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Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): 0f the
bonus?

Mr. GARDINER: Yes, as a resuit of the
land having been taken out of wheat. We
think that is fair, and although it may seem
an extraordinary thing to do, it is justified by
the faet that we broke bis agreement.

Mr. ROSS (Souris): I cannot agree with the
hon. member for Swift Current. I wish to
support the minister. Frem practical experi-
ence that I have had in my part cf the coun-
try, I -think section 6 is ail to, the good. I
arn glad to see the section there. I think it is
unjust that these payments should ha held
Up. Ail that needs te be dlone is to submit
the matter to the secretary, and in the vast
mai ority of cases it will be found that the
tenant is only too pleased to, sign. He has had
to sign a lease with the landiord in the first
place. If there should be any difficulty, that is
coveied by section 7. Section 6 would assist
in overcoming some cf the present difficulties,
and I submit that it should remain there. I
know there have been disagreements, but sec-
tion 7 covers that point.

Mr. MalcNICOL: What would the dis-
agreements be over?

Mr. GRAHAM: If the section would ac-
cornplish the purpose of the hon. mesmber for
Souris 1 would be in agreement with him,
but a tenaot's statement that the landiord
is the landiord does not establish in law that
the persan clairning is in fact the landiord.
It stili Icaves the minister and the depart-
ment in exactly the sarne -difflculty as they
are in now. If it did solve the difflculty
whieh the ministar suggests I weuld ha in
haarty agreemnent, because I tbink we should
see te it that the actual farmer gets paid
promptly when the bonus beco-rnes due and
payable. But this provision will net settle
anytbing. It will not reliave the departrnent
fromn an.y responsibility it has now. I know
that the relationship between the farmer and
the landlord is in many cases friendly and
cooperative, but in the very elass of cases
whera disputes might arisa, where it is im-
possible for the landlord to get in touch
with bis tenant, you are binding the depart-
ment by a statutory provision, and any regu-
lation or ministerial a-et cannot change the
efiect of that statutery provision. I suggest
ta the minister for bis own. peace of mind
and that of the department that this does
not halp te salve the difflculty with whieh
he is .presented. It is enly adding another
class who will rise up inl arms at the un,
fairness of this particular provision. If that
unfairness is caused by an unwilling or unfair

or difficuit tenant, I would say this haa ne
value and will only cause censiderable
criticisrn. I arn quite certain that this will
nlot cure the difflculty.

Mr. DOUGLAS (Weyburn): I wish -ta
support the minister. The real purpose is
te help to cure at an early date, a let of
rnisunderstanding, te help the tenant and the
landiord ta cerne te serne clear understanding
cf the allocation of the bonus prier te the
tirne the rnoney is available fer payment.
Thera have corne to my attention several
cases where one er two parties have made
application for a share of the bonus. The
operater of the farrn did net know that soe-
body had- made application, and, when ha got
bis cheque, ha did neot get as much as lie
thougbt he should have get, beicause other
peopla had made application for a part of
the bonus. There are other cases where the
person rnaking application for a share ef the
bonus, narnely, the rnortgagee or landilord,
would make some sligbt errer in the legal
description cf the land, and tbrough that
clerical errer the persen who expeets te get
the bonus finds that be gets only part ef it.
If the application 'made eut by the landlord
ware sumritted te the tenant, and the tenant
sig.ned it, there would be ne danger of that
clerical errer. It would ha known exactly
whe had made the application. and if there
were any dispute the dispute could ha settled
prier te June 30, instead of baviog te wait
until next faîl when. the eperator cf the farm
is axpacting pay.rnent.

As far as the pretest of the ban. member
fer Swvift Current is cancerned, the landIord
bas plenty of protection naw. The man
operating the farrn is operating it under a
lease.

Mr. GRAHIAM: If I rnay interrupt to ask
a question. would it net bc better te pay
the tenant two-tbirds and hold the remainder
in e.scrow until the question of .who is the
proper landqord is settled by a court cf law
or semae athar pro;per tribunal. Do net bold
up the tenant whe-n yeu can bold the land-
lord's shara in escrow until the question cf
who is the landlord is settled.

Mr. DOUGLAS (Weyburn): That could
be dlone, but undar the noext section the
minister is te decide between two or more
landiords. It is not a matter fer the courts.
The mat-ter will ha more quickly settled if
the tenant bas te sign an application form of
the bona fide landlord, and- if there is a dis-
pute as te wbo is the bena fide landlord tbey
can deal with the matter now.


