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the passing of a statute. A resolution af
parliament means a statute, sa fair ais the
general legal provisions are ooncerned; and
to provide that auditors shall be selected by
a joint resolution of the flouse of Gommons
and the Senate in the iormi of a stastute does,
I think, remove it froma at ieast some diffi-
cuitiies that might at some time occur; tbey
are flot present at the moment, but they
might. The very fact that these words were
lef t ini afteir sa many revisions indicates ta
my mind that it was in'tended aiways that
the selection should be made by joint action
af the Senate and the flouse ai Gommons
acting ini their legisiative capacity for the
purpo-se ai effecting the provisions ai the
statute.

Mr. MACKENZIE RING: Mr. Chairman,
I cannat agree with the Prime Minister at
ail when he says it is unfair ta assert a
superior right on the part of the Pommons
when it cornes to deaiing with money matters.

Mr. BENNETT": This is nat a money
matter.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: My right hon.
iriend's assertion was a broad one ai the
superior right ai this flouse ai Gommons i
certain matters or any matters. There is no
doubt in the waorid that the right ai the
Pommans is superior ta the right ai any other
brandi of parliainent wvith respect to the
contrai ai public moneys and public ex-
penditure.

Mr. BENNETT: Hear, hear; we are agreed
an that.

Mr. MACKENZIE RING: I think it is
part of the obligation of the cammans ta
preserve that right as rigidiy as is possible.
As the Prime Minister says, the appointment
ai auditors is flot on ail fours with a financiai
measure, but the auditars are appointed ta
exercise supervision aver the expenditures af
the national railways, the ia-rgest expenditures
that this country bas ta account for under
any one particular service. And the a.naiogy
as a cansequence is close enough ta hoid as
ta the special right ai the conmaons in the
matter.

Further I should like ta draw attention ta,
the iact that ýthis flouse of Cammons bas
aiready parted pretty weil with its contrai
aver the raÀlways. We are beîng told by no
one oftener than the Prime Minister and the
Minister ai Railways that the financial diffi-
culties in this country are accounted for more
by the expenditurc an the national railways
than by anything else. In thase circumstances

it seems ta me that there is every reason
wýhy the commons shauld keep is contrai over
the expenditure oi public maneys by the rail-
ways and aver those wha are ta audit the
expenditure of these particular public moneys.

The Prime Minister speaks about politicai
cantrol, and says that the abject was ta do
away with poiitical contrai. That observation
is ta some extent a reflection upan the cam-
meas itseii. I cao speak the mare ireely in
that this measure proposes ta leave the mat-
ter entirely in the hands ai the present gav-
ernment, mareover, there is no pressure from
the opposition and na criticism ai the gav-
ernment's iikelihood ta deai in a partisan man-
ner with the appointments they are making.
What we are striving for is the maintenance
ai the broad principle that the gaverament
that is in power is responsible ta the people
for the expenditure ai public maneys, and
should keep in its contrai appointments which
wiil have an important bearing on the whole
matter ai expenditure and taxation. That is
a iar-reaching and fundamental principie, and
I think it shouid nat be departed iram. Each
time a surrender is made it becomes more
difficuit ta maintain the position. Last session
when the bill was bel are the hause the righit
ai an-y change in the persan ai the president
of the railway was taken *away iramn the gov-
ernment ai the day, and by an act ai parlia-
ment matters were s0 arranged that another
house, net the one elected by the peuple,
would have ta sanction any change ai the
persan who was ta hold the chiei administra-
tive office ai the raiiway. I think that is get-
ting very far away irom the contrai by the
people over their public utilities and over
the expenditure of public moneys incidentai
thereto and wherever a situation ai that kind
arises the commons ought ta assert its posi-
tion very strongly by apposing it. I stili
hope the minister wii1 nat press the matter.
If he does, I feel we ought ta register aur vote
against it. We may be vot-ed dawn, but,
nevertheiess, the matter invoives a funda-
mental principie which I think ought ta be
preserved. I have no desire ta divide the bouse
on a measure ai this kind, but iram the way
the minister spoke in intraducing it, I feel
that be himseii was nat too sure ai wbat the
intention of the pravision was' the bill is
simply intended to amend an act, but is daing
so in a raundabout way. I wish the minister
wauld consent ta leave the matter over until
he bas had oppartunity for is fýurther con-
sîderation.

Mr. BELL (Hamiltan): The Prime Min-
ister has miade a suggestion that se,-ms cal-
cuiated ta remave any difflculty. Wauld it


