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Employmcnt Commission

Mr. BENNETT: That iloes flot mean what
the right hion, gentleman lias said, an effective
supervision of expenilitures. Section 7 states
just that, namely "shall, tînder the direction
of the minister supervise the expenditure of
funîls." Those four words mean just the sanie.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: No, may 1 put
it this way: in exercising the duties imposed
upon the commission by section 7, the com-
mission itself max' discover that the means
of supervision are not adequate and may
therefore come to tbe conclusion that it is
desirable to recommend to the gcvernment, a
more effective means of securing proper
superv ision.

Mr. BENNETT: Under section 7.

Mr. MACKENZIE KI\ G: Under section 7;
when the commission bias discbarged the duties
imposcd upon it by section 7, namely of
superx ising the expenditures, it may flnd that
the mieans of cffecting the superxvision arc
inadequate, and th-at if some furtber provisioen
was macle oitlier lxv tie municipalities. the
provinces or the dominion for the supervision
of expenditures it woul Ixe more effective,
and consecjuently resuit in restricting xvaste,
loss amd fraud.

Section 6 simiply gives the comnmission that
power to rconnnl'hh recommenil to
the nxiniter effective mecans tu secure when
necessar 'v an effc tive ,supervi'on and auiliting
of cxpcnditurc, of aIl mioncyýs."

Mr. BENNETT: If it is understood in
tbat 1a (Ido not sec aniv objection, except
one w hidi I shall put to tie Prime Minister:
Suppose that report is niade; bow cao it be
acted nipon uintil parliament enacts legislation?
Obi iouslv this could be done only by parlia-
mentary action. There is ne power in the
governor in council to, give efleet to that.
There is ne power intended by that, because
we biave our audit aet. Tbe auditor general
could net biave any additional power or
additional authority put upon him, except by
provis.ion of statute.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Tbat is quite
riglît, se far as federal poxvers are concerned.
May I say te my riglît bion. friend I tbink
perbaps lie and some other members of the
committec are wrong in assuining tbat tbe
provinces and municipalities will resent every
suggestion tlîe commission mnakes. I believe
it Mwill bc quite tbc opposite, and tbat tbey
will welconme any commission wbicb will help
tlien te do tbose things for wbicb tbe com-
mission bias been appointed.

Mr. CLARK (York-Sunbury) : Ras there
been a change witb respect te unemployables
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on direct relief? It bas heen understood in
at least eue municipality that tînemployables
are net included in the direct relief. Are tbey
now, or bave they been?

Mr. ROGERS: I îlid bave a complete return
sbowin- tbe attitude taken towards unemploy-
ables in tbe varions provinces, but I arn sorry
I bave net that information before me just
now. Broadly speaking, howex er, tbe situation
is that in meost but net ail of tbe provinces
unemployables wbo formerly were a direct
charitable charge upon tbe municipalities and
provinces baxve been sbiftcd to the relief roils
and are net, except for purposes of classifica-
tien-and tîxat quite recently-distinguished
from employables on relief. 1 amn serry tbat 1
bave net the precise information before me
respecting eacbi province.

Mcr. CLARK (York-Sunhuirv) : What would
bc tbe division betwecn unemployables and
ordinair' civie poor?

Mr. BENNETT: None, I sboulul tbink.

Mir. ROGERS: My imnpression is that in
New Brunisxwick tlîe poor l:îw regîîlations are
still applied. but in other provines~ we bave
a shîifting cf unemplo 'vables, vhuo xveuld
norinally ho charitable charges in tlîe muni-
cipali tics, te relief relis te wlîich the dominion
and thIe provinces now co t rit nite.

1'\ir. POULIOT: With due respect te ex ery-
bodyl, ancd particularly te the xciv able Min-
ister of Labeur, may I quete t!i x iew s of
two prei-ninent men. First, M\r. Thxomxas Brad-
slîaw of Toronto, presidi nt cf thec North
American Life Instirance Ccmipanx'. bias said
that we are everlegislated. Tbat is i be view
of a sensible business man. The other is the
viexv cf Mcr. Pitblado, who xvas presiclent cf
the Canadian Bar Association. who said tbat
we mus.t simplify the laxx. In mv hîuml le
opinion tbese two gentlemen m-ere î'ight in
tbat reg-ard.

.Mr. BENNETT: Tbat makes it u'xanimcus.

M\r. PtJULIO'T: I offer a suuc-t~ion at thi.s
tlime. I (le net de-.îre te suiggeýt an aiend-
ment. lxic:îîîs I (Io ixot knoxv xvlîc i I xould
lia xc anixvlxoiy to, support it. It is trouble-
soixxe enougl te understand the lanIxiriîe cf
tlîe laxv, and it seems te une t bat xx'lîn an
amenchixxent is made xvc s7ould procced xvitb
it in the saine way as xve proceed \vith notices
cf mlotion. I hxave before nie tlîe Votes ancd
Proeeiigs for Friday, but the aixxexdnxent
cf tîxe minister does net appear. We bave te
look tîxcough Hanxard ; it is priîxtecl in ilifferent
type, and xve bave aIl sorts of trouble te get
it ncw. Tîxere is paragrapli (e) xx icîx is
amendlcî. It is a cule of courtesy te submit


