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spect he is an ofticer appointed by the Gov-
ernment for the time being, under power
- econferred upon the Government by an Act
of Parliament—the only way by which the
Government can appoint an otficer what-
ever. He is subject to the Civil Service Act,
but he has certain powers which no other
depury head  possesses. My hon. friend
says there is evidence of uufair dealing to-
wards that department. In 1884, in the revi-
sion of the statutes, the power which he was
formerly supposed to possess, of promoting
the clerks in his departinent, was taken from
nim ; and when the Auditor General made
1hat faet clear. first to mysclf and after-
wards to Sir John Thompson, 2s Minister of
Justice, 1 said to him at once. and Sir John
Thompson said to him afrerwards: * We
will give to you the power which Parliamoent
cave to you at first, aad suppss2s you to
have, and which has becn taken from you.”
And, by a special Act, we re-conferred upon
him that power, and made him supreme
with regard to promotions in his own office.
The only thing to which he is amenable in
his departument is this: that the money re-
quired for his clerks has to be voted by 1ar

liament oa the recommendation of the ‘Juv-
crnment. My hon. friend says there is some
other way of providing the money. Who Is
1 vorte it ¢ Can he do it ¥ If he madse the
attempt the Speaker would rule him out
of order. though from the tenor ef the argu-
‘ment the hon. gentleman advanced the other
day when the \pmker ruled a Bill out of
order, I should judge that the lion. gentle-
‘man feels himself competent to do almost
anything he likes to do in this Flouse. He
. will find, however, when he comes to can-
‘vass the ways and means, that there is no
way by which the salaries of the officers of
the Auditor General’s Department can be
voted except by the Goverainent bringing
them down in the Estimates, and asking
the House to pass upon them. Apart from
that, the Auditor General has full powers in
his department ; he makes rules and regula-
tions for its management ; he promotes ac-

cording to what rules he secs fit himself

to lay down. My hon. friend went into a
historical disquisition as to audits, which
was no doubt correct. He detailed very
carefully, and I dare say very accurately,
the kind of audit that exists in Great Bril-
tain. Qur system of audit is modelled al-
most entirely on that of Great Rritain ; but
I take exception to the statement, which my
hon. friend made two or three times, that
the Auditor General, in pursuance of his
duties, must necessarily criticise the Govern-
ment. I say that the Auditor General, in
the proper dxscharge of his duties, may ncver
have occasion to criticise the Government.

What has he to do ? His duties are laid
down by the law ; my hon. friend can re¢ad
it, has read it. He has to see, in the first
place, that there is a parliamentary rutho-
rity for every expenditure. Is there any
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occasion for a cquarrel between him aind the
Government in that ¥ Must he necessarily
criticise the Government when he goes to
the Estimates as they were passed in the
Supply Bill, and compares the credit he is
asked to give with the wording of the vote ?
Not at all. He has to do more than that:
he has to see, where the Government or the
Treasury Board makes an appropriation of
a certain amount, and in a certain way and
under a certain heading, that the limit pre-
scribed is not exceeded. Is there any chance
of a quarrel between him and the Govern-
ment with reference to his oversight of
that ? He has to see, when a credit is given.
and cheques are issued on it. that the cheques
and vouchers are placed before him—that
suflicient proofs of the e\penditure are there.

There is no necessity of criticising the Gov-
ernment in that. Sir, if the Auditor Geneml
does not busy himself, as he has no business
to busy himself, with the policy of the Gov-
ernment and party polities, there is no neces-
sity for him, in the fulfilment of his duties,
to criticise the Government. e is to criti-

cally examine departmental payments in
respect to authority. The only possible

chance of the Auditor General and the Gov-
ernment coming inro  colliston—and it is
a legal, not a party collision—is where he
says he thinks there is no parliamentary
authority for an expenditure, while the
Minister of Justice, when the question 1s
referred to him. says he thinks there is part-
liamentary authority. That settles it, and
should not that settle it ? Are we to have
an Auditor General who in a case of that
kind is to be superior to the law deparument
of the Government ? Not at all. If there
arises a question of the legal construction
of an apprcpriation by Parliament, and the
Auditor General, a layman, thinks that it is
rr.ot within the power of a department, ac-
cording to that appropriation, to make a
certain expenditure, the only thing for a
Government to do, or the Governinent would
come to standstill, is to have the matter
submitted to its law officers, to accept the
cpinion of those law officers, and to stand
cn its rvasponsibility Such cases as that are
provided for in the regular course --the re-
port of the Minister of Justice coming back
to the Treasury Board, and the Tro:wurv
Board passing upon it. These things give
ro occasion for collision between the Gov-
ernment ard the Auditor General. Tihe ma-
chinery is easily put into execution ; it is
plain and clear ; it works automatically. In
my experience with the Auditor General, I
do not knew a single instance in which the
least friction has arisen with reference to
the working of that clause. So I say it is
unfair for any one to argue that it is neces-
sary for the Auditor General to criticise the
Government ; and I take exception to the
clauses in this petition in which the Auditor
General evpresses the opinicn that he must
necessarily be considered to be antagonaistic



