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dy be made of Governor General’s special warrants (see Appendix 1,

it The two warrants issued during the year under review each included three
[\ exn? Which did not meet the test of being “urgently required for the public
800d”. These are:

(1)

(2)

(3)

An item “to supplement other votes, subject to the approval of the
Treasury Board, for the payment of salaries, wages and other paylist
charges”. Obviously the payment of the amounts was not urgently
required when the special warrants were issued and the Governor in
Council in effect delegated to the Treasury Board his authority
under section 28 of the Financial Administration Act although there
is no provision for such delegation.

An item “miscellaneous minor or unforeseen expenses, subject to
the approval of the Treasury Board, and awards under the Public
Servants Inventions Act”. As in (1) above, these items were not
urgently required when the special warrants were issued and repre-
sented an unauthorized delegation of authority to the Treasury
Board.

Amounts totalling $123,900 to cover the administrative expenses of
the National Gallery of Canada without taking into consideration
approximately $53,000 available for this purpose in the Gallery’s
Special operating account.

ace We have been advised by the Secretary of the Treasury Bqard that, in
is °rdance with the recommendation of the Public Accounts Committee, a study
CUrrently being made of the financing problems which result when Parlia-

as
Services b,

been unable to make provision for the carrying on of governmental

S between sessions.
A SPecial warrant issued in the 1962-63 fiscal year—that is the year previous
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€—had included a number of items which did not meet thg test of
dIam quoting from the Act—*‘“urgently required for the public good”
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t}sl Quireq by Section 28 of the Financial Administration Act. After considering
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< Cases—its examination of the 1963 report—this Committee, in its foux:th
T, 1964, recommended that a study be made of Governor General’s special

Now this recommendation, you may recall, was the subject of item 8

our 1966 follow-up report. In commenting on this to you in that report I
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t I had not been informed of any study being made along the lines

i::fnrnended by the Committee, but I did quote from a letter addressed by the
' of Finance on March 4, 1965, to the Chairman of the Committee in

stated that in the course of discussion on this subject in the public

Committee the Secretary of the Treasury Board undertook to consider
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Y Siong SSkrability of enlarging on the special Governor General’s warrant provi

to. arify
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1 the Financial Administration Act and in particular Section 28, in order

its application to situations arising when Parliament is di§ssolved
aving appropriated the necessary expenses of the public service. The

Ster went on to say in his letter that suggestions have been discussed for
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N this section of the Financial Administration Act and that these were



