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generai prineiple, and it had been asserted shall be binding on the House of
by them at all times and in all seasons Conimons, by whom the necessary funds
whether they sat on the Opposition or on for carrying on the contract must be sup-
the Government side of the House. They plied ; and that if any contract be entered
always admitted, however, that there into by any executive department for
might be cases in which the executive work to be performed, the cost of which
might be called on to ask Parliament to will exceed the amount already voted by
give it a greater measure of confidence Parliament for the service to be contracted&
and of control than the assertion of that for, such contract should expressly state-
general principle would involve, and that that payments on behalf of the same
was to be considered in each case. He would be made ' out of monevs to be voted
understood it to be clear that all cases of by Parliament'; and, in addition tiereto,
contracts by which Parliament might be a copy of said contract should be laid upon
pledged, if they -were implemented, to the table of the House of Commons for
expepd more money than had been actually one month previons to its going into
voted for the service must coutain a pro- operation, in order to afford an opportunity
vision that the money was to be applied or to the House to express its disapproval
to be paid out of monies to be voted by thereof, if it sbould think fit to do so."
Parliament, and would contain a provision That appeared so be the general rule laid
that the contract was not binding unless down, and it was a wholesonie rule, one
it vas laid on the table of the House. which he desired to sec observed in all
Wlenever the House voted a sum of haîf cases in wich it was consistent ith the
a million or a million dollars for the con- public interest that it hot 1e osrved.
struction of a public work, whenever it Therefore he vas net disposed in the
had been provided with the information slightest degree te conplaia that this,
which was necessary in order to which in some respects of tbe case might
enable it to reach a conclusion as to the be regarded as a mere detail cf the Bil
exigency of constructing the work, and and capable of being remedied as ne deubt
was also provided with details as to the it would be at a subsequent stage, should
cost of the work, the work was expected be deait with upon the second reading.
to be completed before next session,,a He was net dispesed te complain fer Vwo
whole vote was taken on it. The House reasons. First, lecause lie coaceived that
had then before it the whole subject, and eue cf the great errer into which the
k-newthe maximum amouct te which it liuse fel was the absence cf repeathe
vwas committecl. The money se actually discussions on questions, and it waS ixnper-
voted the Goverument was empewered te tant if objections were objections cf detail
expend during recess under centracts. they sbould be taken at oue stage and
TTat wheen the expenditure required was subsequently discussed at another stage.
More than IParliament had voted, then it Second, because on the principle on which
appeared te be the rule that ne attenipt the Goverument asked the fouse te assent
should be made te pledge the lieuse fer te that measure, this detail was a part cf
the expendture ef the larger snb under the principle. They said te hon. renibers
ceitracts unless they were flrst approved that it was true i po e Bi itself, but in
by Parliament. It was said by Mr. tbe ground work cf the measure, twe

ODD in lis work on Parliamnentary G ov- have entered into an engagement with
kew mmment uBritise Columbia by which we pledge our-

"n th G important question lias arisen of selves td foethwit commence e w irk.
ate Year with regard t contracts, to be We ask you for authonity te provide fer
etered mto between any departent cf te engagement, and in orer o wice
the Executive Governuient and other that provision we must niake contracts

Parties, fer te performance cf any work whi h shasr go into wperation at
therce which ofas been autherized by ncp We canot expe t contractors to
Pariameut te be undertaken, is yMani- prceed witl work if the contracts are
Tet that the responsibility cf entering into SUbject te the disapprval cf Parliament
su" A ontracta proesrV resta upon the after toe work had been entered por,
theuti v Gveaone. net it is eq ohallylear andt n ois i we ak outo

patiso the errm ace o an u work wihsall goec mtom opeatinelat

tnarliantbority o make a contract which principle and determine that the contractsa

Hon. -Ur. Bal.

955,


