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think it is just the other way about. In -ny
view the honourahie members of this Cham-
ber, whose function and duty it is to help
make the Iaws of this country, have a respon-
sibility at least equal to that of the judges
on the Bench, whose duty it is to interpret
the laws. Furtherrnore, under the constitu-
tion, in case of impeachmnent we are the
judges of the judge. Lt is to this Chamber
that the question would corne for decision:
Has the judge so rnisconducted himself that
he ought to be no longer in office? 1 think I
arn justified in the position 1 have indicated,
that there is certainly upon the individual
members of this Chamber as rnuch respon-
sibility as upon the judges of our superior
courts, if not greater responsibility.

1 would direct the attention of honourable
senators to this fact. We have, by actual
count, nineteen members of this Chamber
who have passed their seventy-fifth birthday.
Eleven of those honcurable gentblemen sit on
one side cf the House, eight on the other. I
arn one of the eight. 0f course, 1 cannot ask
any'body to express hirnacif as to the fitness of
the eight honourable gentlemen, but 1 will
juat remind you of what you all know-that
arnong thern are leading members of this
Chamber. Then take the eleven old gentle-
men who sit on the other side of the Huse,
andi again, if you look over their names, you
will find among themn some of our most
distinguished and moat active members. I
arn wiîhing to put my case to my colleagues
who sit beside me on this side of the bouse.
Is there one of you who can say that of the
eleven honourable gentlemen 1 have indicatcd
a single one has so deteriorated inteliectually
by reason of advancing years that he is not
perfectly competent to f111 the position he
now occupies?

The sarne thing is true of the members of
the Bench, so far as'I amn acquainted with
them. There are fifteen, it is said, in the
Dominion. The numbers for each province
were given by the Solicitor General. Six of
them are in the Province of Ontario and une
is in the Province of Saskatchewan. With
each one of those seven I arn intimately
acquainted, and 1 mey say that with each one
of them I have had the privilege of lifedong
warrn personal friendshîp. I arn content to
say-not bold to say, because everybody
knows it-that those seven men, the one frorn
Saskatchewan and the six frorn Ontario, are
to-day among the rnost 1earned, most efficient,
most experienced and ablest judges in Canada.
If we pass this measure it will mean that
sirnply because ýeach one of those men has
passed his seventy-fifth birthday the coun-
try is to lose his services or he is to be

forced to take a salary substantially lower
than that received by bis most junior
colleague. It is flot fair, i-t is nlot reasonable,
it is flot in the interest of the country that it
should be done. Speaking for myself, with no
other ýpersonal interest in the matter than
that of friendship, 1 protest against it and
say that this measure ought neyer to have been
introduced.

The onily real argument or excuse offered in
favour of it in the other Chamber just shows
the danger of taking the first step. It was
said: "WTe are going to do this because you
did it. You have done it before, in the case
of the federal ýcourts-the Supreme Court and
the Court of Exchequer; now we are going to
do it in the case of the superior courts- of the
provinces." In exactly the saine way, when
the corrcsponding measure with regard to the
federal courts in Ottawa was introduced and
passed in the other House, it was said to be
justified because the pre.vious Goveronent
had done the same thing in the case of the
county judges. That was what the honour-
able gentleman whom I aiiuded. to wanted
me to do twenty-five years ago-to start with
the cotinty Judges, and, I suppose, to worl:
upwards, just as has been done u-p to the
present time, when we have the culmination of
it ail in the present Bill.

It is a vcry unpleasant thought that this is
a step which no one would be willing, 1 suip-
pose, to undertake to put into force by direct
enactmient. At any rate, this Bill does flot
pretend to say that every .iudge who com-
pletes his seventy-fifth year must irnmediately
retire. It goes about the matter by a cir-
cuitous route, in a fashion which. I cannot hoIp
saying is unworthy of Parliament. Lt is just
the same kind of whipping the devîl round
the sturnp that we had a year ago in the
matter of reducing the judges' salaries, or of
putting upon them instead an extra ten per
cent tax. I protested against that a year ago,
and 1 cannot help protest.ing again, because 1
think that if the present measure simp'ly en-
forccd immediate resignation very few indeed
would be found willing to support it.

A great many people think, and after reading
the rernarks of the Prime Minister in the
buse of Commons I cannot help forrning the
opinion that he thinks, that the salary we
pay to our judges is a matter of contract and
that the lowering of that salary would be a
breach of contract as bctween the indivi-dual
Judge and the Parliament of Canada. I arn
not willing to say that 1 think otherwise. But
I do not like putting it upon that ground. It
may be that in many respects the appointrnent
cf a jiudge or his acceptance of office is in
the nature of a contract on his part to serve


