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a smail increase in the veterans allowance. I
do flot want to rehash ail the matters that
came before the committee or what bas been
said this afternoon, but I woulýd read to the
minister fromn the report of the veterans affaire
cornmittee, whiere at page 661 I find thie:

Mr. White: This cornes back to the argument
I raised the other day. It realIy means that
the veteran %vho is getting both the veterans
allowance and carnin.g the fuill amount is not
going to benefit in any way by tbis increase.

The Chairman: Correct.
Mr. White: Even if you carry Mr. Hlarris'

motion, it will still icean cxactiy tbat.
The Chairman: That je correct. The oeiy

difference ie it does, remeve it from the question-
able category of a suppiementary grant, and
raises to $485 bis maximum receipte. Are you
ready for the question, tben?

So this really means that the veteran who,
under the old act, xvas gctting $365 a year if
single, and double tbat if marricd. and carning
the full amount available, will flot benefit in
anv way under tbe amendment which- tbe
minister now proposes. Does the minister
diýagrce with me?

Sccondiy. with tbe amount restricted to $365,
plus whatever the veteran's ca.sual carnings
rnay be, 1 frar that the amendment will bave
a tendcncy in sorne cases to make the veteran
wbo is able to work and earn something decide
that he will simply not earn that extra money
if bis alloxvance ie to be eut down to tbe maxi-

mumi of $485. 1 w uuld hav e îlmuught the mn-
ister would leavo the ocrnings at $250 for a
single man and $365 for a rnarried man or a
wsidower with ebjîdren. It ivas pointed eut in
the comrnittee that a large number of widows
will bennfit hv the act, and I arn very glad that
they xxiii receive the benefit of tbe act. On
the other hand a large number of veterans who
are receiving the allowance today wiil flot
l)enefit in any way from the arndment whicb
the ministcr now proposes. I wouid suggeet to
the rninister that, even at this late date, be
ronzider amending this section to provide tbiat
the eaIflins shahl ho inereaseri te at least $250
since, if the arnount je left at $125, many
veterans xxili not henefit in any way, because
thiey w jîl refuse te earn extra rnoney if their
allowance is to be eut.

The minister and bis department and the
governrnent must bave taken corne notice of
tue storm of protest at the legion convention
a few weeks ago. The legion requested a
further hcaring by the comrnittee, whicb was
granted. and I should like to read one para-
graph froni the supplementary brief presented
l)y thc legion and dealing with this increase.
It will be found at page 2:

Tbe dominion comneil je greatly concernied
about an increasing number of veterans wbo
are finding it impossible te, secure any employ-
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ment and muet subsiet soiely on the allowance.
Certainiy je these days, tbe ailowances pro-
vided by the bill under consideration are quite
inadequate for food and sbelter alone.

I would irnpress on tbe minicter those last
fcw wonids, "aire quîite inadequate for food and
shelter alone." No member of tbis bouse
would ccy that tho request of the legion that
the basic rate for cingle men and widows bc,
$50, and $85 for marricd mon and widowers
witb ebsîidren, is unreasonable. As I caid, I ask
the minister, ex en at this lato stage, te recon-
sîder aed rccomrnend te the cabinet, firet, that
tbe vcteran he allow-ed te have larger eare,
inge, and second, tbat the recommendation in
the legion brief ho implernented.

Mr. GREGG: I do net propose thie after-
noon to refer to alI the thinge that have been
said, because rnost of these questions were
fully discussed in the veterane affaire coin-
mittee. I want te say, first of ali, that I and
the officiais of rny departrnent realize fully
that these matters affecting veterans are
uefinisbed business and will remain unfinisbed
business long after tbe end of ýthie session, even
if Canada ehould net take part in any more
wars.

Tbe discussion tbis afternoen bas ranged
about two items connected with the bill. One
ie tbe arnount of tbe iercase. Tbe other je
eligibility: tbe eiigibility of tboce wbo served
in Britain eniy in the fluet wcr; aed cecondly,
tbe cligibility of the Britisb Canadian vet-
erans wbo came te Canada after tbe oid war and
resided jn Canada for many years but who was
flot resident in Canada prier te bis cervice se
1914. The arguments on tbat have been dis-
cused bere and cisewhere. I arn net geing
te say tbat tbe increace we bave provided je
the bill ie sucb as any member of tbe veterans
affaire cornmittee or any member of this house
wouid like te cee, but I would point eut that
since 1930 tbe War Veterans Allowance Act
bas been twice improved in that respect. It
was $20 in 1930 and stands at $40 today for
the cingle man, and $70 for the rnarried mac.
The govcrnrnent felt, in a ycar when tbe pen-
siens hill bcd been increaeed, the firet increase
since 1926, thct tbe commitýtee bad incor-
perated in thie bill a reasonable increase
which je looked upon as a permanent increase.
We are now at a peak time as te botb ceet of
liv ing and crnployment. It je truc, as bas
boe ctatcd this afternoen, tbat the eider
veterans cannot ail get work; nevertbeieess
a surprisingly large proportion of thema are
w-orking, a grcat many of tbem fulI-time
and maey of them part-time. Tbey are
cexieus te xvurk, and I doubt wbether rnany
of tbcma wiil give up useful and interestieg
works juet te keep tbernseivcs witbin the termes


