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Mr. ROSS (Souris): I should like to sup-
port the request of the hon. member for
Qu'Appelle, the hion. member for Rosetown-
Biggar and the bion. member for Melfort Who
spoke before me. When I was speaking on
the budget on March 11, 1 rnpntioned these
matters, pointing out that wornen and teen-
age boys and girls should be aiiowed to be
piaced on the payroli of tbe farrn in reckoning
incorne tax. The point raised by the hon.
member for Melfort has beon a problern for
me for some years past. I have discussed it
with the income tax officiaIs. Take the case
of a farmer who is flot able to take bis
imventory at the end of thc year, for instance
where he has been building up a good herd of
lîve stock over a period, and bappens to sell
themn in one year. That was treated as
incorne for that year; at ieast it was in past
ye'irs. That is very unfair. That pure bred
herd should be considered as a capital invest-
ment. It was flot a matter of purcbasing
feeder cattie and fattening and seliog them.
If tint bas flot been changed this year, I
hope it wilI ho. I have discussed the matter
witb the officiais in Winnipeg, and they say
it is the fault of the farmers wbio do flot
want to keep books. But it is most unfor-
tirnate and rnost unfair.

When I was spcakinig on the budget I thinik
I aiso asked that depreciation should be
allowcd on new power rnachinery on the saine
basis as is allowed in industry, writing off
depreciation during the war, because uniess
sornething devclops in the near future, of
whiicb I havc not seen mucbi sign yet, to create
a parity for the future, agriculture will Dlot
bave the dcrnand for its products that tbere
is during the war. WTe are required to pur-
chase exNpenisive equiprnt, on account of lack
of efficient lieip as rnuch as anything, in order
to produce this necessary food. Thon I think
power inachinery shouid be depreciated over
three to fiý e years rather than as in tlue past
wben we were aiiowed twenty per cent the
first year and ten per cent a year for the
rernainder of its life. Agriculture should ho
piaced on the sarne basis as industry in that
respect; its production of foodstuffs is just
as essential as that of industry. I trust the
mninister xviii give those requests sorious con-
sideration, because it means a great deai in
the production of essential foodstuffs as weli
as for the welfare of farma farnilies in the
future.

Mr. FURNISS: The hion. member for Rose-
town-Biggar broughit up the very subject
about whicb 1 had intended to say sornething.
Perbaps lie expressed it in botter termis than
I can, but I believe that in the computation

of the income tax that the fariner bas to pay
sorne tangible recognition, should be given to
the work that farmers' wives are doing. To-
day farmers' wives are doing almost every
kind of work that in ordinary times would ho
done by mon, and would be now if men were
availabie. Last summer, at various tirnes and
in different places I saw women doing almost
every kind of work that mon are accustomed
to do. I bave seen themn working in the harvest
field; I bave seon thorn coiling hay, driving
almost every impiement on the farm, building
ioads, and I even saw one wornan driving a
walking plouglb, getting land ready for
pianting.

I can produce a few figures that wiil show
tbo resuit of wornen's work un the farrn. Poul-
try raising fails to the lot of the women
neariy ail the tirne. I have bore the figures
showing the number of pouitry on the farms
in 1939 and 1942. In 1939 the number of
poultry on our farrns was 62,405,000, whiie in
'1942 that had increased to 73,805,000, or an
increase of 11,400,000. That incroaso is reflected
also in the production of eggs, wbich in 1939
arnounted to 221,000,000 dozen, and in 1942
to 265,500,000 dozon, or an increase of 44,-
763,000 dozen. In addition, there are the
poultry meat products produced on the farm,
whicb in 1942 arnounted to 251,000,000 pounds.
The figure for 1939 is not given.

I understand that there is a provision in the
ieorne war tax regulations wbereby a wornan
doing war work, say in a munition factory, may
earn up to $660 witbout affecting bier bus-
band's incorne tax. I believe the wornen on
the farrns are equaliy important to the war
effort; yet, on account of the fact that a
farmor cannot pay bis wife any wages, there
is no rnetbod by wbicb bie can obtain the
benefit of bier work in connection with bis in-
corne tax. I understand this regulation in
regard to war work was passed in order to
keep wornen in the munition factories, but
the tbough*t just cornes to rny mind: what
would ho the resuit if the farmers' wives
sbould say, "If wo cannot got sorne recognition
for our work, we will quit."

I wish to offer a suggestion to the Minister
of National Revenue. I do not know whether
it would be workabie or whether hoe wiii con-
sider it, but in this return there is one item,
under the generai heading "incorne received
during the caiendar year" wbich reads, "pro-
duce raised on the farmn and consumed in the
farrn home."

Mr. GRAYDON:- Is that the new return?

Mr. FURNISS: No; I understand this is just
a sampie. I would suggest that this item ho


