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PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT 
IN 

ENGLAND. 
DI 

PART IV. 

THE EXECUTIVE AND PARLIAMENT. 

CHAPTER I. 

THE FUNCTIONS OF THE CABINET. 

THE cabinet council (like the office of premier) is a body 
unknown \0 the law and hitherto unrecognized by . 

f P 1· L-h' . h The cabmet any Act 0 ar lament t at IS to say, It as no council is un. 

corporate character; its decisions as such have no t:'0wn to the 

authority j it is merely a meeting of ministers to w. 

discuss important business" Nevertheless, it is now universally 
recognized as an essential part of op.r national polity. It is, 
in the words of Lord Campbell, "in the practical working of 
the constitution-a separate defined body in whom, under the 
sovereign, the executive government of the country is vested," 
and "without whom the monarchy could not now subsist." 8 

The leading characteristics of the cabinet council are thus 
described by Lord Macaulay, whose personal experience as a 
politician and statesman gives peculiar emphasis to his words: 

1 Hallam, CtmI#. Hisl. v. 3, p. 253; Macaulay, Hisl. of Eng. v. I, 
p. 211 ; see observations of C. J. Fox, and of Mr. Addington, in Pari. 
Dtb. v. I, pp. 508-514; Hans. D. v. 196, pp. 1177, 1193. 

I Sir G. C. Lewis's Leiters, p. 429. 
• Campbell, Lives of/lie Ckiif Justices, v. 3. Pl'. 187, 188. 
VOL. II. B 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT • 

• , The ministry is, in fact, a committee of leading members of 
the two Houses. But this definition is partial and misleading. 
To consider her Majesty's ministers as a mere committee of 
parliament is to overlook the important fa.ct that they also 
represent the executive power of the crown and of the nation. l 

It is nominated by the crown, but it consists exclusively of 
statesmen whose opinions on the pressing questions of the 
time agree, in the main, with the opinions of the majority of 
the House of Commons. Among the members of this com
mittee are distributed the great departments of the administra
tion. Each minister conducts the ordinary business of his 
own office without reference to his colleagues. But the most 
important business of every office, and especially such business 
as is likely to be the subject of discussion in parliament, is 
brought under the consideration of the whole ministry" (or 
rather, it should be observed, of that section of the ministry 
which is known as the cabinet council). .. In parliament the 
ministers are bound to act as one man on all questiolls relating 
to the executive government. If one of them dissents from 
the rest on a question too important to admit of compromise, 
it is his duty to retire. While the ministers retain the con
fidence of the parliamentary majority, that majority supports 
them against opposition and rejects every motion which reflects 
on them or is likely to embarrass them. If they forfeit that 
confidence; if the parliamentary majority is dissal:isfied with 
the way in which patronage is distributed, with the way in 
which the prerogative of mercy is used, with the conduct of
foreign affairs, with the conduct of a war, the remedy is simple. 
It is not necessary that the Commons should take on them
selves the business of administration; that they should request 
the crown to make this man a bishop and that man a judge; 
to pardon one criminal and to execute another; to negotiate 
a treaty on a particular basis, or to send an expedition to a 
particular place. They have merely to declare that they have 
ceased to trust the ministry, and to ask for a ministry which 
they can .trust. -

.. It is by means of ministries thus constituted and thus 
changed that the English government has long been conducted 
in general conformity with the deliberate sense of the House 
of Commons, and yet has been wonderfully free from the vices 

1 See Hans. I). Vi 2I5, p. 232. 
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which are characteristic of governments administered by large, 
tumultuous, and divided assemblies. A few distinguished 
persons, agreeing in their general opinions, are the confidential 
advisers at once of the sovereign and of the estates of the 
realm. I n the closet they speak with the authority of men 
who stand high in the estimation of the t"epresentarives of the 
people. In Parliament they speak with the authority of men 
versed in great affairs and acquainted with all the secrets of 
the state. Thus the cabinet has something of the popular· 
character of a representative body, and the representative body 
has something of the gravity of a cabinet." 1 

These el<>quent paragraphs present an admirable summary 
oC the present position of the cabinet council in the British 
constitution. They generalize upon a variety of points whick 
must necessarily receive careful consideration in the remaining 
sections of this treatise. Meanwhile it should be distinctly 
understood that while all important questions, which from time 
to time may occupy the attention of the government, and all 
plans of action, whether to be carried out by acts of legislation 
or of administration, are first proposed, considered, and agreed 
to by the cabinet, it is nevertheless a deliberative A deliberative 
body only; and, whatever powers may belong to body. 

its members individually by virtue of their respective offices of 
state, it has no authority to act collectively, except through 
the instrumentality of the privy council, of which, technically 
considered, it must still be regarded as a committee.3 

And not only is the existence of the cabinet council, as a 
governing body, unknown to the law, but the very Its b 

names of the individuals who may comprise the unJ!::':' 
same at any given period are never officially com- tbe law. 

municated to the public. The Ltmdon Gazelle announces that 
the queen has been pleased to appoint certain privy councillors 
to fill certain high offices of state, but the fact of their baving 
been called to seats in the cabinet council is not formally 
promulgated. Until the principle of collective ministerial 
responsibility was fully established, this circumstance occasioned 
frequent irnpe~ents in the exercise of the inquisitorial powers 

I Macaulay's Hid. of Ene. v. 40 pp. 435. 436 ; and see Grey on Pari. 
eMIt. new ed. p. 23. 

