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tlic narried mran's exem-ption, 81,2W0. and flic
wife is entitled to tbe single person's exemp-
lion of $6W0. If tbey hav e a family, tliie
chances are that the wife has te get some
woman to conte in and look aifteri the bouse
or the flat or tbe bidren. Tliat luis hap-
pened, I believe, in a great many cases. Some
of these extra expenses may be incurred wbere
the couple have no children. The cùfe of
the wife on the farm is not that of a xvoman
who is putting in full time on the production
of the farmer's income. It is true that in
some cases sbe gives some assistance to ber
busband, but ordinarily bier case is mucb more
nearly comparable, I belicve, witb that of
tbe wife of tbe working man wbo stays at
bome. That woman works, especially if sbe
bas children, a good port of the day or al
day. She bas bier bouscbiold duties and bier
cbildren to attend to, ber cooking to do, and
probably also tbe wasbing, ironiog and every-
tbiog of that sort.

Mrs. NIELSEN: Mr. Clhairman, if tbe min-
ister will permit tbe interruption I must protest
against that statement. Wben spring work
comes on, many farma women-

Mr. ROSS (Souris): Many tbousands.
Mrs. NIELSEN: -will bave to take over

completely wbat bas been previously done by
bired men. Tbey will spend tbe wbole
of their day out in the fields driving a teama
or a tractor, leaving to tbe bidren tbe bouse-
work or tbe work about wbicb the minister
was speakiog. Tbey definitely will be taking
over tbe wbole-time duties of tbe bired man,
and their efforts sbould be acknowledged.

Mr. ILSLEY: Tbat is true, I presumne, in a
number of cases. 1 bave no doubt it is.

An bon. MEMBER: Many tbousands of
them.

Mr. ILSLEY: Weil, it would take some
cbecking to know bow extensive it is. But the
working man does not get aoy deduction or
exemption for the services of bis wife, as is
being asked for tbe farmer by virtue of the
fact tbat bis wife does tbis work. Neither does
tbe sbopkeeper's wife for tbe wife of anybody
inl business. She assists ber busband to make
tbe income, and the busband is taxed on tbe
income.

Mr. ROSS (Souris): Not to tbe samne extent.
Mr. ILSLEY: It is a matter of extent, of

degree. I bear wbat is being said. It is a mat-
ter as to wbich conditions would perbaps vary
ini different parts of tbe country.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The only
exception I know of to tbat is tbe case of tbe
town postmaster wbose wife takes ber trick in

[Mr. II,,ley.]

tbic post offlce. certain bours of the day, for
wbicb be pays ber a salary. 1 do not know
wbetber be is entitled te take that off bis
income, but there is such a position.

Mr. ILSLEY: Is tbe wife flot contributing to
tie familv income wbetber sbe is working in-
doors or out? Is it not a cooperative enter-
pris.e in wbicb tbe busband is doing some work
and the wife doing some work? In some cases
tbo wife works bard and tbe busband not se
bard, and in otber cases tbe busband works
liard and the wife flot so bard. But wbetber
it is a labouringý man witb a wife wbo is
working- in the bouse or a farmer wvbose wife is
working partly outdoors and partly indoors,
witb sonie of the cbildren doing work indoors,
is it flot in ail cases a matter of a man and
bis wife wvorking together, botb contrihuting
te the family income?

Mr. ROSS (Souris) : Except tbat in one case
you allow $1,860, and in tbe other $1,200.

Mr. II.SLEY: Sbe is working for a stranger
thcre.

Mr. 'MARSHIALL: In connection ivitb the
income tax on farmers I sbould like to ask tbe
minister a couple of questions based on an
article wbicbi appeared in the Financial Posi
laSt sum11mer. Tbe article is bcaded:

Probe farin income tax situation.
Commnittee nareed te ind why returni arc oot

being made by enough fariners.
It states:
Alarnied by the mioderate re,,poinse of Cana-

dian farmners to federal iieoine tax requireients,
a small commrittce headed by Ronald Sharp,
cbief inspecter of icorne tax, bas beeti nanied
to aurvey the wliole field of agricultural income
tax in Canada. Prelimiinary mieetings have
already been held in Ottawa in recent days.

Eventually it is expectetl that the commnittee
will make recommendations te the departement
looking toward simplification of ferrnis, issuance
of special rulings and pessi bly a ceui)try -vide
educational campaign.

Bebind tbis new and important iiaove is the
fact that Canadian farmners (despite present
tax low exemptions and reerd-breaking farmimecome) are net making tax returns. le 1942
s;omne 8,500 of Canada's 700,000 far-niers paid
incemne taxes. These taxes w ere paid tbis year
on the basis of income reeeived ln 1941. Actual
returns were filed by about 25,000 but only8,500 paid taxes. This figure compa res with
about 4,000 farmers who paid taxes the previeus
year and between 1,200 and 1,500 whbo paid in
the pre-war years.

Se far, Ottawa is net optimistie that tbere
will be any bonanza uncevered as the resuIt of
this committee's efforts. The farmer bas long
been an incemne fax problem, and will probably
always remain se.

The Ottawa committee now studying this
question includes (in addition te chairman,
Ronald Sharp) the following: W. E. Haskins,
secretary of the Canadian Federation of Agri-
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