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many cases they bad been paying eight per have mentioned xvill no doubt caver the cost.cent. As I say, there is provision in the bill The question has been asked, what reliefto deal with the 6,098 men who have aban- bas been given ta soldier settiers in the past?doned their property or who have been fore- Their capital indebtedness was reduced by 40closed. There is a section providing that if per cent or 20 per cent, depending on thethe land is stili avaihable it will be possible, length of time they had been on the ]and andshould he so desire, for the soldier to return on the live stock purchiased for them. beforeunder a revaluation. Octaber 1, 1921. The cost of this measureA gond deal of money bas been spent in of relief amounted ta $2,903,656, and altogetherassisting soldier settiers in the way of re- the relief received by soldier settlers on stockduced prices for stock and equipment, and and implements and the rebates an their landreductions in interest. In 1922 the soldier bas amounted ta S13,0000. The proposedsettiers then on the land were given a rebate measure daes nat include the granting of anyin interest, in an interest exemption for four, furtber money by the Domninion gavernment,three and two years, dependent upon the but wilh bring about a reductian in thetimie thev w-cre settled. This interest rebate liabilities of the soldier settiers to, the gavern-aggregated anme $10,000,000. In 1925 they ment.
were given a furtber rebate, in that their I have been re-reading the discussions wbichcapital indebtedness was reduced by ýcutting tank pla-ce in this House hast year and Ioff 40 per cent or 20 per cent-dependent have noticed that hion. memýbeýrs were con-upon the time tbey were settled-of the cost tinually bringing uip inclividual cases whichof aIl live stock purchased for tbemn before ithey dcsired tbe bill ta caver. It was a veryOctober 1, 1921. The cost of ýthis measure natural tbing; lion. members would tbînk ofof relief amaunted ta aver $2,000,000. Alto- someone near their homes wbose case did notgether, therefore, in previaus relief measures, sennm ta be covered by the bill, but I tbinksaldiQr settlers bave received a rebate amaunt- it will be found practically impassible ta drafting ta mare than $13,000,000. The present a bill ta caver every individual case. Thereland revaluation bill pravides for a furtber is no daubt that there wvill be a certainrelief in addition ta the twa measures already amaount of bardship ta same of the men wboreferred ta. xxfll nlot came within the proxisions of this

Mr. DWADS Fratena): as hat bill, but that cannat be helped.dMne as W D a(eerlpairortenas) itas mat There is anather view whicb is sametimesdon asa gnerl plic orwasit mater left aut af cansideration. Perhaps one-haîfof dcaling with ecd individual case an its
own mritsof the soldiors wbo went an the land neyerown mritscame under the provisions of the SoldierMr. FORKE: It was a general policy ap- Settlement Act, mýaking their awn arrange-phying ta ail. Some estimate bas been at- ments in different ways. Cansequently thosetempýted of what this bill is likely to cost saldiers gat no relief and no assistance at aIl.the cauntry. This at best can be but a guess, Oters again bave perhaps struggled along,but taking the figures I bave mentianed and just banging on, and during tbe hast year orthe number af men ta be dealt witb, sbouhd twa have been forced to heave and will nattbey aIl came under tbe aet, and phaeing the be pravided for. To get tbe inatter downaverage reductian at 25 per cent, tbe cast ta a, warking basis we must consider only tbewould amaunt ta 310,000,000. It is manifest soldiers wbo are now on tbe land and activehyhowever tbat until the individual cases are engaged in farming, witb tbe exception ofdealt witb it is quito impassible ta make cases wbere tbey bave only recently left theirany estimate as ta wbat the mea.sure af re- farms and tbe land is stili vacanit. In tbaselief given will aggregate in actual maney. I cases under the provisions of tbe bill antbunk, bowever, it will be approximately $10,- oppartunity will be given tbemn ta try again,000-000 putting the average reduction at 25 with a reducod valuattion.per cent. A good deal of discussion tank, place hast

Mr. EDWARDS (Frontenac): That is year with regard ta different methods af
assuming that ail are dealt with. rex aluation, and a eonsiderable number of

members at that time favoured a flat rateMr. FORIE: Yes. I mty bie wrang but whicb, I tbink, wouhd nat bie faund practical.I am inclined ta think that this wiIl be the It does flot fahhow that aIl the farms accu piedmaximum. The eommittee wvilh realize of by soldier settlers were over-valued or tbatcourse that I have no means of .iudging tbey paid mare than tbe land was realhyprecisely. A certain percentage, it is ta o bc v orth at tbat particular time. 1 bave no daubtassumed, will nat apply, but with the redue- that seime farms were wehl wartb the maneytien at the suggested percentage, tbe amaunt I ýpaid for themn and I know anme soldieýrs who
[1Mr. Forke.]


