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Mr. STEVENS: Mr. Cbairman, 1 arn net
particulariy concerned witb tbe brand of blank
cbeque that may be invoived. Tbe so-called
blank cheque of previeus years was wîtbout
limitation, according te those wbo criticized
it, but as a matter cf fact I tbink a survey of
the hast fux e y cars w iii sbow tbat tbere
was perbaps more restriction upon expendi-
tures tban would bave been tbe case bad
tbere been speciflo surrs named for ceîtain
speciflo purpeses. In some instances tbis ivas,
1 was going te say te tbe detriment of tbe
country, but perbaps 1 sbould say tbis was
tbe cause of tbe postponement in some degree
of certain measures that migbit bave belped
stili furtber towards the solution of unemploy-
ment. Tbat is precisely wbat I fear in con-
nection with tbis measure, as I shahl point
out in a minute.

Before doing tbat, let me first indicate te
tbe Prime Minister and tbe gevernment tbat
tbere is comparatively littie difference betwveen
a blanket cheque for $50,000,000 and a blank
cbeque for some unnamed amount. While
tbere may Le roonu for seme criticisma of the
blank cbeque in its entirety, tbere stili remains
tbe fact that tbere are in tbis particular bill
somo of tbe ehements that oxisted in tbe otber.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Wtbere dees
my lion. friend get any ccitbority for bis
reference te a choque for $50,000,000?

Mr. STEVENS: I think my rigbt hion.
friend said tbat approx'imately $50,000,000 ivas
geinýg tc lbe provided.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Tbat is net
wbat I said at ail. I said tbat tbe total
appropriation, which parliament wocld be
asked te vote in specifie amnuns for x arious
definitely specificd projects, would ameount te
550,000tJOO. I may say te iny bion. fricnd
that thie total wvill Le eoc-.iderably beyond
thiat. Thiat is a very differet thing te askicg
parliamnacc for $50.000,000 te be spenit as the
gevernicet pleases on any prejeet or projeets.

Mr. STEVENS: \Ve liaxe ne meascres
before ius,

Mr. M_\ACKENZIE KIN(G: I bave alrcady
told the laoc;e that p articul,îrs a 're te be
gît on in a special supply bi te Le Lrouglit
clown chter tbis legislation is passed.

Mr. STEVENS: I amn giad te bave tbat
explanatien. I slieuld like te peint out a
distinction betweee tliis bill and the old relief
act. 1 arn net partieclarly defendicg th e old
relief cet, ner arn I eondenining it-that is
a miatter of liistory. The ohd relief act was
limiited te one year, it expired on Mlarcb 31,
and I recall very well tbe difflecîtios that xve
enceîîntcred eacb year in securing a renewah
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or extension of the act. It had to be done
each year by a special act of parliament. To
ail intents and purposes tbis measure wjll be
permanent until repealed. I ar n ft charging
tbe government with intent to do so, but I
sh.ould like to point out how it would be
possible to abuse tbe powers given by sec-
tion 10.

Everyone wbo bias been in parliament for
any lengtb of time knows that each year
dozens of items for $10,000, $30,000, $50,000
or $100,000 appear in the estimates for specîfic
wvorks. The followieg year the goverement
may come back and ask for anotber $50,000.
When asked tbe reason tbey say tbat a con-
tract bias beon entered into for $500,000, or
for tbree, four or five times the amount
originally voted. Tbe contract baving been
signed. parliament is bound te, revote the
additional money, and it is done in bundreds
of cases. There is notbingý in the worid te
prevent the governmeot, on tbe advice of this
commission, from entering inte proposais for
the carrying eut of public works and other
prejeets to the extent of hundreds of millions
of dollars. It is true tbat tbiey w'ould bave
to come to parliamont for revoes, but tbere
would Le no trouble in obtaining tbese revotes
unicss tliere wvas a complete break-up in tbe
personnel of parliament or tbe allegiance of
tbose clready represented bore. Wbat parlia-
ment would deny the govornment a revote?
Tbere is not the rernotest possibility or likeli-
bood tbat, it would be refused. 1 want to
point eut te the rigbt bion. gentleman tlhat
it is inherent in tbis bill that ail tbe abuses
presceit inthe previeus legislation sbeuld Le
prescnt in tbis.

I arn willing, te trust tbe geveroimont, and
1I(do net tbink tbere is any cee whe is net
willing te do se. We are in comrnîttec and
1 may Le out ef erder, bu~t the Prime 1\Mini.ster
and other lion, gentlemnen have wandered
freýin section 5, se tbat perhaps I may Le
alleîvcd te (Ie lilcexvie. I should like te refer
te section 6 in erder te illustrate a point
whjch bias arisen in the discuîssion. Certain
general powvers are given te tlie commissi.on
codedr tliis section. Subecetion (c) prcvides fer
the niebilizing cf agencies fer relief, botb
state and voluntary. It reads:

(c) rceonrnend te the ininister effective
mieans cf rnobilizing thue agencies for relief
licth state acd volucitcuy, and se coordinating
their %vcrie as te avcid overhapping acd abuses,
and te secur e a proper provision and1 auditing
cf ci'pendi turtes of ail nioney s;

Subsection (d) rcads:
(di) investigate andl report upon propesais

for the carrying oct cf pregrarns of publie
wvorks and otiier projects te aid ie providing
ciploymient;


