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Unemployment Insurance Act

They had their manifesto in Regina in 1932
and it is stili a manifeste in the blueprint
stage.

Mrs. STRUM: How cau we be blamed for
flot carrying it out when we have not been
the government?

Mr. MITCHELL: My hou. frîends wilI
have to do wbat every political party has had
to, do, convince the people and the nation
that they are on the riglit track.

Mrs. STRUM: We are.

Mr. MITCHELL: It is just as simple as
the fact that the sun wjll rise tomorrow
morning. I ar nfot saying this in a critical
sense; it is just a passing observation.

Mr. FRASER: Just in a kindly way.

Mr. MITCHELL: I thouglit I would just
make these one or two observations because
we have heard so mucli about 1919. Probably
we shall bear a good deal about 1932.

,Mr. CROLL: May we get back to 1948? 1 arn
rising to support the statement made in the
bouse by the lion. member for Winnipeg
North Centre and the lion. member for Van-
couver North with reference to wliat I think
is an unreasonable interpretatien of the regula-
tions. The act neyer centemplated that a man
must go to the office in order te draw bis
unemployment insurance; that is simply an
administrative regulation. It appears to me
that to deprive a man, who is unable to go te
the office because of illness, of bis unemploy-
ment insurance benefits, is to increase the
fund by a rnetbod almost tantamount to
chiseling.

The minister should take action immediately
with respect to this sort of thing. Many cases
have been brought to my attention whicli have
been -handled in the way indicated iu this
house. I repeat that it was neyer intended that
the act sbould be carried eut in that way. I
know it is easy from the point of view of
administration, but on the other hand the act
does not depend for its improvement on that
sort of administration. It is a good act and,
because it is, there is no purpose or reason
why it sliould in a small way incur the anger
cf people and briug upon itself a certain
amount of discredit. This ouglit to be cor-
rected at once.

Mr. KNOWLES: I should like to say a
further word witli respect to one other matter
the minister was good enougli to comment on.
I was glad te hear him say that he had an
open mind with regard to this question of
baving tliree umpires instead cf one. I admit

that the points lie made have seme validity,
but I know aise that in trade union circles
there is a strong feeling about this matter.
The miister knows that wheu the Uuem-
picyment Insurance Act is discussed in trade
union circles it is discussed among its friends.

I arn geing te give the minister an example
of tbe kind cf thing that bothers these friends
cf the Unemplcyment Insurance Act. I ask
the minister net te get warm under tlie cellar
because I refer te this kind of thing. I de net
intend te imply that there is any misearriage
of justice or anything cf that kind.

Accerding te information put eut by the
unemployment insurance commission, a cer-
tain number cf appeals were made te the
uimpire during tlie period April 1, 1947, te
October 31, 1947. This is the disposition cf
the appeals deait with during that peried. 0f
tlie appeals made te the umpire by the claim-
ants, namely by the persons whe were trying
te secure their unempîcyment insurance bene-
fits, twe were upheld and tbirty-six were
denied. On the other liand, in the case of
appeals taken te the umpire by the insurance
officer, tbirty-six were upheld and only eight
were denied. I ask the minister net te get
hot under the collar because I mention that.
1 arn net trying te make it eut as a case of
the miscarriage of British justice. I know
the minister may say something about the
fact that wlien an insurance officer takes a
case te the umpire lie is a littie better
acquainted with the facts, perliaps; but, even
after you introduce ail these extenuating
circumstances, the fact is that that sert of
resuit adds te the feeling cf the trade union-
ists, wlio are friends cf this act,' that it would
be much better te bave these decisiens made
net by one umpire, but by a board which
miglit consist cf at least tliree umpires.
.This is enly one cf the arguments, but for

the others I refer the minister te the brief
whicb I bave aiready quoted from toniglit,
whicli I arn sure lias been submitted te hirn
by the trades and labeur council cf my own
city. I just want te say I arn glad tliat lie
indicated lie lias an open mind on this ques-
tien, and I hope lie will pursue the matter
and see wliether tliis is net a change whicli
cuglit te lie made.

Mr. SHAW: 1 have one question. There-
bas come te my notice a number cf cases
wberc so-cailed suitable empîcyment could net
be found or wliere the applicant who was.
residing in a small bamiet where there was nu~
emplcyment, was ordered te move te take a
Jiob in some ntbpr place. That bas haýppened
in a number cf cases, even tbough the indi-
vidual may own- bis home and may bave


