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deceased member would have liked. Then
they contemplated crecting a tombstone, and
again, xvbile I believe the succession duty
officers were xilling ta mnake some allowance,
what thcy were willing ta allow n'as flot at
ail adequate for the stone the family wanted.
What does the mninister include in this expres-
sion "reasonable" as ta a lot in the cemnetcry
and a stone on the lot?

Mr. ILSLEY: Reasonable funeral expenses
are allowcd. Whether the commissioner will
allow tbe expenisc of a tornbstone appropriaite
ta the value of the estate is a mnatter of
administration.

Mr. IIÂN\SON'ý (York-Sunb)ury): Ycs; it
ail depcnds an where you (lie, xx lat reasonable
fuineral expenscs are. If Von (lie in Florida
you pay triple ratens; if you (lie iii Fredericton
you get a decent funeral for about one-third.

Will the minister giv e somne consideration
ta niy suggestion ta incurporate at a later
date, nex t ;ea r î r-hais, i f lie wi Il not incor-
porate it now, a prov ion with regard ta life
insurance ,made payable to the Receiver
General of Canada, or ùarnîarked for succes-
sien duty. Sure]l*v it is a reasonahle sugges-
tion. We are quite xîsel ta it in New
Brunswick ; a good nîîn.v people bave alreacly
miade that arranguement; àt xxaîs xell, and
there is no great lt-s of revenue ta the prov-
ince. I bav e myseîf madle a provision of that
kind, anxd now 1 amn afraid I shall have ta
double it.

Mr. ILSLEY: I arn informed that forrnerly
they bad that provision in Ontario, and
reopcalcd it.

M\r. HANSON (Yorkl-Suinbuiry): Wby?

Mr. ILSLEY: Apparently tbey had it in
New Brunswick too. I do not know wby tbey
repealeul i i0 Ontario. The reason whicb
woiild oceurii ta nue is tbat the proceeds of a
life insurance poliey, no iatter ta wbom pay-
able, are part of the estate for succession
tliity 1rpv s Tbey are what the man wbo
died boughlt.

MIr. I1ANS0N (Yorlk-Sulnbury) : 0f course
lio bias maîde the province tbe bencficiary.

Mr. ILSLEY: Yes, but that doos flot affect
the principle that the proceeds of that policy,
if the premniums were entirely paid for by

bimi duiring, lus lifetime, are bis property passiog
on bis deatli, wbether they pass ta bis wife
or ta bis estate or ta tbe province.

M\r. IANSON (York-Sunbury): Is tbere
-net sonie practice in England with regard ta
tlîis iruattu r?

Mr. ILSLEY: 1 do nat know.
51r. NMacNicol.l

Mr. COLDWELL: I amn sarry I could flot
ho in tbe chamber tbis afternoon wben the
second reading was under discussion, but I
bappen ta ho on a sub-committee of the
defence of Canada regulations committee, and
therefore I shall bave ta leave what I sbould
like ta say until, probably, tbe tbird reading.
I have. however, been listening ta tbe discus-
sions nox for some littie time, and I amn
xxondering wh at is really the intention of part,
at lcast, of tbis committee, wbetber it is ta
raîse revenue for the w-ar or ta find as many
metbods as possible of escaping payment of
revenue under this bill. I hope the minister
ill gixe fia pledge on bebaîf of the gavern-

ment that this will be only a temparary
ineasure.

Mr. ILSLEY: No, I won't.

M r. COLDWELL: In my opinion these
duties aie lon overdue, and I regret that they
are survPesion dîitics; I think they sbould be
îlî-aitlî duiii s. and tliat the taxes sbould bave
been colîce(teul on the estate according ta its
su ze.

Mr. JACKMAN: It is a combination of
death and succession duties.

1Mr. COLDWELL: It is a combination. It
is a compromise, as tbe minister said a littie
cîrlier. I have admired the wav in wbich the
iuinister bias refused ta consider cbanging
portions of this and some sîrnilar bis wbicb
have been before the bouse, at a time wben
xxe neeul rev enue ta the extent that we need it
now. I believe that if tiiere is one place
wbere wo ougbt ta be looking for nmoney, it is
from the large estates wbicb are derived from
the avcumnulated efforts of the majority of the
Canadian peopile. I bave been sitting bore
for thle last heur or so, moved with samne

n atcî t the obvious desire not ta give
thie governnîcent as mucb money as we can get
eut of tItis mevasure, but ta restniet the govern-
nient', ability ta raise revenue from it. I
hi(pe t1 li ninister ivill continue as lie bas
heen doing and will stand hy the proposaIs
e huiebI are in thîis bill, and w%,ich I personally
tluînk arc quite moderate.

Mr. JACKMAN: 1 bave no doubt that
the bion. member for Rosetown-Biggar was a
supporter of the dominion-provincial relations
conference. Tlîat conference bad as one of its
main objctiveos tbe scttling of certain dupli-
cate taxation measuires. Thîis country bas
becomo so floodcd xvitb duplications in taxa-
tions that anc bardly knows wliere ta tura.
I eau sav te tlie ebairman tlîat. as a young
inan, I find it difficult ta make a mave witb-
out thîinking of the effe-ots of tbree or four
taxing statutes of anc sort or another, or,
when I amn trying ta make provision for a


