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widow is told that tliere is ne pension what-
ever for lier because she married him after
the first appearance of the tuberculoeis. Is
that the limit to which th.e Senate is willing
to go in view of the ample provision. made
by the Bill sent to us frorn the House of
Commons?

I referred to what happened yesterday in
the Comxittee-the overtures made to us,
the aceeptance of whicli would have perfectly
satisfied the House of Commons. They wore
made by the Chairmnan of the Pension Com-
mittee there, who was presumed to speak on
behaif of the Government, and wlio was also
understood to speak on behai-f of the other
Party there, the House of Commons being
practicaIly unanimous on the subjeet. As the
honourable gentlemnai from Moose Jaw (Hon.
Mr. Calder) lias said, the Chairman of the
Board, Col. Tliorpson, was asked to draft
another section. The rea.son lie was asked to
draf t it wae because tlie Committee dividedi
on the section as offered. by the House of
Commons--tliey divided evenly, 50 per cent
of tlie Committee being for agreeing, and, the
other 50 per cent being contrary-and the
unexpected entry of a gentleman wlio liad not
been in previously gave t4e onie vote upon
whicli tlie House of Gommons provision was
lost. Then it was that the Cliairman of the
Board was asked to present a draft, whicli
resulted ini tliis gold brick, if 1 may use the
terma without disrespect.

Anotlier thing liappened in tlie Committee
this morning which I tliink should be men-
tioned. We hear very often that the diffi-
culty in the way of proper provision for
soldiers' dependents is the Conservative
Senate. 1 do flot think tlie imputation on
the Senate is fair; but we do *lear over and
over again that the Senate did thus and so.
Now, if we adopt this report, I wouild like
to have it made plain that this action is not
primarily the action of the Conservative
Senate, because no less a person thon. the
Minister of National Defence, the guardian-
in-chief of the soldiers' interests in Canada,
appeared before our Committee this morn-
ing and said that the provision now before
us had bis approval; and, of course, having
bis approval, it lias the approval of tlie Gov-
ernme'nt.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: If the lionourable
gentleman would allow me, I think it only
fair to the Minister of National Defence that
I sliould make a statement. Wlien Colonel
Raîston was asked to make a statement as
to wliat lie thouglit of this, lie made it quite
clear that lie was not speaking as a Minister
of the Crown, but only in his individual
csDaCitv. becau.'%e everyone can iinderstand

that without full consideration of the measure
with his colleagues, and unless the *Govern-
ment itself took action on the matter, lie
could flot speak otherwise. Therefore it is
scarccly proper to say that any expression lie
gave vent to in tlie Committee this morning
was on behaIf of the <3overnment.

H-on. Mr. TAYLOR: I do net think I said
that.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: You said lie was
speaking with full autliority.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR: I arn obliged. to the
lionourable gentleman for lis other lecture.
I was there and heard what was said, and
the main fact is that a gentleman wlio is a
Minister of the Crown, and the guardian ini
the Cabinet of the interests of tlie soldiers,
a man who is in the Cabinet because lie is
suipposed to have tlie absolute confidence of
the soldiers-and I have no contradiction te
offer to tliat-accepted in the Cornmittee this
morning the proposal. that is now before us.
My point is that, the case being se, it should
not be put about in tlie country or liere that
anyt.hing tliat happens to ths Bill to-day is
the evil work of the Conservative Senate.

Hon. W. A. GRIESBACH: Honourable
gentlemen, juet a few observations in defence
of the work of the Committee, and dealing
with wliat lias juet been saîd by the lionour-
able gentleman from New Westminster (Hon.
Mr. Taylor) on the two clauses to whici lie
lias referred.

On the clause regarding aggravation the
statement cf the Committee ia that under
existing law Vliere is ne deduction on account
of pre-enlistment condition with respect te
those wlio served in a tlieatre cf war.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR: Where is that law?

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I arn about te
read it. I shail read new from the Pension
Act itself, section 11, subsection (b):

No deduction shahl le made from the degree
of actual disability of any member of tlie forces
wlio lias served in a theatre of actual war on
account of any disability or disabling condi-
tion whidh existed in hlm at the tîme at which
lie became a member of tlie forces; but ne pen-
sien shaîl be paid for a disability or disabling
condition which at sucli time was wilfully con-
cealed. was obvions, was net of a nature te
cause rejection from service, or was a congenital
defect.

These words in the conclusion of the para-
grapli are words whicli do net really affect
the situation at ail.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR: But-if tlie honour-
able gentleman will permit me-that is not
tlip e.asp I mentioned.


