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members of the forces and their dependents
except section 25, which the Committee of
the Senate struck out during the previaus
proceedings. The other amendrnents arc
very largely a matter of words, and I think
are flot the subjeet of very general agitation.

N*ow, as to section 25, dealing with the
pensions to widows, I ýread in one of the
newspapers to-day the statement-I do not
know on what authýority it is made-that a
large appropriation submitted to the other
House in the Supp]ementary Estimates was
foir the purpose of paying to dependents of
:soldiers the moneys that they expected to
get under the Pension Act as passed by the
House of Commons. I say without fear of
contradiction that the action now iwecam-
mended to the Senate with regard to section
25 will almost totally deprive those
dependents of any of that large suma of
money; that this section adopted to-day is
an absolute blank sa far as any effec't is
concerned.

The only two paragraphas added to the law
as it stands at presenit are these:

No pension shall be paid
(a) Unless the injury in respect of which lie

was pensioned or entitled ta pension would flot
shorten bis expectancy af life.

That is wholly a matter of opinion, to be
decided flot by any independent auth.ority,
but wholly by the Board of Pension Com-
missioners. Those of us who have had ta
deal îvith the Board of Pension Commis-
sioners, and who kn.ow the nature of their
decisions when there is any poasibility for
dispute, will recognize that that para.graph
(a) is absolutely valueless Vo every person.

Paragraph (b), tbe only other section o"
Ibis ha.ndsome gift offered to the widows of
ex-soldiers, says:

Unýless lie was flot chronically ili of a pension-
able disease and flot in receipt of pension in
respect thereof.

As f0 that, I say it also is absolutely
valueless because of the nature of the pro-
ceedings before the Pension Board. When
a soldier cornes up now and reports a disaibilitY
and asks for a pension in respect -of it, lie
is invariably cballenged Vo conneet up the
disabîhity with bis active service. The man
will go back over the intervýening ycars, and
lie wvill say: "It is true I didn't report that
wben I left, and there is nothing in my papers
about it; but I bave been suffering from those
sympf.oms more or less ever since." And tbey
will question bim and say: "The first year
you were out did you suifer?" Well, that i5
a long time ago, and as man's mernory is
frail, and the desire Vo establisli the dlaim
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to a pension is keen, he will naturally .say:
"Yes, I think I did." "And you did the
second year, and the third?" "Yes." "And
you really think you connect it np with yonr
service?" "Yes."-and lie gets bis pension.
Týhen he dies, and wheýn lie dies tbey read
this section, and they say: "Why, lie thinks
lie bad those symptoms immediately after lais
discharge,"-and there is no pension comirig
Vo the widow. I do not tbink that is fair
treatment Vo soldiers.

Nowv, I do not koow how far I arn privileged
Vo refer to proceedings in Committee. If I
amn ont of order, I would quite will'ingly be
checked, because I have no desire ta do any-
fhing contrary Vo the miles of this Hanse. 1
thin-k it is worth while to, say tbis, bowever:
that our Committee were, tendered the olive
braîîch fruni the House of Commons in the
nicest and most. pleasant way; there was fia
acrimaniaus dispute between the two bodies,
but the House of Commons, througli their
accredited representatives, came ta ns witli
alternative sections Vo 25 in writing. Tliey
withdrew tbeir demand that we restore the
section as it was before, and said, "We will
he sati'sfied if you put these in." Naw, the
sections so submitted provided sometbing very
substantial for the soldiers: they bad ail the
safeguards of tbis~ resolution against what they
called "moribund marriages", but they con-
tained in addition a recognition of the fui-
filment of pre-war engagements. That is a
subjeet witb wbich we are very familiar, and
it need hardly be explained that a great
niîmher of marriages occurred immediately
following the release of soldiers f rom active
service. Io recognitian of tbat a proviso, was
put in that fia pension shourld be payable ta
the widow of a soldier nnless she had married
him before, the coming into force of the Pen-
sion Act of 1919-that wonid be before the lst
of September, 1919-and that wonid have
taken care of mast of the pre-war engagements.

W~e are toid about the exfraordinary cast
that might have been imposed upan, the
country if we had recagnized tbese engage-
nîcots. I would like ta refer to the extra-
ordlinaîry cost that we are piacîng upan the
individiual by flot recognizing themn, an.d I
state noV a bvpotbeticai case, but an actuai
case of a young soldier who eniisted in 1914,
and wbo, after four years service being in-
vaiided in England witb incipient tnberculasis,
married there a girl ta whm. lie bad heen
engaged beýfore hie enlisted. The progress of
the disease wvas checked siîfficienfiy by tlic care
hie gat in hospital and at bomne ta enable him
ta survive ten years, during the greater part
of ivhieh lie was aible ta earn a mare or iess
sub.stantial living. H1e died last year. The