• See Rep. Lords Com·. on Appellate Jurisdiction, Com. Pap. 1872. 
v. 7. p. 193. 
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of parliament. There was no method of ascertaining upon 
whom to affix the responsibility of any obnoxious measure, 
and parliament had no alternative but either to assume that 
the responsibility rested upon certain individuals holding 
prominent official rank, or to address the crown to be informed 
by whom such measures had been auvisc;d.1 It was not until 
after the year 1800 that regular lists of the ministry for the 
time being began to be inserted in the Annual Register. So 
recently as the middle of the last century, Lord Mansfield, 
when chief justice of the Court of King's Bench, had a seat in 
the cabinet during more than one adminisfration, and the fact _ 
was not certainly known to parliament and to the country 
until several years afterwards.· But it is impossible that such 
a circumstance could now occur, because of the publicity 
attending all ministerial changes, and the full recognition of 
the doctrine of collective ministerial responsibility for every 
administrative act. 

A meeting of the cabinet council is ordinarily held once 
Meetings of a week for the purpose of deliberating upon state 
cabinet. affairs; but, when occasion requires, they assemble 
much oftener. It forms" no part of the duty of government to 
hold meetings of the cabinet at any stated times, but only 
according to the necessities of the public service. Any minister 
may summon a cabinet whenever he pleases and for any object, 
either connected with his own department or for anylhing else. 
But, instead of sending at once, arid ordering a messenger to 
assemble the cabinet, it is usual to apply to the first minister, 
who then naturally orders the summons, addressed to • her 
Majesty's confidential servants,' to be issued." 8 During a 
session of parliament, it is customary for the cabinet to be 
summoned every Saturday, to discuss the progress of legislation 
and the current business of the week; but, should the public 
service 'require, it is also assembled on other days. 4 Upon the 
prorogation of parliament, it has, been usual to intermit the 
meetings of the cabinet until some time in October, or later 
if necessary, so as to enable ministers to absent themselves 

I See Com.JfJU". v. 9, p. 702; v. 10. pp. 298, 300. 
• Pa"l. Dtb. v. 6, p. 303. 
I H. Reeve, in Ency. Brit. 9th ed. v. 4, p. 620. 
• Lord Aberdeen. in Report of Sebastopol Como. Com. Pap. 1854-5. 

v. 9, pt. 3, p. 294; and see pt. 2, p. 210. 
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from town, to recruit their strength after the labours of the 
session.1 

Meetings of the cabinet are- usually held at the foreign 
office, but this is merely for convenience; they may be 
assembled at the private residence of the premier,' or at any 
other place where they can be got- together. . 

It is not necessary that any definite number of members 
should be present to constitute a formal meeting Relations of 
of the cabinet council, as there is no fixed quorum. B prime minister 

. b f h . .. to the cabmeL The unavOidable a sence 0 t e pnme mInister 
himself is no hindrance, providing he is willing to allow the 
cabinet to confer together without him.' 

In every cabinet there are a select few who take intimate 
council together, and on important points deter- "Inner 
mine what the policy of the government shall be cou~cil" in the 
before proposing it to their colleagues.& In fact, cabmeL 

matters are usually matured and considered in the first instance 
by a small number of members; and many, especially of those 
who hold offices with heavy departmental work, are not at first 
consulted as to measures about to be proposed to the cabinet. 
When the particular question has been suitably manned, a full 
cabinet council is convened to decide upon it.· 

In any case of emergency, requiring immediate action, the 
prime minister would not scruple to assume the . 
responsi~ility of exercising the supreme authority ~i:.~t::f:"e 
which belongs to his office, availing himself merely cases of 
of such advice or assistance as might be within emergency. 

reach. 
The topics to be discussed in council on any particular 

occasion are seldom known beforehand. Ministers are 
generally aware of the questions under the consideration or 
government, but it is not customary to announce the sll.bject 
for which a meeting of the cabinet is convened. 

1 Lord Aberdeen, in Report of Sebastopol Come. Com. Pap. 1854-5. 
v. 9t pt. 2, p. 209; see Welling. Des;. 3rd ser.- V. 2, p. S45. 

• Peel's Memoirs, v. 2, p. 140; Corrtsp. Will. IV. wit" Earl Cn)" v, I, 
p. 74; v. 2, p. 226; Ed. Rev. v. 133, p. 335. 

• Com. Pap. 1854-5. v. 9. pt. 2, p. 209. 
, Corrtsp. Will. I V. wit" Ea,1 Crt)', v. I, p. 352; Hans.· D. v. 186, 

pp. 1590-1598. • Quar. Ref). v. 133, p. 325. 
'. Welling. Desp. 3rd seT. v. 4. pp. 564. 573; Ld. Cranboume, sec. fOT 

IndIa; Hans. D. v. 185, p. 1J4lS; Lord Russell, lb. p. 1638; see Mr. 
l>israeli, lb. v. 203, p. 1297. 
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The cabinet lives and acts simply by understanding, without 
a single line of written law or constitution to determine its 
relations to the monarch, to parliament, or to the nation, or 
the relations of its members to one another, or to their head.1 

Its deliberations are usually· confined to matters of general 
QuestiOns 
before the 
cabinet. 

policy, whether domestic or foreign. including 
such measures as it may be deemed advisable to 
submit to the consideration of parliament for the 

welfare and social advancement of the nation. But there are 
also other subjects that from time to time are brought before 
it. For example, questions will continually arise which, 
though not ripe for immediate settlement, nevertheless require 
careful preliminary investigation. The details of such questions 
are first examined, either by individual ministers or by a COIIlr 

mittee of the cabinet, and, when sufficiently prepared for dis
cussion, are then submitted for the consideration of the whole. 
cabinet.D 

It has been customary of late years, when any subject of 
Committees of importance has arisen, upon which the head of a 
the cabinet. great department of state (being a cabinet minister) 
has been desirous of consulting his colleagues in the govern
ment, for a committee of the cabinet to be convened to con
sider the details of the question, previously to submitting it to 
the cabinet collectively. The mode of effecting this is for the 
minister who desires the advice of his colleagues to reQ.uest the 
prime minister t~ appoint a committee to assist him in pre
paring the statement which should afterwards be made to the 
cabinet. Every year it is usual for such committees to be 
appointed on behalf of the war office, the admiralty, the 
treasury, and other departments of state. 8 

Questions of general policy frequently originate with par
ticular departments of state, or in conference between two or 
more ministers when the' question is one of mutual concern j 
but all matters which are of more than departmental importance 
should come before the cabinet, who are collectively responsible 
for every act of government.' 

