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Bill as it stands, and then when it is ac-
cepted by this Committee, it may be re-
printbed4

Mr. TWEEDIE: I regret very much that
I have not heard the remarks of the Min-
ieter of Justice in regard to this Bill. While
it is a very short Bill, it is very important,
and it lay's down a principle in connection
with the judiciary of this country which
should receive very careful consideration
before any change is made in the general
practice. Under this Bill, we give the Gov
ernment poier to fill temporarily vacancies
which may be caused lby the illness of mem-
bers of the Supreme Couot of Canada; but
when we do that, we should not go any fur-
ther, and the Governor in Council should
perform its function in connection with
temporarily filling these vacancies ju'st as
it does dn connection with a permanent ap-
pointment to the bench. It is per-
haps -unfair to this country to place
such a power-as would be- done under
this Bill as originally printed, or
as i is proposed to be amended by
the Minister of Justice-in the hands of the
Chief Justice of Canada or the Chief Justice
of .the Supreme Court of any province. Per-
haps it would be wise if the Government
would adhere to the original practice, and
have these appointments made, even al-
though they are made temporarily, [by an
Order in Council, for which the Govern-
ment shall be responsible. As to delay in
having these amendments printed, I call the
attention of the House to the fact that, prior
to the caliling together of the House of Com-
mons, there was dislocation of the work of
the Supreme Court of Canada. About a
month before Parliament assemlbled the
Supreme Court of Canada had to adceurn
its sittings by reason of the illness of.two of
its members. If there had- been absolute
necessity for haste this matter rnight have
'been disposed of much earlier in the session
than now. Personally, I am desirous of see-
ing in type the amendments which the
Minister of Justice proposes to make to this
Bill, and then I shall be able to vote in-
telligently on it.

Mr. LEMIEUX: I wish to press once more
the suggestion I made the other day to the
Minister of Justice about the assistant judge
of the Exchequer Court. The minister will
remenber that when the Supreme Court was
constituted Exchequer work was done by
the Suprenie Court. It was only in after
years that a separate jurisdiction was
created, and that the Exchequer Court came
into existence. At first there was only one

judge of the Exchequer Court, Mr. Justice
Burbidge. Then the present incumbent, Sir
Walter Cassel% was appointed, and an as-
sistant judge was appointed with the same
juris-diction, the only difference being that
one was the senior judge and the other the
junior. My hon. friend is right in stating
that the 'Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
may request the Chief Justice of any
Superior Court to delegate some one to act
as judge ad hoc. Would it not, be more
proper and more in the interests of the liti-
gants, inasmuch as it would save time, for
the chief justice to request the judge of the
Erchequer Court, who originaliy had the
same jurisdiction as he has, either to give
his services as judige ad hoc or to ask his
assistant to act in his stead? The reason is
obvious, Ibecause it may happen that the
Chief Judge of the Exchequer Court
may be away. The Exchequer Court
judges travel from one part of the country
to another. Sometimes you have Mr. Jus-
tice Audette or Sir Walter iCassels in Prince
Edward Island, or Quebec or Nova Scotia.
One of the two is generally in Ottawa. There
is no distinction as between their jurisdic-
tion; it is the same except that the one is
Chief Judge and the other is Assistant
Judge. It seems to me it would serve the
ends of justice, and it may on man occa-
sions save time to get right in the sane
building the very man whom the Supreme
Court would like to have to fill a gap. I
shall, under these circumstances, give notice
of an amendmaent to add to line sixteen,
after the word " judge," the words " or the
assistant judge."

Mr. DOHERTY: J appreciate what the
leader of the Opposition has pointed out
as to the impossibility, so far as I can see
it, of our reprinting the Bill at this stage
with the amendments in the position in
which they now stand. At the same time,
I have every desire in the world that the
measureshould not be dealt with, without
every hon. member feeling he has had every
opportunity to grasp its full effect and
significance. Under those circumstances, we
might proceed to-day in committee, and if,
after we have got through the committee
stage of the Bill, hon. members still feel
they desire further time for consideration,
we might perhaps not press the Bill further
to-day. It might still be possible, if we get
this Bill through this House to-morrow,
to attain the result, which I think is de-
sirable, of having the measure passed, if
the House desires it should be passed, in
time to put the court in a position to act
next week.


