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Division

Somne hon. Members: Agreed.

The House divided on the amendment (Mr. Lambert,
Edmonton West) which was negatived on the following
division:
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Mr. Speaker: I declare the amendment lost.

Mr. Stanley Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): Mr.
Speaker, in the few minutes that are left Ibis evening I
shall at least be able to present the amendment to the
motion for third reading which we would like the House
to consider, and by hearing the amendment tonight hon.
members will have an opportunity to think about it.

It is clear that tbis bill bas occasioned debate in a good
mnany areas. It bas done SO with respect to the things that
are in it and the things that are flot in it, with respect to its
complexities and its incomprehensibility and also with
respect to the manner in which it is being put to Parlia-
ment. In my view, sir, when the debate is ail over, if there
is one issue that will be of concern to the largest number
of Canadians il is the fact that after 22 years, when the
present government got around to doing sometbing about
the exemption levels in the Income Tax Act, ail il could do
was to raise those levels to $1,500 single and $2,850
married.

Considering the fact that il was in 1949 that the present
levels of $ 1,000 single and $2,000 married were set, we feel,
and I believe the people of Canada agree with us, that it is
an insuit for the government to raise the levels by only the
amounts indicated in Ibis bill.

Somne hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): It is also our
view that this was an excellent time for the government to
deal with the matter that is usually covered by adjusting
the exemption levels by using the technique of a tax
credit. When we were in committee of the wbole dealing
with clause 1 of the bill I presented an amendment which
was accepted by the Chair and voted upon but wbicb at
that time was defeated by a vote of 64 to 42.

[Mr. Speaker J
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