I Mr. Gladstone, in Nort" Am. Rev. v. 127, p. 206. 
• Rep. Com·. on Official Sal. Com. Pap. 1850, v. IS; Evid. 1397, 1409; 

Mr. Gladstone, Hans . .D. v. 203, p. 889. 
• Rep. Com·. on Education, COlli. PafJ. 1865, v. 6; Evid. 1887-1894. 
• Rep. Com·. on Dipl. Servo Com. Pap. 1870, V. 7; Evid. 2528, 2588, 

2770. 
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All questions of administration that involve either new or 
important principles, or which are likely to excite discussion 
in parliament, are brought up for the judgment of the 
cabinet. For while, in the government of the Questions 

country, each minister is virLually supreme in his be~?re the 
own depanment up to a certain point (subject, ca met. 

however, to the constitutional control which properly belongs 
to the prime minister, and to that which is exercised by the 
treasury, in all cases where the expenditure of public money is 
concerned), beyond that he must either consult the prime 
minister, or his colleagues in council beforehand.1 The 
responsibility and control heretofore exercised by a panicular 
minister is tben absorbed by the cabinet, and each minister 
is bound, in his own department, to do his utmost to carry out 
the decisions arrived at by that body.' 

For example, it is the usage for the cabinet to consider 
what number of men is required for the military and naval 
service of the year. Their decision is reponed to the queen, 
and then formally declared by the queen in council. It is 
afterwards communicated by one of the secretaries of state to 
the commander-in-chief and the board of admiralty. It then 
becomes the duty of the secretary of state for war and of the 
first lord of the admiralty to prepare estimates, to be submitted 
to parliament, for the necessary supplies to carry out the 
intentions of the government. The manner in which the naval 
power shall be distributed is also a cabinet question. And, 
whenever circumstances render it necessary to send troops 
abroad, the consideration of the measure devolves, in the first 
instance, upon the cabinet. The number of battalions to be 
employed in the different colonies is also a matter of general 
policy, which is determined by the cabinet. And appointments 
of officers to chief commands, whether naval or military, are 
generally made with the concurrence of the cabinet. 8 • 

Any matters of difference between cabinet ministers and 
their colleagues, or with subordinate members of the ministry, 
in regard to their bfficial duties, if not reconcilable by the 

I Rowlands, Eng. Const. 436; Rep. Como. on Board of Admiralty, 
Com. Pap. 1861~ v. 5. p. 182. 

• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 204. p. 861. 
I Co".. Pap. 1861, v. 5, p. 49; Rep. on Military Organization, Com. 

Pa, •• 1860, v. 7, pp. 95, 636; Sir G. C. Lewis, in Hans • .D. v. 169, 
p. 1281; Ib. v. 190, p. 368. 
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authority of the premier I-and any question at issue between 
different departments of state, ought to be submitted to the 
decision of the cabinet.s 

And here it may be remarked, incidentally, that the public 
Departmental disclosure of differences of opinion between two or 
dilferences. more departments of government, though some
times, perhaps, unavoidable, has always a mischievous effect 
upon the public service. It is obvious that discussion between 
different departments, upon points of policy or practice, must . 
frequently take place, and ought to be regarded as private and 
confidentiaL Once a decision has been arrived at, the whole 
administration are responsible for it; but meanwhile the dis
closure of any actual disagreement is unseemly, and is 
calculated to produce most injurious results.8 

The deliberations of the cabinet upon all matters which 
Its delibe .... - engage their attention are strictly private and con
tions secret. fidential j being kept secret even from the other 
members of the administration, who have no seat in the cabinet, 
and who therefore are not directly responsible for the conduct 
of the government. Upon their first introduction into the 
privy ~ouncil, ministers are invariably sworn to secrecy. 
Hence they are not at liberty, thenceforth, to divulge con
versations or proceedings in council-or to reveal to others 
any confidential communications they may have had, either 

I As in 1811, the relative authority of the offices of secretary-of.war and 
commander-in-chief. see Clode. lIlil. Fo,,«s. v. 2. p. 714; see cases in 
Rep. ComO. on Board of Admiralty. Com. Pap. 1861. v. S. p. 199; Rep. 
of Sebastopol Committee, lb. 1854-5. v. 9. pt. 3, pp. 293. 360. 

I Mr. Gladstone. Hans. D. v. 217. p. 1373; and see 3rd Rep. Civ. Servo 
Exp. pp. 242. 248. Com. Pap. 1873. V. 7. 

• Hans. D. V. 185; p. 463. See discussion in 1862. respecting differences 
hetween the treasury and colonial office in regard to the Jamaica debt. 
lb. v.168. p. 260; and see CO",. Pap. 1862. V. 36. p. 817; and upon 
differences between these departments on confederation of West Indies. 
Hans. D. V. 206. p. 1026; between comptroller and auditor-general and 
civ. servo com'". in regard to appointments in audit office, Com. Pap. 1873. 
v. 39. p. 103. See also Mr. DisraeIi's remarks upon effect of cases of mis
understanding between public departments, in sess. of 1862. Hans. D. 
v. 168. p. 1138 j also lb. v. 169. p. 1393; as respects differences between 
war office and the Indian Government. lb. v. 190. p. 175; between 
the treasury and the war office. lb. V. 216, p. 1288; between the 
treasury and home and foreign offices. the board of trade. 3rd Rep. 
Como. Civ. Servo Exp. Com. Pap. 11173. V. 7 j Hans. D. v. 217. p. 1358; 
between the treasury. and postmaster-general, Com. Pap. 1876, v. 42, 
p. 37 1• 
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with the sovereign or with a colleague in office-without 
express pennission from the crown.! This applies equally to 
those who have ceased to fonn part of an administration, as to 
members of an existing government.2 

No secretary or clerk is pennitted to be present at meetings 
of the cabinet council; neither is any official record kept of 
its proceedings. a The decisions of the cabinet are either 
embodied in formal minutes, to be submitted to the soverei~, 
or else are carried into effect by the personal directions of the 
individual ministers, to whose departments they may par
ticularly apply. 

