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THE SENATE

Thursday. May 18, 1933.

The Sonate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
tlîu Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRIVATE BILL

REPORT 0F COMMITTEE

Hion. Mr. TANINER presentcd tlic report of
thec Standing Ceniiîiittec on Banking andCern-
incrce on Biii Fi, an Act te incorporate the
Discount ani Loan Corporation of Canada,
and moved concurrence therein.

He said: This Biii lias been amcnded by
the iCormittee for the purpose of bringing it
into conformity with existing statutes relating
to similar corporations. As arnendod it meets
with the approvai of the Superintendent of
Insurance. Under tue circumstances, porhaps
tue House wiii be preparod to concur in tue
amendments now~ in order te facilitate the
passage ot tue Biii.

Tho motion was agrced te.

THIRD READING

ion. Mr. TANNER moved tue tiiird rcad-
ing of tlîe Bill.

Thue motion ivas agreed te, andl tue Biil ivas

read the third time , and passed.

]EXPENSES 0F BEAUHARNOIS INQUIRY

Before tic Orders of the Day:

Riglît Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Honeurabie
mîemhers, on May 3. on the authiority of the

ionourabie senater fromn Manitou (Hon. Mr.

Siiarpe), Chairunan ot the Comrnittee on In-

ternai Ecenemy, this House ivas informed that

$4,305.17 was ail the expenditure chiargeable
te the Sonate in respect et the Beauharnois
Inquiry. Ho lias ,sin(-e advised me that this

ex1 icnditure relates te 1932 oniy. The acceunts
up te Mardi 31, 1933, have not yet been au-
dited. These contaîn a further expenditure
ot $14,002.16, wlîiclî wiii appear in the report
of tue Committeo next session. It wiii be seen
iliat the total expenditure is $18,397.33.

PENSION BILL

MEMBERSHIP 0F APPEAL COURT

Before the Orders et the Day:

Riglît Hen. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yesterday, on
tue tiîird reading et the Pension Biil, the hion-
ourahie senater f roma Lauzon (Hon. Mr.
Béiand) moved in auiiondaient to tlie section
cleaiing with the Appeai Court that "ene
member et the Court shahl ho an experienced
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mcdical graduate." I statcd there was mauch
to bo said in favour of the solection of a doctor
as one of the mombers of the Court, that
considoration wouid bo given to the honour-
able scnator's proposai, and that, as no doubt
the President of the Court, .Iudge Hyndman,
would be consulted, I feit that if he agreod

with the suggestion a medicai man wouid be
seiected. Thereupon the honotirabie senator
withdrew bis amendment. At the time I made
the shitement I 1thoughit that while the Pension

Act made it obligatory on the Gov ernment to

appoint as President a judge, or a lawyer et

ten years' standing, this obligation did not ex-
tend to the qualifications of the other mem-

bers. I think tHe lionourabie scnator opposite
was under the saine impression. I find, how-

over, tint the section dealing with theso ap-
pointmcints reads:

A persoîl appeinte(i a nieniber of the Court
shial he a person wlio is or lias been a judge
et a Suiperior, Court or of a County or District
Couîrt of aîîy et the provinces of Canada, or a
liareiser or advocate of at least ten yoars'
si)tdig at the Bar of any of the said prov-
i liOci.

Sincc liaving recourse to the exact wording
of tue statute, I have made inquiries and find
the point ivas deait withi by the committeo.
The (emmittee was unanimousiy of the

opinion that, the duties of the Appcai Court

heing purc'Iy of a ludiciai character, its miem-

bers sliouid be qualified by training fromn that

standpoint. Conscquentiy tue Act so rcads.

Hon. Mr. BELAND: I was undcr the im-

pression tiîat oniy the Chiairman of tue Court

iiad to be a judge or a barrister.

Riglît Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It was my
impression, ton.

Hon. Mr. BELAND: I bcg to differ with
the riglit honourabie gentleman's statement

that the matters which corne before the Ap-
peal Court are pureiy of a legai nature. With-
in the past four or five da,%s I have read a

jIiiment of the Appeai Court giving its
reasons for confirming a decision ef the lower
court. Tiiese reasons arc based on the nature,
oetioiogy and development of the applicant's
Jisease. I was very mucli surprisod to find

that the ýCourt had such an intimate knowledge
of mcedicaI science. Of course, I may be told

that it had the advantage ef medicai ad-

visers. I arn inclined to agree; otherwise I

shouid think the court couid not render such
a decision. But tiîis makes my point ail the

stronger.

Riglit Hon. Mr. MEIGIHEN: I did not say

thle functiens of the Appeal Court were purely

judiciai. 1 was rather impressed îvith the

lionourable senator's argument. But the Pen-


