulare in their leViers. In one
case a man had to look -afte- hie ,sister and
two or three ohildiren. In another, a young
man had not married beoause he had to
look after an aged mother and some invalid
sisters, and a brother or two who were not
doing very well. I think if we adopt the
principie of a f air exemption of $3,000, we
need flot lie anxious about the size of the
family or the number of dependents. I do
-not see how it wouid be possible for the de-

partment to niake the neessary inquiries
to aacertain how many dependente a man
had.

Mr. VER VILLE : I think an exception
should 'be made in the case ot large £am-
lies. The minister is exempting single men
up to $2,000. Personaily, I think th-at le, too
high an exemption for a great many single
young men in this country. I have always
thought that hall that amount would be
plenty for a single young man. As the min-
ister says, in eome cases these men have
many dependents, but it is eoviously unt air
te place a married man wîth ne o.hildren
on the same footing with the father of six,
seven or a dozen children. I know it is not
the minister's intention te peinaiize the
parents of large families, and I thînk this
measure affords the beet possible opper-
tunity for recognizing the importance cf
large families. No deuibt there are some
single younig men who bave as many de-
pending on them ýas the father of a family,
but I think the minister would find it a
pretty 'big contract te find out the exact
number cf dependents a men had. I sup-
pose sworn statements would be required.
If I remember right, if -a man makes, a
false statement about his income,, his whoie
estate goes to the Crown when he dies.

Under tlhe law cf Wisconsin-there la ne
tederai law in the United States on thie
subjeet-the Waents are net aliowed te send
a 'boy te werk until he is 14, or a girl untîl
she is 16 ý'ears dld. In view cf the tact that
the importance of cbldren le thus receg-
nized rby the different states, 1 do not se*e
why we shouid net make -some recognition of
them here. I arn net speaking for myself,
'because I have ne chiidren, and wh-atever
I have te pay I &hall pay cheerfuliy. But
I think it is absoiutely unf-air te put the
man with -ne chiidren on the same footing
as the f ather of a big famiiy, with the chil-
dren te feed and cltet, and send to scheol,
and se forth. 1 ho-pe the minister wili see
his wa'y clear te allowing a certain exemp-
tien for each child under the âge cf 14.
It may be said that married men with an
income ef $3,000 are pretty weli off and wiii
be sending their chiidren to coilege, 'but
that is net alwNays the case. Another mani
may have te send his children te work. 1
again appeal te the minister te do justice
to the parente of large familles, and 1
dlaim that new is the time for the state
te recognize the importance of rearing chil-
dren.

Mr. GIRAHAM: I arn somewhat inciined
to support the suggestions et the twe hon.


