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clear-and I think the Minister of Labour
bas overlooked this-that the govern.rent
definitely acknowledged jts responsibility in
thjs matter when it discharged its former
ernployees. I believe that the Deparfment of
Veterans Affairs are attempting to be fair, but
when they went so far as f0 bave representa-
tions f rom these different organizafions corne
to fhern they did know thaf there was a
transaction taking place that was nlot in the
interests of the veterans. When the govern-
ment bas so persistent ly advocated that ail
veterans sbould accept the services and advice
of the D.V.A. and act on their advice and
thereby avoid these pitfalls whicb are now
apparent, the governmenf definifely recognized
the dangers that lay ahead.

In this particular case if is clear to anyone
who bas listened to the facts presented tonighf
that the government did, recognize that they
were involved and, once baving recognized
their responsibîlity, fbey cannot Iightly brusb
this whole fhing aside 'by discbarging an
ernployee or two. If everybody is to have bis
day in court, as tbe Minister of Labour bas
suggesfed, the fair tbing to bave done was flot
f0 discharge tbose men. That was not fair,
according to tbe inferprefation. of tbe Minister
of Labour. These men sbould have had their
day in court-

Mr. MITCHELL: If I may infterrupt my
bon. friend, I do flot know wbefber he is con-
versant wif h the civil service regulation that
if a civil servant wants f0 engage in activities
for gain outside 'bis regular office hours lie bas
to bave the permission of bis minister. Tbese
people did not, and so they were out.

Mr. JOHNSTON: As I undersfood the brief
presenfed by hon. members f0 my rigbt, tbe
transaction began in office hours, and meetings
were called wbile the deparfmenf was employ-
ing these men.

Mr. MITCHELL: Under the regulation
governing civil servants, an ernployee cannof
work out of office bours for rnonefary rcfurn
without the permission of tbe minister. If lie
does, he is out. That is all. He does not bave
f0 do anything wrong necessarily.

Mr. KNOWLES: But tbis took place in
office bhours.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The minister is flot
implying, is bie, thaf tbe Department of
Veterans Affairs discbarges a man if lie bas
flot done something wroog. If thaf is the
attitude of tbe departmenf, my opinion of the
department is lower.
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Mr. MACKENZIE: May I interrupt rny
bon. friend?- I fbink it would be in the
inferesta of the wbole bouse to refer this mat-
fer f0 the public accounts committee, finish
this debate, and get on wifh the business of
the bouse.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I arn coming to that. I
have if bere in my notes.

The second place wbere the governrnenf
recognized their responsibility-and I arno
the opinion that they did recognize their
responsibility-was when they asked the
R.C.M.P. f0 investigate. I take it tbat the
deparfrnenf asked tbe R.C.M.P. f0 investigate
this matter while Mr. Ferland and Mr.
Levesque were sfill in fthc employ of the
department. If that is so, they definifely
recognized their responsibility there, believing
that these veterans were being defrauded.
Tben, baving faken the advice of the R.C.M.P.,
f0 whose report they had access but of course
we have not, they discbarged tbese employees,
tbereby endeavouring f0 wash fbeir hands of
flie wbole affair. Thaf does flot seern f0 me
to lie the proper way to deal witli a situation
of this kind.

The Minister of Veferans Affairs lias sug-
gesfed that this wbole matter be referred f0
the public accounts commitfee. I ar nfot sure
wbetber I agree with fliat suggestion. I bave
been on fthe public accounts commitfee for a
number of years, but in this case if seerns to
me that flie goverfiment bas a direct respon-
sibility and fliat if should flot be shifted on to
a parliamentary comrittee-

Mr. MACKENZIE: I rise to a point of
order, Mr. Speaker. I subrnit thaf this wbole
discussion is ouf of order because the case is
sub judice. 1 bave made the suggestion that
this case be referred f0 the public accounts
cornrittee, and that suggesfion lias flot been
accepfed by the bon. member for Bow River
(Mr. Jobnston). I raise flie point of order
that this discussion is ouf of order.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Surely every speaker is
nlot ouf of order jusf because hie disagrees witb
the minister. That would lie a new rule if
thaf were so. I did flot say I was absolutely
opposed f0 baving this matter referred f0 the
public accounts committee. I was objecfing
f0 ifs being referred to flic comrnittee af this
time, because thaf would be an excellent way
for the government f0 get ouf frorn under ifs
responsibilîty in this maffer by shiffing if f0
a parlianienfary committee.

Mr. MITCHELL: Let us have sorne decency
in f bis discussion. Do flot forgef that there
are veterans on bofli sides of the bouse. My
lion. friend bas suggested swifching flua matter
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