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We have a simple system. What we have grafted on to
the simple system, is a whole lot of rules. At this very
moment the member is asking for yet another variation
on the systemn which is the method by which we tax
disabied persons.

It wiil mean more raies and more ramifications in the
tax system and I do flot deny that is a necessary and
desirabie goal. The point is that it wili add more and
more to the system.

I wouid just ask members, when they are taiking about
our tax systema and the tax legisiation before the House,
to recognize and rememaber that the system itself is
simple.

Mrn Milis: Oh.
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Mr. Crosby: That is exactly my point. The remark of
the member for Broadview-Greenwood is exactly moy
compiaint. He wants to, pretend that there can be a
simple systemn in which you take a percentage of a
person's income. That is what this systema does. We take
a percentage of income.

We get into ail kinds of arguments and discussions and
ramifications about what constitutes a person's income
for the purpose of that percentage. Perhaps he knows a
way around it and knows a way to tax disabled persons
that wouid be fair to them, that wouid allow them to f111
out their income tax and say: "That's fair, that's what I
shouid be paying and II1I go along with that".

TFhere is not a Canadian, I believe, who is ever going to
f111 out their income tax form. and at the end of it say:
"That's fair; I don't mind paying that tax. That wiii help
support goverfiment services and it is my contribution".
No matter what tax Canadians pay, they are going to
consider it an unfair tax. There is no such thing as a fair
tax, and members who try to pretend there is, in
speeches in the House and eisewhere, are just trying to
delude the public.

Mr. Young (Beaches -Woodbine): Very briefly, Madam
Speaker, I hope the hon. memaber is not correct because
the minister as he addressed the House this morning
indicated that he saw some merit in the argument I just
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presented, and he will ask lis officiais to consider these

arguments when they next review these regulations.

Mr. Len Hopkins (Renfrew-Nipissing-Pembroke):
Madam Speaker, I listened with interest to my hon.
colleague across the way as he spoke about fair taxes and
the tax system. I can weil remember many, many times in
this House when he sat over on this side of the House in
the opposition. We heard cries every day of "simplify the
tax forms", "why do you make them so complicated", "it
is ail part of the tax systema". Today we are in the same
debate and tax forms are flot simple today either. Nor is
the seheme of taxation.

We look at this bill this momning, some 400 pages of
legal language presented in this House covering subjects
like an an act to amend the Income Talx Act, the Canada
Pension Plan, the Cultural Property Export and Import
Act, the Income bax Conventions Interpretation Act, the
Tax Court of Canada Act, the Unemployment Insurance
Act, the Canada-Newfoundland Atlantic Accord Impie-
mentation Act, the Canada-Nova Scotia Offshore Petro-
ieuma Resources Accord Impiementation Act and certain
related acts. You have ail that in this one bill.

I can remember debates in this House when people
used to go into tirades because there were so many
things in one bill. We see here today that the very people
who used to go into those tirades are presenting this
400-page bill to the House of Commons deaiing with ail
those taxation items. It aiso deais with the Canada
Pension Plan, unempioyment insurance program and
regional development programs. They are ail in one bill.

I did that to show how complicated things can really
get mn this place. When people start talking about
simplification, I wonder. I wonder how many hidden
intricacies there are in this bil that have not been
identified. We have seen legisiation introduced in this
House in the past in which after the legisiation was put
into practice it was found that it was quite different than
some people thought it was going to be in the first
instance.

My point is that on the important issue of taxation,
which is a very complicated subject, legisiative memabers
in this House are at a great disadvantage to know
everything in a bill like this. To read it from cover to
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