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COMMONS DEBATES.

May 5,

by the Minister of Finance should include a statement of
the reasons for which the warrants were issued, showing
the urgent and immediate necessity for them ; and it appears
that this is required by the Act, because it says:

*“ The Auditor General ghall in all such cases prepare a statement of
all ruch legal opinions, reports of Council, special warrants and
cheques issued witbout his certificate, and of all expenditure incurred
in consequence there.f, which he shall deliver to the Minister of Fio-
ance and Receiver General, to be by him presented to Parliament not
later than the third day of the Session thereof then next ensuing.”
The olject in having this return is not only that we
should guard the public expenditure, but that the Govern-
ment should be required to show to Parliament the urgent
and immediate requirements which made it necessary to
incur such unauthorised expenditure.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman does

not touch the point I raised, that is, that you cannot get.

the Governor General's warrant at all without stating pro-
cisely in the same terms that he has read to the House the
urgent necessity that exists. That is all that is contained
in what he read; there is no information further; because
the law requires that the Governor General’s warrant shall
ounly be obtained on the statement that the necessity of the
expenditure is urgent and unforescen, and that there is no
parliamentary provision for it. So that the hon. gentle-
man’s argument does not affect the case at all.

Mr. WELDON. Ido not think we quite understand each
other in this matter, Thero is no doubt that the law is as
pointed out by the hon. Minister of Finance, that urgency isa
cordition precedent to the issue of the Order in Couneil.
The Act provides that the Auditor General shall preparo a
statement of all such reports of Council, special warrants
and all expenditure incurred in consequence thereof, which
he shall deliver to the Minister of Finance, to be by him
presented to Parliament, not later than the third day of
the Session thereof then next ensuing.

Sir CIHIARLES TUPPER. That has been done in all
these cases.

Mr. WELDON. That has been dono, but what 1 say is
that it should appear in the statement brought down to
this House.

Sir COARLES TUPPER. Thon, the hon. gentleman, I
suppose, will bo very much surprised when I tell him 1hat
although the law 1equires that this statement should be
laid on the Tuble within so many days of the Session, in
the years 1874, 1875 ard 1876, the Government did not lay
any statement on the Table of the House at all, although
they bad expended money in the same way.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The law was passed in
1878,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, the law was passed be-
fore. 1t was exactly the same in 1874 that it is to-day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, What warrants were
taken in those years?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. A number of warrants. 'The
hon. gentleman will find in the Supplementary Hstimates a
large number of iteme, with a foot-note saying that $222,000
of the above were issued on Govercor General’s warrants,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT., What year?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER, 1877, I thiok.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was brought
down in the proper time,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, not laid on the Table.

1818.
Mr. WzLDpON,

Mr. WELDON. The Audit Act was not passed until |

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The law requiring these
Governor General’s warrants to be laid on the Table of the
House was passed in 1867.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As this is getting to
be a conversational discussion, I may remind the hon.
gentleman that the warrants for that $222,000 he refers
to were brought down and laid on the Table on the Jth of
February.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not in the previous years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You have not produced
the statement of the previous years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Because they are not in the
archives and cannot be produced. Therefore it isimpoasible
to comply with the demand of the hon. gentleman,

Mr. WELDON. What I say is that the authority was
not obtained previous to 1878, and the Auditor Gererals
office was not created until that year. But when the hon.
Minister of Finance refers to the statements brought down
in those years a8 his justification, I say the circamslances
are very different, ‘I'hose statements showed precisely the
days on which the Orders in Council and the warrants were
issued, and it is the duty of the Government to bring down
the warrants and Orders in Council as well as the accounts.
What have we to show the urgency of these matters 7 We
can form no opinion with reference to many of these trans-
actions, and we can hardiy suppose a case in which thero
was urgency. On the 14th of April, by Order in Council
passed on the 12th of Aprii, $4,000 is paid to the S. Cath-
arines Milling and Lumber Company for their costs in the
suit of the Queen against that company.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is only half the amount
voted by Parliament for the purpose.

Mr. WELDON. If itis a lapsed vote, it should be so
pointed out; and that, again, is a strong argument why we
should have the warrants, the Orders in Council or the
report of the Committee of Privy Council, to show the
House whether itis a lapsed vote or not. In some cases the
amounts are stated to be lapsed votes, and I am not dis-
posed to quarrel very much with them; but where it does
not a@ppear that the expernditure is a lapsed vote, but
appesars to be something new, the objection is that on the
ove of the sitting of Parliament the Government passed
this Order in Council with regard to a matter for which
ovon, as & lawyer, I cannot see any urgeut and immediate
necessity. Then. we find that nearly $85,000 wes expended
in October and December and March for rolling stock on
the Iotercolonial Railway. We voted an appropriation for
that purpose for the year; and has there been during the
past year such destruction of the rolling stock as to require
the expenditure of that amount of money for additional
rolling stock ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would my hon. friend allow
me to call his attention to the fact that in the appropria-
tion of the Governor General's warrant, which he bas in
his hand, of 1878, there is $76,726 for Intercolonial freight
cars.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A lapsed balance.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not o stated.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, it is so stated.

S'r CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I believe it is, but the
service is precisely the same as that taken exception to.

Mr, WELDON. The Order in Council reads :

‘40n & memorandum dated 15th October, 1877, from the hon. the Min-
ister of Finance, stating that having had under coasideration the reports
. of the Ministers of Public Works, Militia, and Agriculture, respecting
certain balances of appropriations of 1876-77 which have lapsed, and 1t
appearing that the continued expenditure for those services, which are -
not otherwise provided for, is necessary.’ ’




