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married couples and families, and 1 hope the
government will see to it that jobs are pro-
vided whieh will guarantee these people that
decent standard of living for themselves and
their farnilies.

Mr. WHITE: I should like te add just a
word to what bas been said already. I arn
sure aIl hon. members will welcome this change
if it is to be for the good of the returned
5oldier. For a long time 1 have felt that rnost
of the difficulty lies in the administration of
thie Pension Act. No doubt the provisions of
that act are wide enough to cover all cases,
but I arn sure ail hon. members have bad
cases brought to their attention which show
thot in many instances the intent and purpose
of the legisiation are not being properly car-
ried ont. I should likoe to draw to the attention
of the mirîistor the very long delay that takes
place in dealing witb dlaims for pensions in
the present w-ar. It seems 10 me that at the
present time the number of pension applica-
tions being dealt witb must be very small.
Thercforo it is difficult to iunderstand wby,
af 1er the soldier is discharged, thero should
bo sucb delay hefore hie has his pension board
and a decision is reached. Thon, if there is
an appeal from that decision there is another
very long delay before the appeal is heard. I
also hope that when Ibis bill is in the coin-
miittee stage the minister will bo able to give
tlie house and the country a staternent as to
what lias heem donc to improve the conditions
ihat eNxiýtId al. Cliristie street hospitol lat
year. I hiope lie will be able to tell the bouse
that rnony changes have been mode, both in
tlîe way t1e liospital is run and in the condi-
tions under whicli soldiers liave to obtain
treatment there. 1 think the bouse also will
be interested to, hear from the minister how
far along the plans are for the new hospitol at
Sunnybrook.

1 do not like to ropeat iat lias been said
alrcody, but 1 wisli te concur in tlie rcmarks
of the leader of the opposition on one very
important moatter. 1 refer to the omis of
proof bein1g on tlw soldier, who lias 10 prove
bis dlaim before thie pension board. It hos
alwavs scemed to me thot pensions are
handcd out bo returncd soldiers in a nîost
grudginig manner, as tbough it were an act
of charity. A pension to a returned soldier is
something to wlîich lie is legally entitled, and 1
shall always eontend thot the onus of proof
should bc on the pension department, because
wlien a mon joins the arined forces hie passes
a most rigid examination, in the course of
which lie is often exarnined bv at least three
doctors. Ho is X-rayed and hoe rnst% poss thîe
most rigid examinotion. As bas just been
said by tho hon. member for Winnipeg North

[Mr. Fair.]

Contre (Mr. Knowles), in tee many of these
cases where a man goes before the pension
board hoe receives in due course a letter wbich
is already printed and which states that bis
disability was flot due to war service, but is a
pre-enlistment disability. I cannot under-
stand wby a private or a non-commissioned
officer sbould have te fight the entire pension
board. Everything seems to, be set against
bim before bis case is even beard.

Once a man is accepted in A-i cal egory I
think it is only fair and just tbat any future
disability should be considerod a disability
attributable to war service. There bave been
many soldiers in tbis war who have suffered
from mental and nervous conditions, and I
hope that wben the bill is before us the
minister will give us the number of these
cases and whetbpr they are hoing reviewed.
In reply to a question which I asked some
time ago a return was brougbt down whicb
stated that the scale of pensions had been set
some fifteen or so years ago and tliot there
bod been ne change in the scale or rate of
pension since that time. Since 1939 cost of
living bonuses have been paid and other
financial arrangements bave been made for
other people, but there bas been ne change
in the rate of pension paid te soldiers. The
pension fer total disobility is still $75, the
saine as il was wben it ivas set fifleen
years ago.

I should like te say a word about what
the hon. member for Temiscouata said. lie
claimed that bis ceunty bas supplied more
recruits for the armed forces of Canada than
any ether county in Canada. Eacbi one of
us likes te feel tlîat bis county bias supplied
the largest number of recruits, and 1 think
it would ho mest interesting and instructive
if the Minister of National Defence once and
for aIl would broak down tlîe statement and
givo us the exact number of enlisîments by
provinces.

In conclusion, 1 should like te bring to the
attention cf the minister the question of
clothing allowances. It seems unfortunate tliot
in many of these cases changes are mode only
when it is tee loto. First I sbould like te,
refer te tlîe clotbing allowance granted te
officers. Up until seme twe or tbr-e months
ogo when a man received a commission hoe
,as givon a clothing allowance of $150. and
Ibis wos increosed at that lime te $250. Hoîv-
ever, os u.sual the change was not mode
retroactive. The number of efficers who wilI
now be taken into the army must necessarily
bc quite small. When the estimates of the
Minister of National Defence under the war
appropriation bill were before the commitee