Mere decisions of the cabinet, unless followed up by some 
formal order or declaration of the queen in council, Decisions of 
or by a treasury minute, or other authoritative the cabinet. 

official act, are necessarily of an ephemeral character; having a 
present efficacy so far as concerns the matter in hand, but 
carrying with them no pennanent authority. 

If any authoritative action on the part of the crown should be 
required, in order to give effect to a decision of the how canied 
cabinet, it would be the duty of the prime minister out. 

to advise a meeting of the privy council to be summoned, 
from whence orders in council, proclamations, or other official 
notifications might proceed. All commands of the sovereign, 
whether emanating from the privy council or issued upon the 
advice of a responsible minister, should be transmitted to the 
officer or department of state charged with giving effect to 
the. same by a secretary of state, or other responsible minister.' 

Apart from the adoption of any formal minutes, the extent 
I Wtlling. Des!. 3rd ser. v. 4. p. 212; Duke of Somerset on Mona,.c"y 

and De",oerruy, p. 169; Mi,.. of Pa,.l. 1831-2. p. 2069. See observations 
in parliament upon a letter from the lord-lieutenant of Ireland (Lord 
Anglesey) to the prime minister (Lord Grey), pointing out, for information 
of the cabinet, views entertained by his lordship in regard to Ireland; 
which letter was read in the House of Commons by Mr. Hume and other 
members. The unauthorized pUblication of this letter was stigmatized as 
.. a most foul and scandalous breach of confidence" (/6. 1834, pp. 1373, 
1375, 1410, 1446). 

• 16. 1834, p. 2645. 
• Mr. Gladstolle, Norl" Am. RnJ. v. 127, p. 207. There is a conven

tional understanding that no notes are to be taken of what passes in the 
cabinet, or if taken that they should be kept secret until the generation 
concerned therein shall have passed away (Qua,.. RnJ. v. 129. p. 330; H. 
Reeve. in Enty~. Brit. 9th ed. v. 4. p. 620; Ed. Rev. v. 153. p. 390, etc.). 

• Ham. D. v. 140, p. 1047; C1ode, Mil. Forc. v. 2, p. 722. 
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to which documentary evidence may exist in regard to matters, 
which have at any time undergone discussion at cabinet 
meetings, depends in a great measure upon accidental circum
stances. When there is an opportunity for frequent personal 
intercourse amongst those who take a prominent part in cabinet 
councils, it may happen that little or nothing is committed to 
Ministerial • writing at the time.l But it was ilie usual practice 
memoranda. with Sir Robert Peel (following the example of 
the Duke of Wellington) to !xing before his colleagues his 
opinions in regard to great public questions, upon which 
he desired to have a decision of ilie cabinet, by means of 
written memoranda. These papers were generally "read. 
by himself at a meeting of the cabinet, and afterwards sent in 
circulation amongst the members of the government. The 
best opportunity was thus afforded for a matme consideration 
of statements made, and of arguments adduced, in support of 
measures proposed for consideration, and the most effectual 
precaution taken against misconstruction, and hasty, incon
siderate decision." S A similar practice is followed, not only 
by prime ministers, but by subordinate members of the cabinet, 
who are desirous of calling the attention of their colleagues to 
important matters iliat require careful statement or explana
tion, or who may wish to comment upon ilie policy pursued 
by a colleague in affairs appertaining to his own depmtmenl8 

Such papers are circulated amongst ministers by means of 
"cabinet despatch boxes," to which every cabinet minister 
possesses a master-key_' 

As regards the internal relations of the cabinet, while each 
Internal minister is an adviser of the crown, the cabinet is 
.. I,\tions of the a unity, and none of its members can advise as an 
cabmet. individual, without, or in opposition actual or 
presumed to, his colleagues. But the business of the state is 
vastly too great in volume to allow of the actual passing of 

I Peel, MmI()irs, v. 2, p. 97. • 
• I6. p. 99. 
• See frequent memoranda by Duke of Wellington, when cabinet 

minister, in reference to policy of government, Desp. 3rd ser. passim; I6. 
v. 2, p. 549. 

• Peel, MmI()irs, v. 2, pp. 184, 194; Donne, C()ffesp. G~o. III. v. 2. p. 
134; Haydn, Book of Dignities, 88 n. Occasionally documents which 
are intended to be perused by cabinet ministers only are confidentially 
printed at the foreign office, to avoid the necessity for multiplying manu
script copies for that purpose (Hans. D. v. It:6, p. 7II). 



THE FUNCTIONS OF THE CABINET. II 

the whole under the view of the collected ministry. It is, 
therefore, a prime office of discretion for each minister to 
settle what are the departmental acts in which he can presume 
the concurrence of his colleagues, and in what more delicate, 
or weighty, or peculiar cases he must positively ascertain it.' 

