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up by the government on which are repre-
sentatives of the empIoyers and the trade
unions, the nomination of sucb representatives
being the sole purview of the organizations
coneerned.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: If my lion.
friend will allow me to interrupt him for a
moment, it bas been suggested that the
dinner recess be until seven o'clock instead
of eight, and if the house is agreeable to
that I will make the motion with the Speaker
in the chair.

Item stands.

Progress reported.

BUSINESS 0F TUE BOUSE

MOTION FOR INTERMISSION FROMI SIX TO SEVEN

O'CLOCK P.M. THIS DAY

Mr. MACK(ENZIE KING moved:
That the intermission at six o'clock this day

continue util se'. cn o'clock instcad of eight
o dlock.

Motion agrced to.

SUPPLY

The bouse in committec of supply, Mr.
McCann in the chair.

At six o'clock the committee took, recess.

After Recess
The committee resumed at seven o'clock.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR

100. Departmnental admnisitration. $166,231.

Mr. MacINNIS: When the committee rose
at six o'clock I hiad been reading from a letter
addressed to me by the general secretary of
the Trades Union Congress of Great Britain
whicha sbowed quite clearly that in the United
IUingdom there is nu question about govern-
ment-controlled industries and government
industries rccognizing the trades unionsý
and having agreemnents with thcm. I said
that in my opinion certain labour organi-
zations were liood'.vinkec.d by supposcd de-
cisions made by the Departmcnt of Justice
on labour matters. I have here copies of two
letters, one from. R. H1. Neilson, secretary of
the national war labour board addressed to
T. F. Stevenson, business secretary of the
Canadian electrical trades union, and another
signed by F. P. Varcoe, deputy minister of
justice. I will read these two letters to sus-
tain the point I arn making. In bis letter
dated April 22, 1942, Mr. Neilson says:

Last December when we wrote you in
response to your iuquiry cf the 12tb of that
xnontb, it was tbe helief that semi-independent

[Mr. Maclnonis.]

agencies of municipalities would be outside tbe
scope of P.C. 8253 under clause 12 (1) (ii),
andi your understanding on this point is in
accordance witb the information whicb you
were given at that time. Subsequently, bow-
evor. the Departinent of Justice ruleil tbat the
word 'ageney" applied only to agencies of
provincial governiments, and this decision tbrew
certain municipal bodies tînder the jurisdiction
of the order.

Interpretative rule No. 1 of bulletin No. 2
was writtcîî tbcîî in conformity with this îîo',
interpretation of the legal brandia of the
gov ernincunt.

Mr. Stevenson tien wrote to the Minister
of Justice, and bis letter was replied te by the
doputy minister of justice. This is what the
deputy minister said:

Your letter of April 27 to the M-Ninister of
,Justice lias l)cen lianilei to nue. The funiction
of this ilepartinent is confined to advising tie
governineîît inii atters of law and it is îiot îny
diîty nor would it be proper for, me to advise
a private individual on such niatters. I regret,
therefore, tliat I cauinot advisc you uPon the
inatter w hieli you hav e rcfcried to tic iMlnister
of Justice.

Tic letter was as to wlîethcr employees and
workcrs in industries or utilities owned by
inunicipalities and provinces came under tic
prýovisions of P.C. 8253. The deputy minister
of justice continues:

1 inay ,say, however, tliat wlîile some dliscus-
sions have talkeî Place between the imenbers of
the national w ar labour board aud memibers of
this departînent. nu opinimns bave beeri gîven
by this tepartmnent on the inatters mentioncd
iii youI letter.

Mr. MITCHELL: What is thc date of that
letter?

Mr. MacINNIS: Thc date of the first letter
is April 22, 1942-Mr. Ncilsen's letter to Mr.
Stex enson-and the date of Mr. Varcee's letter
is May 7, 1942. I submit that the functien
of the Depîtrtmcnt of Labour is net te try to
hoodwink organized labeur but te try to hielp
organized labour su that it may bac in a posi-
tion to help the gevernment and the country.
1 ha'.e said as niueli privatcly tu sume of the
people wlîo have te do withi the administra-
tion of labour. Not enly are trade unions
recognized in governmcnt-controlled and
gex ernmcnt-uwned industries in Great Britain,
but tbey insist through thcir boards of arbitra-
tion and conciliation and review boards or
courts, or whatever they are called, that the
traditienal. and customary relations between
workers in trade unions, and the employers,
shall be carried out.

1 ield in my hand the decision of a court-
not a court of law, but a court set up under tlue
labeur law.s in the United Kingdom-in a case
wliere thero was a stoppagc of work because


