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It has been my own fate to suffer a dis-
ability as a result of the war. I am thus in
a position to state that on my return from
the war, I took advantage of the rehabilita-
tion services made available to me by the
Department of Veterans Affairs and I was
thus able, just as other war amputees of
Canada, to adjust myself to a new kind of
life. What was done in our case by the
Department of Veterans Affairs, can be done
for the civilians by the provincial govern-
ments.

I therefore commend this measure which
will enable the federal government to co-
operate with provincial governments with a
view to helping those who, as a result of
unfortunate circumstances beyond their con-
trol, now find themselves suffering from a
physical handicap and perhaps are unable
to play their part in today’s world unless
they are given assistance by the nation.

In closing my remarks, therefore, may I
say that both for moral considerations and
as a means of rehabilitating our disabled
people, this program is essential, and I am
sure it will be welcomed by every member
of this house.

(Text):

Mr. Baiten: I rise to lend my support to
this resolution, to make a few remarks in
regard to this and, particularly, to compare
the different parts of the resolution with the
agreements which the federal government al-
ready has with most of the provinces of
Canada.

Looking over this resolution I have been
interested in finding a definition of the term
“yocational rehabilitation”. The word “re-
habilitation” would suggest the meaning of
returning someone to a former status. I do
not think this meaning can be applied alto-
gether to the word in this particular context,
because it could also mean restoring some-
body to a useful status—a status which he
did not have before. After looking for a
good definition of the term “vocational re-
habilitation” for some time, I finally suc-
ceeded in finding one in a recommendation
which was made by the international labour
conference held in Geneva on June 1, 1955.
On page 1 of a pamphlet which I have here,
the term is defined as:

That part of the continuous and co-ordinated
process of rehabilitation which involves the pro-
vision of vocational services such as vocational
guidance, vocational training and selective place-
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ment designed to enable a disabled person to
secure and retain stable employment.

The resolution which is before us purports
to carry out a number of different objects.
Taken in turn, they are as follows:

To authorize the Minister of Labour to
enter into agreement with the provinces to
share the cost of vocational rehabilitation of
disabled persons; to co-ordinate federal activi-
ties in this field; to undertake research in re-
spect of vocational rehabilitation; to provide
a national advisory council, and to provide
remuneration for the chairman and to pay
other necessary expenses of this council.

It is indeed interesting to compare what
this resolution tries to do with what can
now be done under agreements with the
provinces. Most of us will remember that be-
fore 1951 Canada had no rehabilitation pro-
gram as such. There were organizations, both
private and governmental, which were in-
terested in this work, and one can well re-
member the rehabilitation services of the
Department of Veterans Affairs, for example.

But it was not until 1951 that all these
organizations met at a conference to decide
what could be done on a larger scale for the
rehabilitation of disabled persons in Canada.
The host of organizations represented at this
conference recommended that there should
be some program which would co-ordinate
the wvarious services on different levels
throughout all parts of the country. The re-
sult was that in 1953 the government of
the day announced the rehabilitation of dis-
abled persons agreements. It is interesting to
compare the description of the federal re-
habilitation assistance, as given on page 62
of the report of the Department of Labour for
the year ended March 3, 1960, with this legis-
lation. In the description of the services which
were inaugurated in 1953, we find that the
things which were provided then are very
similar to the things which are to be provided
by the proposed legislation. Therefore, Mr.
Chairman, I would think there is very little
new in this particular resolution. That, of
course, is no reason why there should not be
support for it. I do not think it would be
proper for us to think that this resolution
is doing something new and something which
has not been done in Canada before.

In my own province of Newfoundland re-
habilitation services present a very difficult
problem not only in case finding and treat-
ment, but also in training, retraining and
placement. Many of our people live in small
settlements scattered throughout more than
1,200 small communities along the coast.



