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I cavet for Canada excellence in communi-
cations based on the principle that aur air-
waves are, as this bill declares, public praper-
ty. The view that there should be in the
presentation af public aiffairs balance and
campleteness is, 1 regret, flot shared by
everybady. In fact there are well known per-
sonalities who express quite the opposite
view. May I refer ta an article which
appeared in the Toronto Star Weekly af
November 26, 1966. In that article Mr. Pat-
rick Watson wrote:

The C.B.C. now describes lis public opinion
responsibility as same klnd of fantastic juggling
act designed to praduce balance among extremes
whatever their value.

He added:
A better job ta undertake would surely be ta

destroy or confuse, or upset public opinion.

The hon, lady in her important palicy
speech declared:

The C.BC. bas, of course, a very speclal responsi-
bility ta maintain objectivity as a corollary to
freedomn £rom censorship and pre-editing of pro-
grams.

Again I refer ta the views ai Mr. Laurier
Lapierre. In an article which, appeared in the
spring, 1966, issue af Actra he indicated that
he wauld have the immense resaurces ai tal-
ent and energy which the C.B.C. possesses
put ta the task ai questîaning Canadians and
their leaders on his oft-repeated theme, "aur
endorsement af the United States role in this
dreadful affair, Viet Nam"~, and also ai pro-
viding an analysis af wbat he described, from
his party's viewpoint, as "the bankruptcy ai
Canadian political leadership." He proposes
that the facilities af the C.B.C. be mobilized
ta canvert public opinion thraughaut the
nation ta the views which. he regards as
sacially desirable.

Farmer Tissingtan, who has been in the
press gallery for a number ai years and is a
friend ai many af us, speaking over the air
in a repart iram Ottawa on May 27, 1966,
described the trend in televisian pragram-
ming which "'has alarmed and dismayed
many Canadians." He went on ta say:

The C.BC. is, after alI, a publtcly awned and
tax supported medium and yet It bas been used
lncreasingly ta, espouse moral, religlous, social and
political bellefs which are surely almoat wholly
at odds with those of a great majority 0f Canadians.

The minister declared in her speech:
But th15 privilege of free speech carnies .with It

a heavy responsibility and muat be exerclsed wlth
due regard ta the public interest.

Let us not overlaok the importance af
prime tune and what can be dane with prime
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time in nation to nation broadcasting. There
have been, we know, in different western
countries persistent attempts ta subvert aur
society. Let us neyer forget that Guy Bur-
gess, a committed spy who delivered his
country's mast intimate secrets to, Russia
while serving in the foreign office and later
as assistant private secretary ta the foreign
secretary, Mr. Hector McNeil, started aut his
career with three years' service in the B.B.C.
The program feature he handled was called
This Week In Westminster. It was the inspi-
ration for a later British program called That
Was The Week That Was.

Our C.B.C. Seven Days format was largely
a follow-up af That Was The Week That
Was. I have wondered, and I have heard this
question asked in England, whether Burgess
did more damage ta, his country by acting as
an espianage agent or as a broadcaster. Time
and Tide af Octaber 3, 1963, called this pro-
gram sinister. This article says:

It is now sinister. Ta turn Cathalics against the
Jews is no service ta, the Jews or to the country.
The young men let loase In 'That Was The Week
That Was" will find il easy to saw in sballow
minds distrust af British institutions whether
royalty, religion or morality. Does Mr. Carleton
Greene realize the power he is letting irresponsibles
use? If he does not, someone should tell hlm.

The prablem continues ta be seriaus in
England. I have been interested in the devel-
opment of that sad situation and read the
London Sunday Express af September 17,
1967, in which there is very seriaus criticism
af the televisian and radio programs in Brit-
ain, which appear ta many people intended
ta, undermine that country. The article states:
a (2:40 p.m.)

The fact that news bulletins and current affaîrs
programs have a left-wing bias is hardly dis-
puted ... Day aîter day by omission, siant. innuendo
or even a tone of vaice, news is far £rom objec-
tively presented.

I would commend this full-page article an
the British situation ta, anybody who is inter-
ested. In the earlier part ai my remarks I
reierred ta what we know ta be ane af the
major prablems in Canada, the Eng-
lish-French prablem and its television de-
velopment. This is anly illustrative of many
ather subi ects in respect af which we
have been subjected ta, quite unbalanced
treatment with regard ta public affairs, bath
domestic and international. I have been dis-
turbed when listening ta the news framn
Washingtan, which is delivered daily by Mr.
James F. Minifie. Upon making detailed com-
panisons afterwards ta ascertain the extent ta
which. these reports harmaonized with reports
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