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office during good behaviaur for ten ycars.
It was my intention et one stage, as the
Minister ai Marine kaows, ta mave an aend-
ment which wouid provide that wc strike out,
in the fifth line ai that section, ail the words
after "gavernar in counicih'" down ta the end,
and substitute therefor the words "who shahl
hoid office during pleasure." I do not sec why
in e bill of this sort thrce mca shauld be
appointed for a definite period of time iastcad
of a commission being crcated ta hoid office
during picasure. The Minister of Marine is
nat et ail certain even in his owa mind that
the three mca whom hie miglit select for this
commission are gaing ta be-

Mr. IIOWE: On a point ai arder, how dacs
the hon. gentleman knaw wvhat is in my
mind?

Mr. WALSHI: I put it in this way: It is
quite possible for even the Miaister af Marine
ta make a wrang selection in connection with
appaintmcnts ta this commis.sion: These men,
it is assumed, are appointed for a period af
ten yeers. During that time a ncw gavern-
ment might came inta power ta whom these
men wouid nat be acceptable: then we should
bave ta put through this house a measure ta
get rid ai them. We have the same difficulty
et the prc.sent time in connectian with the
board ai trustees for aur raiiways. They were
appainted for a definite period, and. probebiy
the Minister of Railw-ays wishcs et this time
that that lied nat been dore. In Hensard of
1931 is shown the attitude that was then
teken on this metter by no icss a persan then
the present Prime Mini.ster (Mr. Mackenzie
King). Ia no uncertain tcrms hie condemned
the appaintmcnt ai the commissianers for a
flxcd periad ai time. I shahl not read bis
speech, which was et greet icngth an'd may be
foiind on page 2704 ai Hanserd, ai June 16,
1931. Ha condemncd moat hertily appoint-
ments ai this sort ta a commission simihar ta
this one, and yct we have the gaverrnent
w-hich is naw led by him bringing in hegisiatian
af the camne kind. I cennat undcrstand suce
action. I amn very much apposed ta any body
ai mea being eppointcd by this bouse as coin-
missioners for e periad ai tea ycars, binding
the eppaintments an the presenit gavernment
and on future gaveraiments which may bold
office during that pcriod.

Mr. DUNNING: This is a ncw light, surcly.

Mr. BENNETT: That is the present Prime
Minister.

Mr. WALSHI: I amn reierring ta remarks
which werc made in this bouse in 1931 by
the present, leader ai the gaverniment, wben hie
toak the camne exception ta sirnilar appoint-
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ments that I arn taking to the appointment
which is going through the bouse to-night.
This emphasizes how the complexion of things
changes according to the side of the hous an
which one finds onescif. If, as I hope, I may
have the good fortune some day to be sitting
on the rig-ht of the Speaker, I hope I shal' flot
turn about face upon a matter af this kind.

I desire also to refer to a certain omission
from the bill. We have heard it suggested,
I believe by the minist-er himseif, that it was
hi-s idea to have appointed, under the contrai
of tho commission, port managers. There is
no mention of that in this bill. I contend
that in a mea.cure s0 vastiy important ta cer-
tain sections of Canada, particulerly ta the
district I happen ta represent, when a change
of this sort is ta be brought about, when port
managers are ta be appoited, there should be
embodicd in the 'bill some refereace ta such
appoiatments and a clear definition ai the
duties of the appointees. I do not find any
reference ta this in the bill, and it foIlows that
fia duties are clcarly or specifically defined. I
do nat know whethcr it wes a point that was
overiooked by the Minister of Marine, or
wheth-er it w-as, deliberately amitted from the
bill with some particuler or peculiar mative in
mi. I arn not prcpared ta fathom the
depths of wisdom thet uinderlie the bill itseif,
but on this matter I feel that the house is
entitl'ed ta hav e includcd in the bill some-
thing wvhich wvi1I guarantee the integrity of
our ports more surely than they are
guaranticed by the measure that is now abaut
ta be passed.

I amn a little concernied about the ultimate
future of the part of Montreal. I feel t1hat
there are certain omissions from the bill and
certain features of it, that ultimetely wvili
jeopardize that part. I arn sorry that there
are not more members for the Montreal
district present in the house. I should like
to have heard their expressions ai opinion
as ta whether thcy consider the bill in its
present, form quite satisiactory and not en-
daagering in any way the future af aur great
national port. If Moatreai is in danger-and
I feel that it is being cndangcred by this
bill-aur national life is also ta some exteat
affectcd. If the power and autharity ta con-
trai the ports ai Canada werc boing placcd
in the hands of an independent, commission, I
would say that possibly that wvas a stop worthy
ai some consideration. The bill docs not do
that. It pretends ta do it, but in reality the
power is centraiizcd under the autharity of
anc individuai, and I for anc do not want ta
cntrust the future of the port oi Montreai ta
even the present Minlister of Marine, for
wham I have the greatest cstccm. I do nat


