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the commnittee to decide whethcr that shall

be donc. In the present instance there is

no suggestion to increase the taxatin. The

suggestion in the amendiment, of the hion.

member is to, redîwr' the taxation of persons

who have a certain number of eidren, so

that they xviii not be asked to pay the arrears

for 1942. That is ail it means. I submit the

hion. member for Charlevoix-Saguenay was

<juite in order in nioving thnt the change be

ruade. 0f course there inay be other con-

siderations, as the minister lias iodicated; but

thoy are aitogether different. They should

be decided afterwards by a standing vote of

the committee.

The point of order must be decided by yeu,

sir. An hion. member cannot speak on any-

thing olse hofore the ruling hias been given.

At times, in discussions on parliamentary pro-

cedure and practice, there seems to be con,ý

fusion in the minds of hion. members with

rcýpe(t te vcry simple facts. In ry humble

vicw nothiog is casier to learn than parliamon-

tary proceduro and pactice, provided that

one is flot afraid the ice is tee thiixe te waik

on, aod previded further thit hie uses his

good judgineot in these mattors.

1 knoxv very weli that financiai inatters are

wiffiin contrel ef goveroment, cxcepting

the coceszion inado te the king after his

poxxors ivee taken uver hy parliament in the

nicys of King John. That is an old practice..

But afier the aszert of the geovernor general

lias heen gi\ co te the expenditure of any

amount cf meney, or te any formn cf taxation,

there is nethiing te prevent aoy hion. membor

frem m inovg a change. Otherwise what

would ho the use of sitting here-mercly te

listen te the rcading cf a budget speech?

What, ivould he the use ef argouing- in respect

cf that spccch, %vithout, having the power te

change the provisions cootained in it?

The issue at stake is cf the utmeat im-

portance if the righits cf parliamont are te

be maintained. If we are here onily as ruhher

stamips, ilien lot us take the few papers we

haveo on our desks aod go away. Members cf

parliament, have the undeniahie righit te dis-

cuss those inatters. We are net here simply
te chatter like old womnen and geasip) like

spinsters after a cliurch service. WVe are here

te, make decisions. Thie proposais cf the

MiniSter cf Finance cao he accepted cnly

afler tliey have the approval cf the commit-

tee and, following that, the approval cf the

house.
Yeoi may find, sir, that 1 speak with anima-

tion. But this is a meast serious question. If
bon. members sitting in committee cf ways
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and means have not; the right te meve an
amendment either te, upper or iower brackets,
then what is the use of our discussions?

I am speaking always te the point cf order,
mark yen. The peint in this instance is that
hion. maembers expeet te cenvince the mînister
and have his approvai. That is net at al],
sir, the spirit cf the aid British pariiamentary
tradition. Whether or ot the minister agrees
te a suggestion made by any hion. member,
that suggestion becomes effective when it re-
ceives the approval cf the majcrity cf mem-
bers cf the committee. That is pariiamentary
tradition, and ne one cao deny it. How is
it that in the past year everycne ivas gcing
before the minister like the hnrghers of Calais,
with roes on their necks, te ask him: "Sir,
wiil yeu kindiy, please, agree te this humble
request we respectfnlly make?" That is the
attitude cf the committee and that of hion.
members who compose it.

Mark you, sir, I have the utmost respect
for the Minister cf Finance. He is one cf the
îninisters for whomn I have the greatcst regard.
But, there is a thing thiat ceunits and on whichi
the Canadian people reiy. It is that parlia-
ment shahl be true te itseif. Therefore, what-
ever may ho decided on the monits cf this
case subsoquently, 1 ask yen, sir, te decide ot
in faveur cf the faise practice that bias grcwo
up like a poisonous niushroom but te decido
in accordance with the purest British traditions
that it is net for the minister te make himself
the final arbiter with regard te suggest ions
mnade hy members. It is the ohligation and
the duty cf the members; themselves te decide
tue niatter according te their best .iudgment.

If I have spoken for a few minutes on this
question, sir, it is hecause I helieve that parlia-
ment wiii ho worth something te the Canadian
peopleoeniy if xve take icdvantage cf the
experience gained during the centuries hy the
British parliament at Westminster.

Mr. HA~NSON (York-Sunhury): Thc aniendi-
ment proposed hv the lion. miemnher for
Chcrlevoix-Saguenay, te xvhich the uninister
rcplied with a rocsoned argument duiri'ig the,
course cf which hoe actualiy forget te take thme
point cf order hoe intended te take, rai 'zPaý th1e4,
question cf the riglit cf a privato, meilihcî te
intorfero with the prerog-atives cf thv. crcwn--
I suppose that is the principle which thoi
in inistor wlll invoke-in regard te taxation. At,
cli events the. effeot cf this auedmont xouid
hoe te case the ineome tax pOsýition of thiose
wvhe have large families.

I cm in agreement w'ith the princiole imeder-
lying this ameodment. even thoiigh I rn afraid
that it nia.) ot ho poýsibJe un'ier our s5-stem
te give cieot te it in this wcy. The lion. mom-
ber for T6,miscoiîati bas endeavoured te Put


