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at ail from my own observation that there is
an increased responsibility resting upon the
Caniidian people with respect to the pensions
of n urned men. I have found mon I knew
very well, now yeîîng men ess than forty,
who went through the war, and upon whomn
the shock of war is flow only beginning to
make itself apparent. I can readily under-
stand the difficulties of the pensions board
in such cases, but where you have well defined
disease in mon who served the country in
the theatre of war I cannot sec why it should
flot be presumed that such condition is re-
ferable to their war service.

There are re-ferences in the speech from the
throne to several commissions. Two years
ago we were told we were to have a radio
commission. Last year we were to'ld the com-
mission was anable to report before the house
rose. We then received a report, which I
think was tabled to-day. Will the members
be goed enough to look at the language in
the speech froma the throne? It does net state
that a bill giving effeet te the recammenda-
tiens of the commission wiIl be prepared and
presented to this house. It merely says a
report will ho pres'ented for consideration,
without any statement as te whether legis-
latien will ho framed upon it. What is the
opinion of the government? It is their re-
sponsibility, net ours. Is a bil to ho intro-
duced in accord'ance uvith the recommenda-
tiong of the commission, or net? Why
appoint a commission if you are geing to
disregard ifs recommendations? Those are
the questions the people are asking every day.
I have letters, and 1 arn sure other members
have tee, asking whether or flot legisiation is
te be framed on the linos of that report. The
speech does flot indicate that su-eh will ho
the case. We have the report of the com-
mission dealing witb the classification of tech-
nical and professional positions in the civil
service, and we are told the report will ho
preseated for riur censîderation. Is appro-
priate legisiation te ho frame'd upon ýit ornot?
Is effeet te ho given to the recommendations
or not? In the speech froma the throno, ,,whem
they deait with ýmatters of this kin!d in dy
gene by, governments have said that appro-
priate legislation based upon the findings of
such commissions would ho introduced. We
have ne such thing bore. Thon 'if you look
at the paragraph (loaliag with the con.ferenice
bell in accordance witha the recommendatiens
of the inuperial conference of 1926 yeu will
observe on the last lino thoroof that the re-
port of the commission "will be suhmitted,"
but mot "for your consideration." Well, that
is a very great difference; the government
lias control of tihe business of parliameaut, and
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any report can only 'ho considered if the gev-
erament se wills. The speech from the throne
declares. with respect te the commission deal-
ing with technical classification cf civil ser-
vants and with resipect te the radio, that those
reports will ho submitted for our considera-
tien, but the report with respect te the status
of Canada and the legislation that is te ho
passcd at 'Westminster "will ho submittýed,"
an.d the ethor words are ef t eut. I should
like te ask wby that is se.

Thon may I ask one further question. Here
is an imperial conference which in 1926 made
certain recommendations wbich involved a
committoe being set up, which committee was
set uip and whic'h committee has deait with
these matters and made recommendations. Ail
parties te the transaction have sîgned the
report, as I read it. Th-at report makes
certain recommendations, but, air, oaa there ho
any such thîng as oqýuabity of status in this
Dominion and ne subordination of one par-
liameat te arnotber if this parliament is dc-
prived of the right te frame our oavn constitu-
tien? That is the test, the supreme test of
equality of status, and I asýk this bouse if it
is prepared te go that far wit'heut consulting
the provinces. This commission that met in
London ýcertainly sb'ould have included repre-
sontatives of the provinces cf Canada as the
provinces had the right te express an opinion
there. 'Why? Beoause the British North
America Act is a treat.y, a paet made hetween
four provinces, that guarantees the privileges
of minorities for ail time uvhile safeguarding
the rights of majoilities, and now we are told
that this committce that met in London in 1929
made certain recommendations wbieh are te ho
passed into law hy the imperial parliameat.
Such recommendations impingo upon the pro-
visions of the British North America Act, yet
only the Dominion was represented. My
position is and alwaya bas been that you
cannot change the constitution of this country
hy that metbod and in t-hat manner witheut
affording te the provinces directly affected an
opportunity te ho heard. It is a mianomer
te use the words "equality cf status" se long
as this Dominion has ne power te anaond its
constitution. South Africa and Australia have
that power; this country bas net. Is that
power to ho conferred, and are we thereby te
gain that equality of status with other parts
of this empire te wbicha we are entiitl-ed? These
are matters about which the people of Canada
are thinking and with respect te which we
sbould have some information when this re-
port is submitted; beoause 1 need hardly
remind yeu, air, that without the action cf
the government there ds ne epportunity for