Sometimes a member of the administration, being a privy 
councillor, but without a seat in the cabinet, is Other ministers 

called upon to attend a meeting of the cabinet, in inviledd to 

h- . atten a order that he may express IS VIews upon some m""ting of the 
question which intimately concerns his own depart- cabmet. 

ment Thus, Lord Castlereagh, when chief secretary to the 
lord-lieutenant of Ireland, was invited to confer with ministers 
upon Irish questions, in September, 1800, and again early in 
the following year.' And when points of law are likely to 
arise the law officers are usually invited to attend at the 
deliberations of the cabinet8 If the occasion be one of 
peculiar gravity and importance, a summons should be issued 
by the proper officer directing certain persons to attend a 
committee of the privy council, for certain specified purposes; 
which committee should consist of the cabinet ministers and 
the other privy councillors whose attendance is required. The 
report of this committee should be made to the sovereign in 
counciL But, when a mere informal interview is sought by 
cabinet ministers with a colleague in office, he would simply 
be asked to be present at a sitting of the cabinet' In 1848, 
when Chartist riots were apprehended in London, lohe Duke 
of Wellington (then commander-in-chief) was summoned by 
Lord John Russell to attend a cabinet council upon this 
emergency.' 

The position of the prime minister towards the cabinet is 
pec?liar. Although h~ is .the head ?f the adminis- The prime 
tratIOn, and necessanly lts most Important and min!,'er in the 

influential member, yet he meets all his colleagues cabmet. 

in council upon a footing of perfect equality. At meetings of 
the cabinet, the only one who has precedence over his fellows 
is, in fact, the president of the council- But, inasmuch as the 

I Mr. Gladstone in NOYt" Am. Rtf). v. 127. p. 207. 
• Ed. Rtf). v. 103. p. 350 i see also Rep. Come. on Education. Com. 

PalI86~. v. 6; Evid. 2395. 
Wellmgton Dup. 3rd ser. v. S. p. 550 i HalOS. D. v. 2U, p. 261. 

• C,,"up. Will. IV. wil" Earl Gr,)!. v. I. p. 399. 
• Earl Russelts Recollections, p. 253. 
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entire responsibility for the government devolves on the first 
minister of the crown, he naturally must possess a degree of 
weight and authority in council which is not shared by any 
olher member. Ordinarily questions may be put to the vote, 
and deci<;led by a majority adverse to the opinion of the prime 
minister.1 But, if he chooses, he may insist upon the cabinet 
deciding in any matter in accordance with his own particular 
views; otherwise he has the power, by his own resignation of 
office, to dissolve the ministry.2 Differences of opinion will 
naturally and unavoidably occur between cabinet ministers, 
but the vote once taken, and the question decided, every 
member of the cabinet becomes equally responsible for the 
decision, and is equally bound to support and defend it In 
case of irreconcilable differences with any of his colleagues, 
the premier may require their resignation or a dissolution of the 
cabinet. But it is not usual for the prime minister to proceed 
to extremity with the cabinet, until he is convinced that there 
is no other alternative between enforcing the adoption of his 
own views and his retirement from office. For" a compromise 
is the natural result of all differences between men in official 
stations under a constitutional government; it is so even where 
they are not coequal in authority." 8 

We have next to consider of personal communications be
e . tween the sovereign and the members of his 
ti~:m"::~~:;;n cabinet council And, in view of the constitutional 
:bi:',:"D "'ld relationship which subsists between the king and 

his ministers, it will be appropriate to notice, 
beforehand, the position of political neutrality which is occu
pied by the sovereign in his intercourse with all other persons, 
including those who have the privilege of access to the royal 
presence, and who may desire to avail themselves of such an 
opportunity to express to him their own convictions upon 
questions of public concern. 

The official channel of intercourse between the sovereign 
and the cabinet council was formerly a secretary of state,' but 

I Ctwresp. Will. IV. wit,. Earl Gny, v. I, pp. 431,433 ; Bulwer's Lij~ 
of Palmerston. v. I, pp. 232-235, 240; Lord Broughton's Recollections in 
Ed. Rt'IJ. 133, p. 335; Martin,.Pr. CtmSorl, v. 4. pp. 458, 484. 486. 

• See Rep. on Board of Admiralty, Co",. Pap. 1861, v. 5, p. IS2; Rep. 
on Mil. Organization, ~. 1860, v. 7, p. 511. 

a Rep. on Military Organization, COlli. Pap. 1860, v. 7, p. 557. 
• See Ed. Rt'IJ. v. 125, p. 546. 
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is now invariably the prime minister. It devolves upon this 
functionary to convey to the sovereign (or his approbation all 
the important conclusions o( the cabinet; and to him the 
sovereign makes known his decisions thereon. The prime 
minister is bound, in his reports and audiences· with the 
sovereign, not to counterwork the cabinet; not tp divide it; 
not to undermine the position of any of bisl colleagues in the 
royal (avour. If he departs in any degree from strict adherence 
to these rules, and uses his great opportunities to increase his 
own influence, or pursue aims not shared by his colleagues, 
then, unless he is prepared to advise their dismissal, he com
mits a treacherous and base act. He must be loyal both to 
his sovereign and to his colleagues, as well as to parliament. l 

Communications on affairs of state are constantly passing 
between the sovereign and the prime minister. And any com
plaint which the sovereign may have to make of the conduct 
of a particular minister should be conveyed through the prime 
minister.- The privilege o( access to the sovereign Right of . 

is accorded to every political head of an admini- access .to the 
strative office, who is at liberty to address the soverelgD. 

crown directly upon political questions; especially in regard 
to matters appertaining to his own department. But all 
important correspondence between the sovereign and a subor
dinate minister should be oiiubmitted to the premier; if not 
beforehand, at any rate immediately after it bas taken place." . 

