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The veterans themacives thought that would
be final. There waa a report submitted; there
waa a recommendation of a twenty per cent
reduction; and tbey ail believed that thip
would be a reduction to the veteran of the
cost of the house. Later on in the year the
then minister of veterans affaira tabled a report
of a committe whîch he had sent out ta investi-
gate this committee. He had sent the deputy
minister of veterans affaira, the director of the
Veterans Land Act and another adviser. They
turned in a lengthy report which waa tabled,
I tbink. on March 21, 1947; and they quoted
parts of the report which had been handed in
by the first committee. They quote the final
sentence very much as I have read it. It is in
inverted commas and is in part as followa:
. . . and we recommend that the house cost-

And then these worda are added:
-to the director...

Those words do not appear in the report-
which was handed in by those independent
gentlemen who firat investigated this project.
The sentence reada:
. . and we recommend that the house cost (to
the director) he reduced by twenty per cent
througbout the twenty-eight bouses.

I have lettera fromn those gentlemen, who
were there, who say moat emphatically that
tbey were undier the. impression that the cost
of these bouses could be rediuced to the
veteran. I hold in, my band one of the lettera
signed by ane of that original board. It rmade
in part:
*. . it w-as thoroughly understoo<l by our com-
mittee that a 20 per cent reduction would be
made to the veterans.

In my estimation any reduction to .the gov-
ernment would be a matter soie]y between the
contractor and the government.

The other one saya in part:
. . . we unanimously agreed that a 20 per cent
reduction be made to the veteran and further
that aIl neceasary repairs be made ta bouses..

Matters dragged on ail during the summer.
The houses needed more repaira. Some
of the veterans became disgusted, and- seven
of them left that project and went to live in
emergency abelter. Then on December 10 1
asked the then minister of veterans affaira
whether any adjustmentta had 'been made to
the veterans who bave occupied these bouses
on the Braefoot projeet. I sent himl notice of
my question, and he replied that there had
been downward adjustment and that there
would be further adjustmnenta by way of
write-off. Then. be uses these words:

This includes the cost of remedia] repairs
te the bouses, a revised selling price.

Mind you, I bad asked hlma about any
a.djustment made to the veteran. What hap-
pens then? WeIl, I do not know. Very shortly
after that he went to the senate. But before
doin-g so, hie sent me a letter in which hie
completeIy changed- around, and he says that
this write-off whieb hie refera to now-as being
824,000 "will nlot mean a downward revision
in the sale price already quoted to the
veterans. It, means that the write-off in the
cost of these bouses, inclusive of repaira will
have to be borne by the taxpayer." That is,
you are simply transferring it into the red.
That is discouraging to the veterana. I do
flot underatand it. This would seem. to be a
complete change-around. Onl-y the other day
the present Minister of Veterans Affaira
an-n.ounced in the bouse that a committee had
been appointed, and had carried out an
investigation into the project close to Windsor,
and that the goverfimenit was prepared to
accept the recommend'ations of that commit-
tee. Wby is there such discrimination wben
an indiependent committee reviews the
project at Braefoot? Why ie is report dis-
carded and a special committee sent out,
headed by the deputy minister, to rewrite the
report? What ia fair for the veterana of Wind-
sor ia fair for the veterane of Braefoot. I do
nlot think it is necessary to appoint another
committee. The files of the Department of
Veterana Affaira have been loaded down with
reporta and statemen-ta regardin-g the Brae-
foot project. Let the minister go through
those, and let him n-ow give a fair deal to
the veterane at Braefoot in the saine way as
hie bas given a fair deal to the veterans at
Windsor.

Mr. CLARENCE GILLIS (Cape Breton
South): Mr. Speaker-

Some hon. MEMBERS: Eleven o'clock.
Mr. GILLIS: No, it ia stili five minutes te

eleven. I arn not going to ssk you to caîl it
eleven o'clock because of the great opposition
fromn the other aide of the house last evening
when I made that request at one minute to
eleven.

I have a good deal to say in this debate.
I have listened attentively to most of the
speeches that have so far been made. Most
hon. members are able te rise in this bouse and
talk about their constituencies, and every-
thing appears ta be rosy. I am sorry I can-
not do that for the part of the country I come
from, and I do nlot think the government can
say that, because today the maritime prov-
inces are claasified by the govez nment as
depressed areas. Those are flot very nice
words.


