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Mr. Higgins: It says: "The investigator
"ýmay", flot "shall". The word "shall" is used
after the report has been made.

Mr. Lesage: Rcad the section.

Mr. Higgins: Read it yoursclf; it is divided
into tw,\o.

Mr. Garson: The subsection rends:
An investiîgatcr rnay aiiow any person whûse con-

duet is bcing investigatcd undcr this art, and shall
allosv any per1son against whoin a charge is mrade in
the cours(- of surh inquiry, ta be represcnted by
roui SCI.

Mr. Low: He has discrotion.

Mr. Higgins: There are two separate sec-
tions. That particular clause can be dix ided
into tv.o, rcaliy.

Mr. Garson: That is quito true. He has a
discretienary power, which I would not
imaaýîine he would exorcise in any other dirce-
tien bu, alloxving counsel; but in any event if
thoe is any charge to ho laid ho "shahl" allow
c ou nset.

Mr. Higgins: WThv cannot ho have that right
in the fit at instance?

Mr. H-owe: This act was good eneughI te -et
us tht ouge'î the lest war, and I fînd, it vory
difficul te believe that the Opposilion flnd any-
thin-, abnorm.al in a war situation-I really
do. 'The bill before the house has been pro-
pared as the result ef oxperience and in an
effort te gel an art under xvhich the gnx'orn-
ment ceu&t rrve cxpccliiously in matters
haviiiý, te (10 wilh carrying on its war duties.
Why uwouli we cerne back and change an net
that w orked weii in the last war? For
instanc'e, if we suspert that stoten war mate-
riais are in a certain place, if we have te xvait
untit a man sends out for his counsel before
v.e can search-

M/r. Higgins: This sect 'ion dees net cover
that. But t\ve tvrengs de not make a riFhlt.
This particular section merely speaks of a
man -who is accused-

Mr. Fournier (Hull): No.

Mr. Higgins: Hoid on; il certainly doos. Lot
me rcad it le you agnin. It says:

An investigatur rnay aiiow any persan whase con-
duet ts being investigatc d under this art-

Thon we shall ferget the next words until
we corne te these:
-ta be reresented by counisel.

That is the way you rnust rend il.

Mr. Garson: Yes. My hon. friend ns a law-
ycr knoxvs perfectly weti that a man is net
nccused if ho is merely under investigation.
Under the net, there is ne-

Mr. Higgins: Why do yeu have it in the nct
at ail?

[Mr. Carson.]

Mr. Garson:-ne question of his even being
acrused.

Mr. Higgins: Why de yeu have it in the
art?

Mr. Garson: Just n minute. But as seen as
hoe is accused thon it says the investigater
shall aliow any porson agninst xvhem any
charge is made in the course of such inquiry
te be represented by ceunset. I might tell
my hion. friond that this is the identical
wording of section 22, subsection 3, subpara-
grnph (b), page 18 of the office consolidation
cf the Deparîrnont of Reconstruction and Sup-
ply Act. It it takon frorn that art. This is
the section under which all nocessary pro-
ceedin gs of this sert woroei- taken dur-
ing thle xvbole of w orld xvar Hl. But if rny hion.
friend is net satisfiod with the fact that it
proved te bo quite fair and roasonable fer
this purpe ze, lot himi refor te the Tncîuirios Act,
which is of gonoral application, and ho wili
sec in section 12 the language is identical.
It says:

The cormnrsin n'_s rnay aflcw any peison whase
cenduct ts betng iinvcsttgated under this act, and
shial att'\ w no prrson against whrin anyv charge is
miade in týir course of surh investigationi ta he rep-
resented hy rounsel.

M.r. H!ggins: I arn net snti fîed y ci, I do
net rnind teiling you.

Mr. Garsori: If tbis provision. whirh has
steod the test of time ovcr ohl these yoars, is
open te any sert of the abtuses which rny hion.
fricnd scorns te imagine, I shouid think the
likýelihool,.- is that we woutd have heard about
them before new.

Mr. Higgins: Has it heen tostod?

Mr. Garson: Yes; I arn sure it has heen
used. It rnust have beon, bocause there
must have heon investigations under it.

Mr. Higgins: Do yeu knexv it has been
used?

Mr. Garson: I cannot effhand give any
specific case, ne.

Mr. Howe: It is in the Inquiries Act. That
is net wartirne legisîntien. It is civilian,
peacotime logisîntion, and it has heen in force
for yenrs. Why it sheuld ho objectienabie
when given a wnrtimo application, when it
is good enough fer peacetime, I cannot
imagine.

Mr. Garson: Fer the hon. rnemhor's infor-
mation, this provision was passed in 1912.
I sheuld think, referring te the hion. mem-
ber's question, that there is a distinct likeli-
beed that during the intervening period it
has been used nI one time or another.

Mr. Higgins: A few moments age the
Ministor of Justice used the expression, "with