Until ministers have come to an understanding as to the 
advice they will tender to their sovereign, upon any particular 
subject, it would be premature for them to communicate with 
the crown thereon. The premier himself is under no pbliga
tion, either of duty or of courtesy, to confer with the sovereign 
upon any matter which is still under the consideration of the 
cabinet. But so soon as any principles are settled, Decisions of 
or any project, or line of policy, has been agreed cabin~t to be 

to, with a view either to legislative or administrative d:~:;:t for 

action, it becomes the duty of the premier, as the approval. 

I Mr. Gladstone in Nort" Am. Rev. v. Ia7. p. 208; also in his GleaN
inp, v. I, p. 24,3;· 

• Case of Mr. Canning, in 1834; Wellingt(JII Des}. 3rd ser. V. 2, pp. 
251, 261. 262. 

I 16. v. I, pp. 150, 274; v. ~ pp. 34$. 346; Mr. Gladstone, C". Qual". 
Rn. v. 3. p. 4111; Corres}. Wi/I. IV. wit" Earl G,.~, v. I. PP.46, 76, 
79, 80, 83. 116. 354; Bulwer's Palmlrs/OJI. v. 2, p. 415. . 
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minister in whom the crown has placed its constitutional con
fidence, to take the royal pleasure thereupon; and to afford 
his sovereign an opportunity for the exercise of "that consti
tutional criticism in all departments of the state," which is the 
right and duty of the crown, and which in its operation is con
fessedly "most salutary and efficacious." 1 

It may seem difficult to determine, in every instance, pre
What matters cisely what matters ought to receive the assent of· 
require the the crown beforehand, and what may be properly 
prevIous d k h d' . d h sanction of the un erta en at t e IscretlOn an upon t e respon-
crown. sibility of the several heads of executive depart
ments. But this much, at any rate, is clear, that no important 
acts of government, which would commit the crown to a defi
nite action, or line of policy, which had not already received 
the royal approbation, should be undertaken without the 
previous sanction of the sovereign. This rule is not meant to 
apply to the ordinary course of official communications, but to 
such only as, to any extent, may initiate a new line of policy, 
or upon which it might be conceived that a doubt would arise 
as to the sentiments that would be entertained by the sovereign, 
either in regard to the act itself, the method of its performance, 
or the language employed in relation thereto.8 On the other 
hand, it is not necessary to consult the' crown upon ordinary 
matters of official routine, or upon minor points of administra
tion, which are suitable to be transacted by the direct authority 
of the hea"d. of the particular department of state responsible 
for the same. 41 

Any minutes that may be agreed upon by the cabinet, and 
C b· t which are intended to be communicated to the 

a IDe • h I b h' minutes ~nt to SovereIgn, s ou d e conveyed through t e premIer, 
the sovereign. either by letter or at an audience, to be re
quested for the purpose. Such minutes should invariably 

1 Mr. Disraeli, Hans. D. v. 188, p. II13; and see his speech on the 
queen's duties, at Hughenden, on Sept. 26, 1871; see also Martin, Pr. 
Consort, v. 2, p. 308. But see n. v. 4, p. 146, where it is stated that the 
principles of an important public measure were discussed personally by the 
premier (Ld. Palmerston) with the queen and prince consort for weeks before 
any distinct recommendation thereon was submitted for her Majesty's 
approval. 

• May, Const. Hist., v. i. p. 132; and see COrrtlSp. 0/ William IV, wit" 
Earl Grey, v. 2, pp. 355,364, 373,376,457-459. . 

• May, Const. Hist. v. I, p. 135. 
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record the names of the ministers present when they were 
adopted.' 

The conclusions of the cabinet in less important matters are 
usually made known to the sovereign by letter from Conclusions of 
the prime minister.' If any ministers present at a the cabinet. 

cabinet council dissent from a minute which has been agreed 
to by a majority of the ministers present, the names of the 
dissentients, and the extent of their opposition, should be 
communicated to the king.8 Sometimes the substance of the 
deliberations of the cabinet, upon a particular question, is 
explained to the king by the premier at a personal interview, 
when, if the matter be of sufficient gravity and importance, 
written minutes would be prepared of the conversation between 
the sovereign and his chief minister, in order to prevent mis
apprehension in communicating the same to other members of 
the cabinet· 

In all his communications with the sovereign, the prime 
minister is bound to afford the most frank and . . f h 

I·· . fi " d d DeCISIon 0 t e exp IClt In ormation ID regar to measures agree crown upon 

upon by the cabinet, and submitted for the royal ><!~ce of 
sanction, for it is a maxim of constitutional law, mlnlSters. 

that" the king is not to be deceived as to the character of the 
act which he performs." 6 And" it is not merely the right, 
but the duty, of the sovereign, to exercise his judgment on the 
advice which his ministers may tender to him." 6 If the 
sovereign should persist in rejecting their advice upon any par
ticular measure, they " have then to choose whether they will 
abandon that measure, or tender their resignation." 7 Upon 
points not affecting the great interests of the country, it is 
understood that ministers may yield to the opinion of the 
sovereign.8 But in any circumstances, a minister "is bound 

1 Russell, CfJ1'1'tsp. Foz, V. I, p. 35 I; Colcluster Diary, v. 2, p. lOS; 
Corrtsp. Will. IV. with Earl G,'ey, v. I, pp. 2, IS, 3S, 225 ; v. 2, p. 336. 

