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My righttlhon. friend concluded his remarks
with words which I shall use in concluding
mine.

As I say, it is with regret that one lias to
deal with this matter as a miatter of principle
with respect te this particular legisiation, and
I have endeavoured to assure the Prime Minis-
ter that it is because we believe a principle
should bie laid down wbicb will be of very great
value in this country at this time, when there
is a tendency to entrust publie moneys in large
sums to commissions, that we are impelled by
whatever sense of duty nîay actuate us in the
discharge of or obligations bore to move this
amendment.

Il hie wilI just suibstitute for the words "ten-
dency to entrust public moneys in large sums
to commissions", the words "tendency to con-
fer vos-y large powers upon a board whicli will
act independently of the government of the
day," hie iill have the added empliasis which
1 sbould like to place on his own words.

1 realize my right bon. friend hias behind
him. the numibers whicli will enable himn to
have bis own way with xespect to anything
lie may wish to do. But I would say to husn,
that liaving in mind the good hie hopes will
corne out of this particular measure and the
general approval which lie trusts the country
will extend to it, lie shoudd consider this mat-
ter a litf le furtlier and apply to the section
at present. before us those excellent and ad-
mirable principles which lie himself lias laid
down in the passages I have jii't qiîoted.

Mr. BENNETT: Few things are more pass-
ing, strangc in politics than the attitude of
those wlio condemn a tbing most strongly at
one time and advocate it at another. Tlie
right lion, gentleman this afternoon is using,
to apply to son2ething else, the observations
whicb I made in connection with a grant of
moiqey. He now asks the committeo te adopt
the views I then expressed and to do violence
to the opinions which lie tlien expressed. H1e
voted against the vicws I then expressod; ho
tore themn to pieces as being unworthy of the
consideration of tlie house at that mjemenit,
and his mai ority at once responded and voted
duwn my amendment to the third reading of
the bill. H1e says now in 1931 that what I
suggested in 1928 was riglit and týhat ho was
wrong. Usually it lias noV been tlie habit cf
deliberative assemblies to attacli mucli weight
to, prophets wbo were wrong in 1928 and wlio,
clianging their minds ie 1931, say: "Look
wliat we %vill do if we have the opportunityl"
1 was amazed 'Vo bear the riglit lion, gen-
tleman. There is a fundamental rule whicb
sbould ho followed in cases of this kind,
namely, that as regards specifie observations
made by any memnbor of tlie bouse with re-
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spect to a particular forrn of transaction, yeu
have no riglit te apply such observations te
another matter which bas no referonce te it.
Salaries, cf course, involve tlie paymont cf
money. That is sc with respect Vo judges.
But would anyone say that because seme
appointments to tlie judiciary are net sueli
as merit the support cf the people we weuld
be warranted in declaring, because an annual
grant is involved, thit we will net make
provision f.or their salaries from. year te year?
It cert.ainly lias neyer been done. IV cor-
tainly, if I recaîl the language cf at least
cne iudge cf tbe courts cf this country, neyer
could legally be done, having regard te tlie
declarations we bave made.

Fundamentally, for some strange reason,
the riglt lien. gentleman declines-I say de-
dlines, advisedly, because bis intelligence is
so higli that 'he quite realizes wliat we have
donc te accept the plain meaeing attached
to the language cf tliis statute. We have
creatcd a court under tlie provisions cf the
law whicb confer on the federal parliamont
the right to create a federal court. Wo 'have
given that court judicial functions. We have
limitcd the exercise cf those functions, and we
bave declared that that court shaîl bo cern-
posed of thrce, a chairman and two othors.
They are the personnel of the court. Who
would think cf asking any court te accept
office during ipleasure?

Mr. ILSLEY: You did it in 1912, or at
least Sir Thomas White did it in bis bill.

Mr. BENNETT: But the bill nover became
law. There was net a court.

Mr. ILSLEY: lit liad the powers cf a court
cf record, according te the bill.

Mr. BENNETT: It was net a court.

Mr. ILSLEY: I bave the bill bore.

Mr. BENNETT: I amn thnrnîighly familiar
witli the bill. It was not a court cf record,
tbough it had certain powers cf a court. This
is a court cf record. We are creatieg a court
cf record with ail that appertains and ho-
longs to a court cf record. We have previded
that the personnel shail number three, and
that the court shall exorcise judicial functions.
No court wcrtby cf the namo can ever serve
the purpose inteeded if the judges ivbo con-
stitute it hold office during pleasure. That
is elementary. That requires no staternt
frcm. me.

Mr. HANBURY: It depends altogether
upon the personnel.


