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power of the exec-i'i-t goveruiment to inake tîose cags
It is not neccs-sary, in the view 1 take of the contratIý, b,
Say a1n\thing't further ou that question, but it seems to mie
iha t. e \en if this agreement liad the eff cet of a contraet-if.

in ,orking out its tenus relating to the repairs (whîchi
provided. it is true, that the repairs should bc borne by the
c-ontractor, but also provided that they should be donc in
the c:entral prison and done by the prisoners, the materials
and the prisoners' time hein- charged for), it was found
that, aüeording to the report of flhc înspeetor, it caused fric-
tion, and was very diffilut to carry olt-it xvas corupetent
for the Crown and the contractors to niodifv it. ln flic
courllSeý of the discussion of the casze it liad been pointed out
thiat there is a great dent of diffieulty iu deterîning what
the exact nîeaning of the language is, it being that the
miatterials are to be paid for and charged for at the rate of
si per day for the prison labour. As 1 understanid if. al-
thiough, it does not appear in tlic inspector's report t hat thIat
wa> deýait with by hîni, filec vicw of the contractors -was taýtt
that nîcant $1 for ail the prisoners that were eniploy* ed, and
thaw the view on the other aide w"s, that it w-as .$1 per éay
for each prisoner who was cmployed in making these repa rs.1 think if was perfectly corupetent to make that inodiflia-
tion in the detail of the agreement, flot altcring flc ssw
tuai ternus of if at ail, still leaving the contractors to bear
the expense, of the repairs, relieving thc province of the
necesýsityý of keeping track, in the way it hud been doing, of
the ilaterials and of the prison labour, an(i of thceofil
and disputes as to the amount of time and tlic arnount of
niaterial enîployed, and possily ton, as flic evidenote in-
dicates, as to what came within the defunition of the tern
di repairs." There was then substîtutcd for that arne
ment a provision by wlîich. in lieni of flic on 1 have( just
referred, to, the contractors were to pay a dollar and a
quarter for each ton of flic output of the factory.

[ rinay'% as wcil refer af this point fo anoflier position
taken b)y N Mr. Hodgins, that the jprov'ision witbi regard to
thaft was int retrospective. The evidence is, thlal, affr that
modification was provided foir, instructions wc-re givein to)flic
enutral prison oflicers to rectist the aco sfromn the hie-
ginning, on thaf basis, and that was donc. Whelher, ona the
conqtrution of the document, that ras its mai.itis
not necessarv to eonsider. That arrangemnenlt was nma;de,


