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From the time when, in 1912, the Department of

External Affairs, then a small bureau, was placed in

charge of the Prime Minister, there were moments when

it was felt that, despite all the advantages of integration

and collaboration, the double burden was inconvenient to

the bnmuleare* Premier and not in the best interests of the

Department's own administration. Borden had favoured the

combination, but according to Mr. King, Bennett at first

favoured a divorcement but acquiescéd in the joint control.

During Mr. King's regime, the Opposition urged the divorce-

ment, but Mr, King resisted this steadily until 1946.

The ultimate measures taken to establish a sep-

arate portfolio of External Affairs, under a separate

Minister, belong to a period beyond the present survey,

but the action taken may be described here as an Annex.

The separation of the Department of External

Affairs from the Prime Minister's Office - a reversal of

the arrangement brought about in 1912 under Sir Robert

Borden - was repeatedly urged, both inside and outside

of Parliament. But up to 1946 Mr. Mackenzie King, as Prime

Minister, asserted the practical necessity of this com-

bination of offices during war-time, but admitted the

desirability of separation in normal*times.(1)
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