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Merchant Seamen

until August 1, 1945. I suggest that there
should 'be put on our statute books without
further delay sorne legisiation whieli would
caver those men injured in the merchant navy
during the time I have rnentioned, and which
would also cover the dependents of those who
lest their lives.

It might be that such coverage could flot
be given by an amendment to this act. There
is, of course, another act known as the Civil-
ian War Pensions and Allowances Act, in
whicli provision is made for the payment of
pensions ta merchant, searnen, if the injury
or disease was the direct resuit of enemy
action, or counter-action taken against an
enemy. However, very few cases corne under
that act, because the merchant seaman lias
ta show that lis injury or disease was the
direct resuit of enemy action. In other words,
he must almost be hit by a torpedo in order
ta qualify. for the pension.

Mr. MITCHELL: If hle were bit 'by a
torpedo lie would not be liera.

Mr. GREEN: If a torpedo bit a tougli man
like the Minister of Labour I arn sure it would
nat liurt him mucli.

Mr. MacINNIS: Too bad for the torpedo.

Mr. GREEN: I do not think it would be
possible for a man ta qualify under this
Civilian War Pensions and Allowances Act
in respect of disease. I do nlot know how a
disease could be traced diractly ta enemy, action.
However, proof that the act does flot extend
very far is found in the fact that only thirty-
one seamen and dependents have been able ta
qualify for pension. On the other hand, I
believe that of about 18,000 mercliant seamen
who served during the war, 1,091 ]ost their
lives. In addition, rnany were sick and many
others ware injured. Sa that the percentage
covered by the Civilian War Pensions and
Allowancas Act is very small indead.

I point out ta the minister that there are
cases of this type whicli shauld be covered. For
example, a ship is in part, and is blacked out.
Let us say she is in the port of Liverpool. A
seaman falis and is injured, or perhaps is killed,
as a resuit of stum'bling in the dark. I believe
that if that happaned hefore August 1, 1945,
the only kind of compensation lie or lis
dependents could get would be blirougli daim-
ing against the shipping company. I may be
wrang in that, but that is my information.

Again, the same thing mîglit liappen whule a
ship is at sea. She is blacked out; a seaman
falls-perhaps aver lumber in the cargo.

Mr. CHEVRIER: H1e cannat dlaim under
this act.

Mr. GREEN: He gets absolutaly no com-
pensation. He could have claimed under the
act if it had liappened after August 1, 1945.

Mr. CHEVRIER: Yes.

Mr. GREEN: My point is that there is no
help for those men between 1939 and August 1,
1945.

Then, refarring agaîn ta sickness, I know
of a case in Vancouver raspecting a young lad
who at an early age joinad the merchant navy
and caught a tropical disease. His liealtli lias
been ruined, but lie can get absolutely no lielp.
There are many cases of that type wbich,
sliould be coverad by same kind of legislation.

I know the abjection lias been raised that
there would be no report made as ta how the
injury happenad or liow the disease arase, but
I would point out that ail ships have log books
in whicli the facts would lie carefully antered
and, furthermare, there are part doctors at
every part and, records would be available
fram those sources.

Something must be done and done as soon
as passible ta help these marchant searnen.
They are far taa restricted, and I arn afraid the
difficulty is that they faîl between two depart-
ments, the Department of Transport and the
Department of Veterans Affairs. It seems ta
me that we wauld get around this dýifficulty if
we decided ta, treat tham as members of the
fighting forces. The general public bas always
cansidered that the men of the merchant navy
were, in the fighting farces, and His Majesty
the King made a statement early in the war
that the rnerchant navy was really the fourth.
arm af the services. During a portion of the
war they had I think, more casualties than any
other brandi of the service. Canada lias nat
treated lier merchant seamen in the way they
should bave been treated.

Mr. CHEVRIER: Canada lias treated lier
merchant seamen as wall as the United King-
dam and the United States bave.

Mr. GREEN: The United Kingdom lias
neyer given sympathetie treatment ta lier
merchant searnen. I do not know about the
United States and I do not really care. In my
opinion, Canada lias treated lier mercliant
seamen shamefully and it is tirne sornething
was donc ta, remedy tlie situation. I do nat
see why the act sliould not ha opened up ta
allaw men who ware permanently injurad while
in the merchant navy ta get compensation
and ta, pravide sorne assistance for the depen-


