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take obligations whiclî they would flot have enitered i ntr'
but for the new agreemcnt-tlîe modifications (as they are
cilled) of the old agrecment-it is obvious, it seeniis tO Ie
that it would be impossible to say that it would flot be un-
just that the government should recede fromn the agreenen
that was then entered into. Therefore, I think the case ia
not one in which any difiiculty (if there be any difficuty at
ail) would arise by reason of the original agreement havig
been sanctioned by the flouse, and therefore, as -Mr. Ild
gins contends, having the force of an Act of the legislatue

Then, if that be so-if this is to be treated as a new
agreement--I have no doubt whatever that it was withîij
the autbority of the executive government of the province
The govcrnmient had charge of this prison. It was part of
the policy of the province that the prison labour should be
utilized. One of thc very objects of the erection of the
prison was to avoid what had taken place in the past-pris-.
oners îddhng in the county gaols - and to provide a place
where their labour should, to some extent, at ail events b.
mde remunerative, and relieve the general publie froi
the burden of their maintenance. Therefore it seemas to, ne
that it was completely within the authority of the executive
governinent to enter into such an agreement as the £irst
agreement with Connor, and the second also, althouigh the.
ratification by Parliament was in no sense neeessary tq give
contractual validity to the document. It was, no doubt,
submitted to the Assembly, because it was an importan)t part
of the administration of the public service of the colIutr.
and the government should be desirous that Pariiarnen't
should state its approval of the kind of policy that it vw,
adopting, before that policy was given effeet to. Therefore
this agreement provides that it shail not go into operaio»
until it has been submitted to Parliament. Parliamennt ha,
ratified Ats terins. Then, if I ani riglit in that view, it geta
rid of ail the difficulties in the case raised by the Crown
except those rclating to the orders in council.

1 arn cntircly unable to follow the argument of couinsel for
the Crown with regard to that matter. If it was competent
for the Crown to make the agreement, surely if in the worc-.
ing ont of that agreemient it became, in the judgment of the
advisers of the Crown, desirable that modifications sho-uld
be miade in the ternis of the contract, it was wvithjn til,


