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the tax. Therefore the farmer who is trying
to live up to the law is penalized by having
bis help go to the other fellow.

A board of arbitration is anoth-er suggestion
which I arn glad to see the minister bas
provided for. The payment of arrears of
principal and interest on the home farm
contracted prior to 1940 should be allowed as
current expenses. Representation along that
line has been made on many occasions, I
believe, but I do flot see any mention of it
rncluded in thc budget. 1 should like to have
the rxinister take tbat cunder consideration
becauso I helieve hoe realizes, as we wbo live
ou the farm do, that farming conditions and
farming prices bave heen anytbing but
clesirable up unlil recently.

My last suggestion is that final clearance
be given within two years of filing of tax
returns. At the presenit time returns are stili
flot definitely cleared back as far as 1942. In
connectien witb tbe suggestions I have made,
I should liko to sec a reduction in the levy,
an increaso in tbe exemption and the effective
date made J.uly 1, 1946, instead of January 1,
1947.

On motion of Mr. Boivin the debate was
adj ourned.

At six o'clock tbe bouse edjourncd, without
question put, pursuant to standing order.

Thursday, July 11, 1946

The bouse met at tbree o'clock.

PRIVILEGE

MRi. MICHAIJO-REFERENCE TO ARTICLE IN
MONTREAL "GAZETTE" 0F JULY 11

Mr. BENOIT MICHAUD (Restigouche-
Madawaska): Mr. Speaker, I risc to a ques-
tion of privilege. The Montreal Gazette of
this morning carnies the following beading on
its front page:

M.P. scoresf "ýEmpty Seat" report, accuses
Gazette man of bad faith.

I did not accuse tbe reporter of the
Gazette of bad faitb. As a matter of fact I
did not use tbe terni at aIl, and tbe body of
tbe repert bears me out on this point. To
the mass of re-aders who do. not always rcad
an oditorial to the very last line, tbe heading
is most misleading, and so 1 leave it to the
bouse and tbe country to determine whether
or not such a bcading discloses lack of good
faitb, or .Just bad, faitb, to use the words of
the Gazette.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order. Tbe bon. gentle-
man mus-t state bis question of privilege and
be brief and te the point.

Mr. 'MICHAUD: The newspaper in ques-
tion insinuates ibat I accused the rcporter of
bad faitb, wbicb I did not do, wben refcrring
te tbe fact tbat tbe bouse bas new but 242
memnbers as tbe reSuit of vacancies wbich bad
occurred reently and of wbicb the reporter
did net seem te be aware. I ma:de- the f.-llow-
ingý statement in tbis bcuýe, which is reported
verbatim in the Gazette:

Eitber the reporter*s seuse of observaetion is
no keener than bis judiernt. or e- lie i, s
cbosing an unusual lack of good faith, and tbat
requires ne further comment.

Mr. GRAYDON-": Wbat is an unusial lack
cf geod faitb if it is net bad faitb?

MR. BROWN-INDIAN AFFAIES COMMITTEE-
NEWSPAPER REPORTS AND HEADLINES

Mr. D. F. BROWN (Essex West): Mr.
Speaker, I risc to a question of privilege
affecting tbe members of a special joint
committee of the Sonate and the buse of
Commons. As joint cbairman of tbe coin-
mittee whicb is examining and considering
Indian affairs I raised tbis question of privi-
loge at our committee meeting tbis marning,
and the committee bave directed me to raise
tbe same question in this bouse at the lirst
available opportunity.

The question arises out of newspapcr heid-
lines and reports which give an entirely mis-
leading, unfair and untrue impression of cer-
tain of the proceedings of the joint committe
on Tuesday, July 9, 1946. Newspaper reports
1 hope unintentionally, are unf air to both
bouses of parliament, mislead Canadians gen-
erally and will cause grave distress to tbe
people most concerned-tbe ýCanadian Indians.
As exaraples I should like to quoto the Toronto
Evening Telegram of July 9, wbicb contains
this beading: "Defeat motion to put Indians
on committeo." The Cornwall Daily Standard
Freeholder of July 10 had tbis bcading:
"Defeats motion to bave Indians on commit-
tee." The Kitchener Daily Record of July 9
bas this: "Reject Indians on Ottawa body."
The Owen Sound Sun-Times of July 9: "Refuse
to name Indians to Commons body." The
Toronto Daily Star of July 9: "Defeat move
to let Indians give opinions." The Toronto
Globe and Mail of July 10: "Oppose nami«ng
of five Indians to bouse group." The news-
papers from western Canada, the maritimes
and British Columbia are not yet on file, but
it is likely that many of tbem will carry
similar headlincs unless some correction is
made.