• Ib. v. I, p. 34, 44. • 
"Ib. pp. 431, 433; v. 2, pp. 70, 395; and see Walpole's PercnJa/, v. 2, 

P. 23 1• • Corresp. Will. IV. with Earl Gny, v. 2, pp. 68--80. 
• Broom's Ltgal Mazims, pp. 55, 5S; Ld. Cairns, Hans. Do v. 208, 

p. 523. ., 
• Grey, Pari. Govl. new ed. p. 80; Martin, Pr. Consort, v. 2, p. 308. 
t Ld. Grenville, Pari. Deb. (1807) v. 9, p. 239. 
• Palmerston, in Bulwers Life, v. I, p. 76; Martin, PI'. Consort, v. 4, 

pp. 458, 4840 486; Ld. Broughton's Recollections, Ed. Rev. v. 133, pp. 
318-324. 
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either to obey the [ direction] of the crown, or to leave to the 
crown that full liberty which the crown must possess, of no 
longer continuing that minister in office," 1 thereby affording 
to the sovereign "an opportunity of ascertaining whether he 
can find other servants who will enter more readily into his 
views." "Should he fail in his search, then comes into opera
tion one of those salutary checks which the practice of the 
constitution has imposed on the royal prerogative, and he 
must necessarily abandon a line of conduct which he cannot 
find men of character and ability willing to pursue." 8 

In order to supply the crown with adequate means for 
Official papers exercising an independent judgment upon all affairs 
to be sent.to of state, provision has been made, by constitutional 
the sovereJgD. practice, for the regular transmission to the sovereign 
-ordinarily through the prime minister, or else through 
regular official· channels-of every despatch, report or other 
paper, which it is material should be perused by the sovereign, 
or which may be of use to enable him to decide upon the 
merits of any measure submitted to him by ministers.8 

All despatches received by a secretary of state, after perusal 
by the proper officer-and, in important cases, all 

Despatches. drafts of answers thereto-are required to be 
forwarded, by the senior clerk of the particular department, 
first to the prime minister, then to the queen (for the royal 
sanction, previous to their being despatched, in the case of 
important drafts), and afterwards to the other cabinet ministers.' 
Especially in regard to the foreign relations of the empire, 
involving as they sometimes do vital questions of peace or war, 
and the maintenance, at all times, of a frank and dignified 
courtesy towards other sovereigns and their governments, it 
has always been a prominent function of the British crown to 
watch closely and continuously the state of our foreign 
relations, and to keep itself fully advised of the· policy of the 
government in such matters, in every essential detail' Con
stitutional practice accordingly requires that no political 
instruction should be sent to any British minister abroad, and 

I Ld. J. Russell, Hans. D. v. JI9, p. go. 
• Bulwer's Lif~ of Palmers/on, v. I, p. 76. 
• Corrtsp. Will. IV, wit" Earl Grey, v. I, pp. 43, 114. 
• See Rep. Como. on Diplomatic Service, pp. 74-76; Com. Pap. 1861, 

v.6. 
• Martin, Pr. COlISorl, v. 2, p. 300. 
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no official note be addressed to any rro to! diplomatic agent, 
without the draft being first submitted n. ~he prime minister, 
in order that he may take the pleasure of the crown up,oh it. 
And, if either the sovereign or the prime minister"suggest 
alterations, they are either adopted, or the despatch is with
held.1 

, It is the 'duty of the prime minister to forward to the 
sovereign, daily, during the sittings of parliament, an account 
of debates thereill' If the premier is a peer, the leader of 
the House of Commollls writes the account of debates in that 
House.1I 

The prime minister, being the recognized medium of com
munication between the sovereign and the heads Primeminister, 
of the various administrative departments, and the with consent of 

" d' I bl h fi h the crown, minister uect y accounta e to t e crown or t e controls all 
government, of the empire, must necessarily be State affairs. 

cognizant himself of all important correspondence, which is 
received at or emanates from any of these departments. It is 
theref0re required that all such papers should be regularly 
forwarded in the first place to the prime minister, then to the 
queen, and afterwards .circulated amongst the other members 
of the cabinet. By this regulation, the premier is enabled to 
exercise the controlling influence which properly belongs to 
his office, over the proceedings of every depllrtment of state.8 

If any question should arise in the mind of the sovereign, in 
respect to any matter contained in the officia.l papers forwarded 
for her examination and approval, she would communicaite 
thereupon with the prime minister, who is especially responsible 
for all ministerial proceedings and who is the agent of the 
crown to correct or control all other ministers.' Should it be 
necessary for the sovereign to interpose, for such a purpose, 
she would always act upon the constitutional advice and 
responsibility of the first minister. In this manner the whole 
administration is brought into dlle subordination to the 
supreme head. 

I Ld. Palmerstoo, Hans. D. v. 119, pp. 105, 110. 
I Co/dust" Diar!; v. 2, p. 120; Le Marchant, .Lift !If Earl Sfrn~tr. 

"p. 388, 464, 471 ; Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v.240, P. 271. 
I Sir R. Peel, in Rep. 00 Official Salaries, Evid. 326; Com. Rap. 18S0, 

v. 15. 
• Lord J. Russell, in Hans. D. v. II!/> pp, 91, 99. 
VOL. II. 
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When Lord Pald!irecPll held office as secretary of state for 
Lord Palmer. foreign a.:.",lrs his notion was that a foreign minister, 
~tof~'s , while' strictly adhering to the policy of the cabinet, 
1Il rmgement 'h b' . 
of official ".Dug t to e at hberty to give effect to the same 
etiquette. upon his own responsibility, and without being 
obliged to submit all his despatches to the criticism of his 
colleagues. and to the inspection of the sovereign. But this 
opinion was repeatedly rebuked by the queen and warmly 
resented by the premier. At length, in A~st, 1850, it was 
agreed upon by her Majesty and the prime minister that more 
detailed instructions should be conveyed to Lord Palmerston 
in regard to the manner in which he should communicate 
with the crown upon matters appertaining to his own depart
ment. These instructions were communicated by Lord John 
Russell to Lord Palmerston in the following terms:-

