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the rate of exehange is flot stationary, that
it fluctuates fromn week to -week and froin
month to nionth, I came to the conclusion
that it would be almost impossible to work
out this scheme. Had the rate of exchange
been permanent, it might have been pos-
sible to work out this scheme, but the, rate
of exchange flot being permanent, it would
be practically impossible for the Board of
Pension Commissioners to follow the rate
of exchange.

Mr. CAILDER: The schedules bave been
very ýcarefully checked but two slight
amendmonts are necessary. I inove to
amend schedule A by correctîng the first
figures in the fourth line of the first schedule
to make themn read $637.50 instead of $637,
and the last figures in the samne line to
make tbemn read $31.88 i.nstead of $21.88.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. POWEER: In case these things are

not carefully cbecked, wbat effect wilI there
be on the pensions? For instance, in sched-
ule A under class 1, the first child gets
$180, and tbe second cbuld, $144 per annum;
but when you come to class 1,3, both of thein
get the saine, namely, $72 per annum.

Mr. ORONYN: They get the samne fromi
tbere on.

Mr. POWVER: Yes. Is there any special
reason for that?

Mr. aIRONYN: The explanation is that
this followig the arrangement made under
the present Act 'where, from. an adminis-
trative point of view, so as to cut out frac-
tions of dollars In making money payments,
the deduction was not absolutely by strict
percentage, but it was worked ont so as to
bring it to eve-n money payet sfra
possible.ayetasfrs

Mr. POWER: That is, I understand, by
regulation of the Board of Pension Coin-
missioners?

Mr. CRONYN: It was doue at the re-
quest, no doubt, of the Board of Pension
Commissioners iu the last Act to enable the
administration to work in that way, but it
is, of course, fixed by the schedule.

Schedule A agreed to.
On motion of Mr. Calder, the committee

reverted to the consideration of clause 23--
increase not exceeding $180 annually -be-
tween dependent parents of deceased mem-
ber.

Sir RIOBERT BORMEIN: As I said before,
I was somewbat improesed by the observa-
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tions wbich have been made by the hon.
member for Sheiburne and Queen's, the
hon. member for Brome, and the hon. memi-
ber for Quebec South. On the other hand,
I have since had the oppcortuuity of discues-
ing -the matter with some ruembers of the
committee, and I, fiud -that this subject re-
ceived careful attention fro.m every possible
standpoiut, and that tbere are some cou-
siderations in connection with the inatter
on whîch it is not necessary for me to dwell
at the moment,' and which perhaps in-
fluenced the decision of the ocanmittee to
some extent. If we should attempt to de-
part fromn the report and the resolution
based upon it, it would be necessary for
us to ask the consent o~f His Excelleucy the
Governor, General te bring dowu another
resolution. I have -reached the conclusion
that under the circnmstances II should ask
the committee to let the Bill paes in its
present form. B-etween now and the
opening of another session we shalh
have an opportunity of consideri-ng the
question stili further, and of ascertaining
whether any sense o! injustice is created
by the report and by the Bill in the forin
niw proposed. If it should transpire that
such i-s the case, it .will be open to Parlia-
ment immediately -atter the opeuing of the
next session to reconsider the matter, and,
if it should bie deenied neceseary, to make
any new provision retroactive, so as to
place the mothers in question upon the
saine baas es those who live in this coun-
try. I could add something to this, but I
hope under the circumstances the commit-
tee will be content to accept this conclusion,
subject to the understanding which I have
just mentioned.

Mr. FIEELDING. I appreciate the diffi-
culty which my rîght hiou. frieud lias re-
ferred to in opening up the matter in a forin
whîch wHll caîl for the introduction ai a new
re6olution with the consequent delay. I
arn quite content to ýaccept the intimation
the right hiou, gentleman has given that
if, as a result of our experience, cases o!
this kind arise, as I am pretty sure they
will, Parliament will take a generous view
of the matter at the next session aud, if
uaeed. be, make tbe provision retroactive. I
amn quite content that we should proceed
to-day ou the lines my right hion. friend
suggests, and ýI think there will be no diffi-
culty at the next session in: making the
desired ameudmeut.

Mr. pOW'ER: So far as I am ooncerned,
I bave no objection to accepting what has


