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order in council. I think it would be super­
fluous to have further appeals from decisions 
of these judges because, as I have said, they 
will be taken from the superior courts.

decision of the department, or the minister, if 
you like. Whatever is decided, there is at 
present no appeal against that decision. We 
are now providing for an appeal to an asses­
sor. It seems to me that both hon. gentlemen 
missed the point completely in that they did 
not refer to clause 11 of the bill, which 
provides:

The Governor In Council may, from among the 
judges of the Exchequer Court of Canada and the 
superior courts of the provinces, appoint an assessor 
and such number of deputy assessors as he con­
siders necessary to hear and determine appeals 
from compensation awards made under this act or 
under any other act to which this part is made 
applicable, and, subject to the provisions of this 
act, may prescribe their jurisdiction.

I think I should draw that clause to the 
attention of the house. Therefore, the asses­
sors will be members of the Exchequer Court 
of Canada or the superior courts of the prov­
inces. Surely, the hon. gentlemen missed the 
point completely when they said an appeal 
will not be heard by people who are compe­
tent in the courts, because this is the place 
from which the assessors will come. This is 
provided for in clause 11. As a matter of 
policy, we feel that inasmuch as appeals are 
to be heard by superior court judges—

Mr. Glsave: Mr. Speaker, I would like to—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Order, 
please. The hon. member for Saskatoon-Big- 
gar (Mr. Cleave) has risen to ask a question.

Mr. Cleave: Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to 
point out, if I may, that in my speech I did 
say an appeal would be heard by a judge.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Order.

Mr. Olson: As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, 
as a matter of policy we feel that inasmuch as 
appeals are to be heard by a superior court 
judge appointed as an assessor to hear mat­
ters within very clearly defined and limited 
terms of reference, his decision should be 
final and conclusive to prevent the prolonging 
of proceedings.

What we are talking about here in so far as 
appeals are concerned is the rate of compen­
sation. The maximum and the minimum will 
be set by order in council, not by the depart­
ment. The appeal would be to an assessor 
who would be a judge of the Exchequer 
Court of Canada or of the superior courts of 
the provinces. These judges will hear appeals 
with regard to the amount of the assessment 
within the minimum and maximum set by 
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Is the
house ready for the question?

Some hon. Members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): All
those in favour of the amendment will please 
say yea.

Some hon. Members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Those
opposed will please say nay.

Some hon. Members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): In my
opinion the nays have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Béchard): Call in
the members.

The house divided on the amendment (Mr. 
Gleave), which was negatived on the follow­
ing division:
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