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quorum. I think that this section ought to
corne out altogether, certainly those portions
of it which confer on a single member of the
board the wide powers to which I ýrefer. Here
you have a board of three. Suppose one
inamber dues flot fail in line with the views
of the majority; it lies within the power of
that one membar to issue subpoenas corn-
pelling persons to appeav before him, or any
person ha may dasignate and to produce books,
documents andl articles on any subi ect, pos-
sibly at great -expanse. Thay may be secret
documents. I do not think this parliament
cani entertain the thought of conferring powers
so broad on any hoard created 'by statute.

Mr. HOWE: May 1 point out the nature
of the inquiries that the board may conduct.
These include many mattars affecting applica-
tions for licences, rates or complaints. Thcy
may concern matters arising out of aeroplane
crashes. A crash may occur in the Northwest
Territorias, and an officar is sent thara to get
the particulars. H1e must have the right to
examine survivors of the accident, te examine
the log of the ship, to examine persons in the
vicinity who may have been witnesses ta the
crash, and to examine other circurnstances
associated with it. Usually a serious loss of
life and property is involved in an aroplane
crash. I think my hon. friand would hardly
wish to caîl a full meeting of the board before

suhan exarnination could be made. The more
proniptly it is made, the more likelihood thare
is of establishing thq facts of the disaster.
Crashes are not infrequant. 1 arn sorry ta say
that hardly a rnonth goes by without an
aeroplane crash somewhere in the dominion,
which must be invastigated by putting wit-
nesses undar oath. It may be as far away as
Greenlan'd or in the Northwest Territories or
any othier remota part of Canada, and prompt
action is the essence in determining the cause
of the accident.

Mr. HAZEN: I think this section is highly
objectionable and I agrce with what the hon.
member for Eglinton has said about it The
explanatory note on section 3 says:

Sirnilar provisions exist in the Rai]way Act
respecting the board of transport commissioners.

If you tomn to the Railway Act, section 62,
you will find that the provisions thare are not
the same at ahl. This section of the bill is
worded quite differently. Section 62 of the
Railway Act says:

The board rnay order that any witness resi-
dent or present in Canada-

And se on. The power and the authority
rests with the board under section 7A(1) of
this bill as it does under the Railway Act, and

[Mr. Fleminig.]

it should 'ha the board that has this power, not
any member of the board. Certainly the ex-
planatory note is misleading when it says that
similar provisions exist in the Railxvay Act, for
similar provisions do not exîst in the Railway
Act. Under the Railway Act the huard may
"lorder any witness resident or presant in Cani-
ada to ha axamined upon oath 'hafore or make
production of books," and su forth, to any
membar of the huard. Thera is nothing ohjac-
tionahie in that. But as I say, section 7B(1)
dues not folw that provision. The power
rests in the huard, and the huard should have
the power in consequence to examine witnesses
and ordýer the pruduction of documents. I
suhmit that it is quite objectionahie as it is
worded. The words "or any member of the
huard" should ha deleted froin section 7B(1)
and the wording of the Railway Act should
ha followad.

Mr. HOWE: I have nu objection to that.
It is a matter of convenienca that une member
should have the powcr tu issue a suhpoiena,
but it is not a matter of great importance, and
I amn quite willing to have the words in ques-
tiun deleted.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Would not the diffi-
cultv hcobuviated hy saying, any une memnber
of the huard acting upon the authority of the
huard? Then it would hae ohviuus that the
huard was in concurrence with the action of
that member.

Mr. HOWE: The deletion would have
exactly that affect.

Mr. HAZEN: If I arn in order, Mr. Chair-
man, I would move that the wurds "or any
member of the huard" in lina 32 of section
7B(1) ha deleted.

Mr. BLÂCKMORE: How would that make
it rcad, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN: As amanded it would
read:

7B. (1) The buard may order that any person
rasident or present in Canada may be exarnined
upon oath...

And su forth.

Mr. HAZEN: The section will ha just the
saina as section 62 of the Raihway Act: it
will give this huard the sarne jpowers that the
huard has under the Railway Act.

Mr. HANSELL: I do net quite agrea with
that. You will hava te sltar uines 35 and 36
-'ýor any membe-r thereof"; and then you
hava in lina 38 "or such member". You will
have te take-it eut of that section wharever
it eccurs.
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