
3106 COMMONS
The Budget-Mr. M. Raymond

$16,500,000,000 borne by our twelve million
population, which is throwing our national
economy off-balance. It is the re.sult of our
undue participation in the war and our unpre-
cedcntcd bounties to England. Such extrava-
gance was based on iroperialistic feelings, con-
trarv te the best intcrests of the nation and
conducive to disunity among the people.

At the beginning of the war, the then Min-
i-rer of Finance set forth the "pay-as-you-go"
policv w hich hie meant to follow. Obviously
we oversepped the mark, since oui $3,433,000,-
000 doit at August 31, 1939, has grown uip to
the etartling figure of $16,500 million. despite
tie manv billions levjed on Canadian tex-
paver-, so that we could pride oursclves on
policing the world, on lcnding without intcrest
to Britain, on hciug the Sente Clauis of the
empire. Such tities are expensive.

If onlv tho-ýe sacrifies had hielped to sefe-
guard xverld pcace and order. Fat from it, the
tur-moil i-' grcater than ever. Europe aud Asie
are -tiqs ing; rivachies ietween couintries aie
mure ecute tban over; and the will to dom-
inate. so evicleet among the victors, is the
foreruineer of another confliet. N-iazism and
famei.-m have icon rcplaccd iy a mucli greater
danger, comnmunism, svhichi dominates a large
Part of Europe ced threatens to spread
tiroughout tic world. Hitler and Mussolini
have icen vauquished, but Stalin, who is ten
tîmecs more inhuman. hes taken their place aud
is dictaîing the peace termas. In cradicating
one ex il wvc have given risc te another, greeter
than tie first. No wonder that uneasiness
prevails throughout the world. Surcly, such
poor îo-ulî-. oitained eit the cost of tremen-
dous :suns and cf so manv human lives gîve
litle cause for rejoicing.

Our policy of lavishncss; towards Great
Britain is bcing eontinucd ie various forms
even though the war is over and that eountry's
budget shows a billion-dollar surplus.

For instance. in the case of wheat alone, we
arc sellieg ours to Great Britain way under
the world price. and ait the cxpense of the
Canadien producer. In the words of a Cana-
dieu iank president:

Whee the demand is brisk, we should be
getting top prices for our surplus wheat, lumber,
metals and mineraIs on the world's markets.

As a matter of fact, ours is not, a Canadian
policy, but a policy in the service cf the
empire.

A reduced scale of income taxatio ws
annotinccd by the Minister cf Finance (Mr.
Abbott) ait the samne time as a $352 million
surplus, accumulated in the lest fiscal ycar by
Imeais of taxes that were toc high. Why
should thc ncw schedule not apply from Janu-
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ary 1, 1947, instead of July first? When taxes
arc too high is hardly tie time to accumulete
surpluses.

As for the ncw tax schedule, the hion. mem-
ici for Rosetown-Biggar (Mr. Coldwell) lias
slîewn that it brings no relief whatever to tic
mai ority of our citizens. In most cases cf
apparent reductions, they are completely can-
ccllcd by the elimination of subsidies on food
produets and a eorresponding inerease in the
eest cf living. Se, the rcductions are more
apparent than reel in most precticel cases. In
order to relieve the taxpayer, the exemptions
sliould hiave been raised to at least $1,000 for
single Per-sons and S2,000 for married people.

Evervone needs a minimum revenue to live.
Due to tic present cost of living a poison
cannot live normally on $750 a ycar. Ticre-
fore, tic govertiment is not justified in main-
uaining tIe pcesent exemptions while anneune-
ing a $352,000,000 surplus. The burden of
indirect taxes applying to tic uccessaries of
life should have been lightened; the large
famnilies would thcreby have been grantcd a
measure of relief.

In England, the exemption bas just heen
raîsed fî'om $600 to $1,000 and the subsidies
on tic necessaries of life have been increased.
Let us stop extending gifts to foreigners and
stait thinking of oui owe people.

Anotmer e xemption -.iould ir' grantec ci 1
ta\pvci. co ciing aIl niedical ( xpcn-zc -

As tue aet nos'. stands, wliere mc dical
expees' do not execed four- Pei cent of tic
ineome, ne exemnption is grauted ; if tic x
eceed four per ent, the exemption is limiituci
to a certain amounit. Whv shoulci it ho so?
Does tire gos erumiient svant to tax illue--,
misfortune or famnily obligations? Foi in-tanoe,
most of us know wliat medical, hospital aud
nuî'sleg expendituîes tic birtlî cf a chili
entails. People whose income is bared'vs uf-
ficient to cover the necessaries of life aie
unaile, cfter theLv hav-e paid their income tax,
to provide the contiieed woman xih the
requireil care, or el-e thev rue forer into
doit, Iu other ca-es, timueugli lck of mionev.
ehildren are deprix cd of necessary moedical
care.

'l'ie provitýion of tue act xvhich limits tic
medical expenses exemption is anti-ocial and
detrimentai to the family. It should lio
ropeled as soon as Possible.

Another provision of the ct tiet iN anti-
social, that discriminatos ageinst femilies. is
that coecereieg exemptions for dependent
students.

If I am net mistakcen this exemption usod
to be $500, aed was gr-anted te age 25. Why
limit it eows te cge 21 and 8 3 00' Anyone


