
[JUNE 11, 189~>

end of the year instead of the beginning, and A reference to the provisions of the Act und&r·
had lost 50 cents sometimes upoî the tran- which you hold office, shows, I think, that your
Saetion. Aecording to Mr. Lash, and I think. duties and powers are confined to these I have
according to the besf oinions upon that mentioned.
subject. îhat is not for him ; that is for Par- I would add this to Mr. Lash's letter. In
liaient. The mîoney was spent honestly. the the Departinent of Justice, if a letter is writ-
money w-as spent under the vote of Parlia- ten under the inspiration of the Minister,
mentu in the case. for instance, to whilh I the deputy would refer to the Minister's
have referred. By an advance paynent we approval in that connection ; and it is lui-
might have saved something. but the amount portant in this particular. becausie Mr. Lash
was exigible from the Government when the was just then an officer found in the de-
account was sent in. The amount was partment. appointed by rhe Governient. of
voted and it was paid. His duty was done. which Mr. Mackenzie had been the leader,
and if he tlought lithe members of this House and instead of that letter being. as ordinarily
were interested in the question of whethier we would appear. under the instructions of
miglit save a little discount. and to get that the Minister of Justice in 1879, it was a let-
sniall and eomparatively infinitesimal item ter written by Mr. Lash on his own responsi-
to the benefit of the exchequer of this coun- bility and subsequently submitted u> the
try. his duty would have been discharged as Minister of Justice, who, out of the ordinary
I believe the authorities show. by simply course. added. * I concur i this opinion."
citing the fact that some of these papers But let me go further. I *have in this book
were paid for at the end of the year in- stateinent which will justify every criti-
steaid of at the beginning, and that if we eism I have made in regard to the decency
had paid for them at the beginning of theî of the position that the Auditor General
year we would have got them for less. Then should regard in this connection ; the de-
the Public Accounts Committee and the Par- encies, for instance. of the relative position
liament of Canada, could :have impressed of the Auditor and the Government, let alone
their opinions upon the Executive, and after wv-hat was the intention of the Audit Act
that it would have been a question interest- and of Parliament. It is a rebuke, in this
ing to this House. Mr. Lash. in that letter, report I hold in my hand, upon the action
continues te say now adoped by the saie gentleman. the

If you have a right to inquire into the legal Auditor General of this country. Mr. Mc-
right of the Governnent to do something whiclh Dougall. the present Auditor General, after
may appear to you to be clearly beyond their comimienting upon Mr. Lash's letter ln 1879,
powers as a Government, then you would have adgs
an equal right, and it would be your duty, to
inquire into the validity, in a legal point of view, It is plain that the attempt to control, against
of every act donc by the Government involving the will of the Government, their expenditure,
the expenditure of money. It is out of the ques- while within parliamentary grants, through a
tion that any such responsibility should be cast single person. the Inferlor of each of the men-
upon you. Parliament never intended to make bers of the Cabinet in rank, would be out of the.
you the judge in the first instance of the validity qrestion-
of ail the executive acts of the Crown. It must Now mark you this, Mr. Speaker.
be remembered that Government is reponsible
to Parliament and to the people for their acts. It -would Indeed be as useless to the country as it
is for them to satisfy Parliament and the people w-ould be unpleasant to the officer.
that they did not exceed their authority. or to
justify any excess of authority on their part, and., And what is he attempting to do to-day?
when necessary, to ask Parlianent to confirniTo criticise us in ihe boldcst manner as to
their actions. Once it were admitted that the tUe conduct of matters plaeed, Mark you,
Governmentb had to satisfy the Auditor General, not under the control of tUe Auditor General,
or any other person outside of Parliament, as tobutuuder tUe control of the Executive. Any
the legal validity of any proposed action on theiri
part before such action could be taken, it is not meiber cf
difficult to Imagine that the consequences mighthicwhole basis cf tUe Audit Act; thcy May
be disastrous. show- that tUe meber for South Oxford
AI] we plead for, Mr. Speaker. Is not te re- (Sr Richard Cartwrîght) wasentirely wrong
strict tUe legitimate poers of tne Auditor whendUe attempted te control te adminis-
Gencral, but te take good care that Ibis tration cf the Audit Office, ýse far as ïtUe ap-
Parliament surrenders te neofficer,%vbetherpoiutment te tUe office wEre cnerned
an officer cf tUe Gevermment or an officer but I eaf urge on the grounds I have
cf Parliament, the responsi*bltties and duties wuot led a sd on the authorities I have cied,
bf tUe Executive- We ask for an open ad that it is nt for th e Audtor GenSeraShto
fair trial. We ask fr ne mercy at tUe interpose and become a critic.Tt is his

iandscf Parliaiment, or a the hands if toe place to rmain outside, in every respect
country; but we do resist ard we do prto-haftte walls f Parliament. It is Ulsthplae
test against tue asumptiono oftUe, pethen simply teactat tUe bidding, se far a;Parhia-
cf a ceuser of this Parniament or of the Ex- ment isiccncerned. f tUe PublicAccounts

of Parliaent, hebreponsiilitis anddutie

otive beig uit e ahafdso a foe man, nedCcrnmitte d
matter whalinsafguards ahe my think Ucmittec have of.ytheeans of ebtaining the
has around him. Then, again, Mr. Lash, in fullest inforiwation on'tUe faets thaI It was

tha pat o lis lttr, ncude: ma'tr tatio fle Auditr ficsrar sh e apb-
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