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Mr. McKENZIE: Lsjt thé intention that
copies of the lists o! electors shahl be
supplied to the Electoral Officer a& they are
now furnished te the Clerk of the Crown ini
ChanceryP

Mr. GUTHRIE: Yea, they wili corne to
the Chie! Elec-toral Offleer.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Subsetionea
(a) (b) (c) (d> and (e) refer tb the duties
that fcormerly devolved upon the Clerk of
the Crowu in Chancery. , f that je e what
is it proposed te do witki that officer when
the Bill bas .passed?

Mr. GUTHRIE: I do not know that 1
can tell -exactly what they will do with him.
I belive lie je ent.itled now to seme consi-
deration by way of superannuation. I
suppose that is a matter to be considered in
the future. By thie Bill we are going to
abolish the office, and I have no doubt the
Governinent wilI find some way o! dealing
with tihe situation.

Mr. CURRIE: I would like to say some-
thing ini connection witih thisa appointment~-

The CHAIRMAN: The appointinent of
the Chie! Eleteral Officer>

Mr. CURRIE: No, I arn referring to the
clause-under discussion whereby it je pro-
poeed to have the Parlisinentary Counsel
appointed as Ohie! Electoral Officer. It is
not many monthe eince the Giovernimen4
saw fit ta diepense with the servtces of the
Law Clerk and Parliamentary Counsel and
appoint another. SuppoSe'thesane condi-
tion should exiat in *a year or two or at
any time; 'how can you allow this saine
person to carry a life appoin.tment ini
another department of the Goverument? I
-think that is something that the Govern-
ment ought to consider before they ask
thie House to pass sudh a clause. The
Parliamentary Counsel can be remnoved by
resolution after the paseing oft he Act-The
.Law Clerk waa removed; he is st.ill quite a
young man. This Bill sage that the Parlia-
mentary Counsel, who is appointed during
pleasure shaHi be appoinLed -for a Illie terni
as Chie! Electoral Officer. Suppose the
Parlibaaentary Council je removed, what
happene to theý Chie! Electoral Offleer? This
should be considered. before the clause ie
adopted in uts finality. I wish te express
my st.rong objection Io -the appointment of
any cit he officers o! thjs Houe for *ljfe.
You are only setting up a form of Prus-
eienisen when you are appeinting officere
for ljfe. You wjl very soon find that these
officers will consider themeelves to 'be above
the House of Gommons snd we will IL-ve

no control over them wbatever. The Ontarjo
Governinent, in the gooduess o! ite heart,
appointed certain ofilcers for lite and now
jt finds that it cannot do anything wjth
thein. The Law Society in Ontario memori-
alized the Government te do certain thige
te these offie!' but these offiers ait backý
langh and say: You cannot remove iis; we
are the saine as judges. Lt je an underno-
cratic principle to appoint any mani te any
office for life.

Mr. JACQES,: Even judgesP

Mr. CURRIE: Even judges. Ln the
United States judges are elected by the
people, and we do not find any great desjre
there to -have thein eppointed for 111e. Lt
is the saine with officers of this kjnd. Very
many of the officers who are appointed for
bife ought to be in the asyluin. The Govern-
ment should take cognâzance o! these thjngs
whin, they ask this Houe ta ewalw the
appointinent o! any person for lle. Lt je
enough that we have to appoint J5udges
without having te appoint other officers of
the Crown for li! e. I trust the Mjnister
will ses to it that thia clause j5 considered
further, because this officer je, going to hold
a dual position. Lt je anomnaleus that a
subsjdiary or junior officer of this House
should be the Che! Electoôral Offioer. 1
could understand the Clerk being appeinted
Chie! Office but not the legal officer of the
House. I thinak the c14zise should stand.

Mr. GUTHRIE: Mr. Chairman-

The CHAIRMAI;: Before any answer je
girven te ths hon. gentleman, I muet point
out that we are etjill upon clause 18 which
has niothing to do with tihe appointment of
the Chiel Elèctoral Officer.

Mr. CAHLLL: Il yeu do away with the
present officer you will have ne officer. jf
clause 19 dees net carry. The hon. member
for North Simcoe (Mr. Ourrje) is quite in
order when ha asks te have this clause
stand.

The CHAlRMAN: » The Chair hb only
decjded that the reoent discussion is not
relevant te clause 18. If the hon. member
for Pontiac (Mr. Cahill) wishee tao take
exception to that ruling. bis *proper recourse
je te appeal f rom the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. CAHILL: Well I appeal frein the
ruling o! the Chair.

Mr. CURRIE: You called me te, order.
Mr. Chairman, but you did net caîl the
reet of the members to order and the min-
ister was proceeding ta answer. Lt hap-


