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Committee in accordance with a ýsort of en-
tente cordiale that has «developed .between, the
two Houses in the discussion of this matter. 1
tbink it only -fair ta say that.

ý I would like ta offer -a few observations
with regard ta this section 25, the clause deal-
ing, with. pension ta the widow who niarried
subsequently ta the appearance of the disa-
bility. When, a few days ago, 1 spoke on
this question I said. that the law was very
technical, very camplex, very difficuit to un-
derstand, very difficult ta explain, and it is
necessary only ta repeat ta the Senate, at
this time the story of this particular clause
in arder te bring out h-ow difficuitthe question
bas been. When aur Committee first assem-
bled we had laid bef are us the Bill as it came
from the Hanse of Gommons, and clause 25
praposed ta deal with this case. Before the
Bill came ta us at ahl I had called upon certain
members of the Cammittee of the other flouse
iid asked them what this clause meant, how it
would aperate, what it would cost, and s0
forth, and I found the members of that Com-
mittee very shaky an the clause-very shaky
indeed. Sa when we reached this clause in aur
Committee we adopted the somewhat unusual
expedient of asking certain praminent mcm-
bers of the Cammittee of the other flouse ta
attend upon us and discuss the clause witb us.
It must be borne in mind that the Committee
of the Commons held 47 sessions and the
evidence that it taok comprises 250 printed
pages. As a result of the 47 meetings and the
250 printed pages the Gommons Committee
produce section 25 of the Bill. Certain mem-
bers of that Committee came before us the
other day, and the discussion had lasted anly
five or ten minutes when they entirely receded
from the position taken on this clause of the
Bil, adrnitting that it was practically useless,
it could nlot be explaîned, and they had grave
dauhts t.hat it would work. They themselves
offered us another clause, which I read the
other day, and will read again:

No pension shalI be paid ta the widow of a
meniber of the forces who was married ta hini
after the appearance of the injury or disease
which reeulted in bis death unless in the
opinion of the Commission the condition of
sncb rnember of the forces was at the time of
the marriage such that it wauld be reasonable
ta anticipate that the injury or disease would
liot result in death.

)Previously we had ascertained that, se far
Ëw the records of the Pension Commission
show, there are about 700 widows whose hus-
ba.nds died of their pensianable disability and
wha married prier ta the appearance of the
disability. Having received this clause from
these gentlemen in lieu of what is contained
in the Bill, we proceeded ta test it by asking

anc question. We asked, "What effect will
this clause have with respect ta these 700
widows for whom we are particularly anxious
to do something?" These gentlemen at once
turned ta the members of the Board of Pen-
sion Commissioners, who were present, and
asked theni, as we ail did, how they wauld.
interpret the clause with respect ta those
widows. Their immediate answr-and we al
agreed, I think, with the soundness of it-was
this: "In the case of theise 700 widows, as we
interpret this clause, we believe they would
get nothing under it, because when they were
married it must have been reasonable, in the
opinion of the Commission, ta anticipate that
the injury or disease would not result in death,
and in point af fact 'the husbands are ahl
dead." How could the Commission interpret
this, clause favourably ta th-ose 700 widows
when the men have actually died?

Han. Mr. CALDER: From their disability.

Han. Mr. GRIESBACH: Fram their dis-
ability. Con.sequently it was scen at once
that the clause served na useful purpase.

Then there was submitted ta us a clause
fram the representatives of ex-service men.
Here again wc faund that so much was left
ta the discretian of the Commission, by the
use of the wards "an carly death", that if
this clause were applicd ta the case of the 700
widaws they would get nathing.

Then we had lurther discussion, and we
draftcd aur report. It was pass9ed an ta the
Commons, and again we had members of the
other flouse came bel are us. They sub-
mitted a clause, and later a prominent mem-
ber af their Cammittee came before us and
submitted another clause, making some slight
changes. We tested this clause hy another
question. 'I may inform hanourable gentle-
men that in these cases in which the widow
married su'bsequently ta the appearance of the
disability and the pensioner is dead, the widow
gets no pension, but a pension -is payable ta
a dependent father or mother wha may be
somewhere in the offing. Therefore, in the
case af these 700 widows there are likely ta be,
and na doubt there are, a number af depen-
dents naw securing the pension which the
widow would otherwise have. Consequently,
the adoption af a clause drawn in accordance
with the suggestion, containcd in the message
fram the Bouse af Commons and the appli-
cation of that clause ta the situation which I
have just outlined would result in this situ-
ation, that the Govcrmcent must in.form de-
pendents who for n-ine years, up ta last year,
or for part of that period, have been in the
enjoymcnt of dependents' pensions, that it is
taking these pensions away from them for


