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$3,000 a year îvould be paying $240 in life
insurance, whcreupon hie would flot be paying
the sum of money which the hion. member
for Parry Sound mentioncd. Again, in the
case of the marricd manl, hie would flot psy
the sum of money mentioned, $884, but $584.
The hion. miember mode no remark about that
at aIl. Obvioiisly, as it seemed to me once
1 began to think, hie was relying on the
thoughtlessness of those to whom he was
speaking, or possibly relying-1 hope this
is flot true-on the thoughtlcssness; of people
outside this bouse to wbom the doctrine
%vould be retailed.

Take the case of the marrjed man with or
without two ebjîdren. It is altogetber prob-
able that a man on a $3,000 salary is putting
away by mortgage payments on bis home, or
by premiums on insurance policies, the sum
of $25 a montb, and ho is therefore flot paying
the amount of taxation which hias been men-
tioned, namely, $884, but bie is probably psy-
ing a tax of $584. The samne remarks apply
to the married mail witb two children, witb
the exception thot the figures are a little
different. In bis case the actual tax would be
$668 gross; $334 is taxation, and $334 of it is
savings, and if ho bias that omounit of insur-
ance premium or mortgage payments lie will
not have that taken from bima hy the
governiment. This means that the man dees
flot have to keep bis wife on $180; it means
that ho keeps bis wife and bimscîf on $2,116.
If hie is already saving $240 lie keeps bimself
and bis wife on S2,176. Ho does not keep bis
wife on $180, as tbe bon. member suggested,
and I do flot know wbetber hoe had in mind
any partionlar wife or particular mon w-ho
would do tbat. 11e miglit. of course, have bad
his rcasoning warped regarding some par-
ticular individual, but I can assure bim that
the generality of mon who bave $2,176 and a
wife, use the $2,176 to support tbemselves witb
their ivives-their wives with tbemselves-and
tbey do flot shlow $180 for the wife and gobble
up ail tbe rest of the money, rougbly $2,000
for tbemselves. I arn sure the bon. rnember
himsclf, if lie were to find any man attempting
to treat bis wife in tuit fashioni, would ho tbe
first to rush forward to support that wife in
an app)lication to the courts that she be gîveni
decent alimony. I amn sure tbat if hie iere to
support lier in ber dlaim for alimony she would
get it in any court, and no court would say
that tbe Minister of Finance had laid it down
on behaîf of the Canadian government that
$180 was enough for a wife.

My only purpose in drawing particular
attention tu this sort of thing is this. 1 felt
that wben the member for Parry Sound goes
as far astray as that bimself, and endeavours
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to lead ail the rest of us equally astray on a
motter of this sort, it indicates clearly, if he
believes wbat ho was saying, that ho bas what
I might terni an economie short-sightedness
which. completely disqualifies him for giving
any evidence at ahl upon any economie ques-
tion. Any mon who, after reading the income
tax resolutions that are before us and hearing
tbe speeches, will corne to the conclusion and
pronounce the doctrine that they speil $180
to keep the wife of a rnan wbo bias $3,000 a
year, is ohviously, in an economic sense,
myopie. Tliere con ho no doubt about it.
That of itself seems sufficient to wash out
any argument that came after wbat the hon.
memher for Parry Sound said in that regard.
I tbink the rninister mode it quite clear last
nigbt that the proposais wbich the hon. mem-
ber made are infiationary. You have the hon.
rnemher saying that they are not. You can
look at the other judgments of the hon. miema-
ber and estimate hirm as an economnie expert
in the ligbt of the sort of discussion that 1
bave detailed to-niglit, and take your clîoice
between bim and the Minister of Finance asý
to wbetber the sclierne that ho proposes is
inflationarv. I arn convinced that it is.

The lion. iembcr ivas rolying a very great
deal upon our control systerîî. I confess that
1 had somne (lelht- as te wbc nu r w e coutlI
control prices in this country, even before 1
board the testimony, given later, of the Min-
ister of Finance. I bave alwvays bad diffi-
culty in believiuig that we can, over a long
time. lîold doiin prices hy any for-ni of control.
I fanucy w-e sliaîl ho able to (Io it for about
.1s long as this wor lasts. 0f course I do not
know liow long the war will lait, but I do not
belw ,ve ven ceuld 1101( clown prices by a con-
trol sve for a t en-s var period. We mav

uedr iii hld1ing i hen d ewn fa irly w cIl
duiuring the wa o- enl bee:eù.r thiere is a w-ar,
for if it were net for the war we would net
submit te tliese controls; ne democratic
people weuld. But I caîl attention te Italy
witb aIl its control. Tbey bave a great deal
more contrel in these totalitarian countries
t han w e liai e, The- veI net lia ' aIl the bether
ef lar] anient and iliat sert ef il bing. The 'v do
uer haive anY expressions ef opliin. wvlicîî
are alway' s betherserne te any government.
We bav e net got thieni bherkaclei as Weil os ive
would like. I have seme figures before me-
I can give autbority te anyone wbo ivants it
-- îlowing seme of the difflculty Italy is ex-
perienceing-. Thie prico index of some goods
purchased by tîîe formner is in my bond. It
would appear thot the former in Italy bias te,
purchase a greot deal of fertilizer and insec-
ticides. The prices fer 1929 opparently are
taken as thie base. Lat year the index figure


