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spect le is an oticer aI)pointed by tie Gov- occasion for a quarrei between him and the
ernment for the time being, under power Governnent in that? Must le necessarily
conferred upon the Goveriînment by ani Act criticise the Goverument when le goes b
of Parliament--the only way by which thethe Estimates as they were passed in the
Government ean appoint an otlicer what- Supply Bil, and compares the credit lie is
ever. He is subject to ilie Civil Service Act, asked b give witl the wording of the vote ?
b)ut he lias certain powers wiieb nzo other Not at ail. He las to do more than rlat
(depuIty he-adI possesses. My hon.. friendIlle las to see, where the Government or the
says there is evidence of unfair dealing to- Trcasury Board makes an appropriation of
w-ards that departiuent. In i i88, i the revi- a certain amount. and in a certain way and
sion of the statutes. the power hieh lie wîas under a certain lieading, that the linit pre-
formerly supposed to possess. of promotilng scribed is fot exceeded. Is tiere any chance
tle clerks in his de)artient. was taken from of a quarrel between him and the Govern-
him ; and wlien the Auditor General made iment with reference to lis oversiglit of

hat fact elear. lirst To myself aind a Ster- u that ? Billas to se.swsen a credit isiven.
wards to Sir John Thompson, as Minister of
Justice, I said to lin at once. and Sir John
Thompson said to him afrvard:" W
will give to you the power whiclie Parilianimnt
gave to you at lirst. and suIppses you to
have, anti which lias been taken fron y ou."
And, by a special Act, we re-eonferred ipon
him that power, anid made himu supreme
w itI rerard . topromotis in his owi othce.
The only tiing to which lie is amenable in
his department is this : that the noney re-
quired for his clerks bas to be voted by Par-
linimel the recommedation of the Gov-
ernient. My lion. friend says there is sonme
other way of providing the mnoney. Wh is
to vote il ? Can lie do it If he made the
attempt the Speaker would rule him out
of order. thiough from the tenor ef the argn-
ment the hon. gentleman advanced the other
day when the Speaker ruled a Bill out of
order, I should judge that the han. gentle-
man feels hinself competent to do almost
anything he likes to do in this House. 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 Goverament bringing
them down in the Estimates, and asking
the House to pass upon them. Apart from
that, the Auditor General has full powers in
lis department; he makes rules aund regula-
tions for its management ; lie pronotes ac-
cording to what rules he sees fit himnself
to lay down. My hon. friend went into a
historical disquisition as to audits, whicb
was no doubt correct. He detailed very
carefully, and I dare say very accurately,
the kind of audit that exists In Great Br-
tain. Our system of audit is modelled al-
most entirely on that of Great Britain ; but
I take exception to the statement, which imy
ion. friend made two or three times. that

the Auditor General, in pursuance of his
duties, must necessarily criticise the Govera-
ment. I say that the Auditor General, in
the proper discharge of his duties, may never
have occasion to criticise the Government.
What has he to do ? His duties are laid
down by the law; my hon. friend eau read
it, has read It. He las to see, in the first
place, that there is a parliamentary -.utho-
rity for every expenditure. Is there any
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and celques are issued on it. that the cheques
and vouchers are placed before him-thaz
sufficient proofs of the expenditure are there.
There is n1o necessity of eriticising the Gov-
ermnent in tiat. Sir. if the Auditor General
does not busy hims'lf. as le lias n business
to busy himself. with the policy of the Gi-bv-
ernient and party pAitics. there is no neces-
sily for him. in the fulfilient of his duties.
to criticise the Governn*'tu. iIe is to criti-
eally examine departmental payments in
retspect to aiutliority. The onuly posiie
chuanîce of the Auditor General and lthe Gov-
erunmenit coming into cIision-and it is
a legail not a party (oilllision-is wlhre le
says he thinks there is no parliamentary
autliority for an expenditure. while the
Minister of Justice, when the question is
referred to him. says he thinks there is par-
liamenutary 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 department
of the Government ? Not at all. If there
arises a question of the legal construcion
of an apprcpriation by Parliament, and the
Auditor General, a layman, thinks that it is
rot 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 Governm-ent would
come to standstill, is to have the matter
submitted to its law officers, to aiccept the
opinion of those law oflicers, and to stand
on its responsibility. 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 Treasury
Board passing upon it. These things give
no occasion for collision betweeu the Gov-
ernment and the Auditor General. The ia-
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 expresses the opinion that he must
necessarily be considered to be antagonistic

2117 -24 28