"The queen requires, first, that Lord Palmerston will dis-
R· 1'0 t • tinctly state what he proposes in a given case, in 

oya 1 s rue d h h k.n d" I tions gi~en.to or er t at. t e queen may ow as Istmct y to 
!~~r!~n what she is giving her royal, sanction. Secondly, 

having once given her sanction to a measure, that 
it be not ar.bitrarily altered or modified by the minister. Such 
an act she must consider as failing in sincerity towards the 
crown, and justly to be visited by the exercise of her constitu
tional right of dismissing that minister. She expects to be 
kept informed. of what passes between him and the foreign 
ministers before important decisions are taken, based upon 
that intercourse; to receive the foreign despatches in good 
time; and to. hav:e the drafts for her approval sent to her in 
sufficient time to make herself acquainted with their contents 
before they must be sent oft: The queen thinks it best that 
Lord John Russell should show this letter to Lord Palmerston." 
Upon the receipt of this memorandum, Lord Palmerston 
wrote to the premier, stating that he had taken a copy of it, 
and "that he would punctually obey the directions contained 
in it." 1 Nevertheless, in a few weeks after the issue of this 
memorandum, Lord Palmerston again violated the principle 
laid down therein. In a formal note to the Austrian charge 
d'affaires he inserted a paragraph which, was regarded by the 
head of the ministry, and by the queen, as "derogatory to 
the honour of England, as well as discourteous to Austria." 

I Martin, Pro Consort, v. 2, pp. 302-:-3IO Hans. D. v. II9, P.90. 
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The draft of this note was submitted to Lord John Russell 
and to her Majesty, but not until the note' itself had been' 
sent to the Austrian minister. Whereupon. the prime ministet' 
advised the queen to insist on its being recalled, and a fresh 
note, without the objel!tionable paragraph, substituted for it. 
At first Lord Palmerston refused to comply with this order, 
and threatened to resign;. but Lord John Russell was firm,. 
and finally Lord Palmerston did as he was directed.1 He 
afterwards gave offence by his unguarded conduct in receiving 
certain addresses from the admirers of Kossuth, upon the' 
occasion of his visit to England,. in October, 1851;' and 
finally, by his conduct in reference to events in Paris in the 
following Dec~, .. her, left no alternative to the' queen and the 
prime minister but. ':'miss him frorna office. 

Since the occurrence 01 ,:,is case, the ~onstitutional doctrine' 
involved in it has been so well understood, that when the 
relative positions of Lords Russell and Palmerston were re
versed, and the former held the seals of the foreign office 
under the premiership of the latter, from 1859 to 1865, Lord 
Russell afterwards testified that, "according to the uniform 
practice of the foreign office,. the despatches which I wrote' 
were submitted to him as prime minister; fr~quently he would 
write the whole despatch over again, and I was always ready to' 
accept his draft." 3 By established practice, it is now custom
ary for the draft of despatches to be agreed upon between the 
prime minister and the foreign secretary before they are sub
mitted for the approval of the sovereign.' 

During the political existence of a ministry, questions will 
frequently arise which it is deemed advisable to submit to, 
the decision of the whole cabinet, in which case Minority must 
the minority are bound to assist in giv.ing effect to yield. 

the conclusions arrived at by the majority, or else to retire from 
office. In no other way is it possible to have a vigorous 
administration, with a decided policy upon important public 
questions. 

• Particulars of case in Martin, PI'. (;Pmor/, v·. 2, p. 325; also a 
similar case of insubordination of Lord EUenborough, 11 hen president of 
board of control, Ib. v. 4, pp. 223-227. 

• Ib. v. 2, p. 409. 
• Hans. D. v. 206, p. 1833. . 
• Mr. Gladstone,. CII. Quar~ Rev. v. 3. p. 481. 
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The exigencies of the public service, or the interests of govern
ment, may sometimes require that there should be a readjust. 
ment of offices between different members of an administration,l 

"R d" t t or the withdrawal of a particular minister, and 
e·a JUS men b.' . 

of ministerial the su stltutlOn of some more efficient or more 
"offices. desirable person in his place. Such arrangements 
are not infrequently resorted to in order to strengthen a 
cabinet, and to secure for it a larger measure of public support. 
They are generally effected by mutual consent and amicable 
agreement, although cases of a different description, and 
which savour more or less of intrigue, are not unprecedented. 
No doubt a redistribution of cabinet offices will often occasion 
temporary inconvenience, by the removal of a minister from a 
department for the charge of which he has evinced a special 
aptitude; but this is usually counterbalanced by the enlarged 
experience acquired by men who preside in turn over several 
leading public depalltments, and thereby become the more 
efficient as cabinet ministers to superintend the whole affairs 
of the country. Z 

So far as regards the department of the secretariat, an inter
change of offices is ea.sily managed. In a constitutional point 
of view, there is but one secretary of state; and, though the 
office now consists of five distinct and separate branches, the 
functions of any secretary may. upon emergency, be dis
charged by another. The letters patent conferring the appoint
ment are couched in general terms-as of "One of her 
Majesty's principal secretaries of state;" the assignment of 
special duties is a subsequent and arbitrary arrangement that 
may be altered at a.ny time. 

No exchange can be made between other officers of the 
administration without a previous resignation of the place 
intended to be relinquished, and a: formal appointment to the 
new office; which, in the case of a member of the House of 
Commons, until recently vacated the seat. This was long felt 
to be a hardship to individuals, and a serious impediment to 
the reconstruction of a cabinet. But, although some change 
in the law in this respect was advocated by leading statesmen, 
without distinction of party, it was not until the passing of the 
new Reform Act, in 1867, that this restriction upon the re-

I Torrens, Lift of Mtl6fJUrn~, V. 2, p. 3I2. 
• Mr. Gladstone, Ham. D. v. 204, p. 1996. 
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adjustment of a ministry was removed, and authority given for 
the acceptance of another ministerial office by a member 
whose previous acceptance of a similar office had been endorsed 
with the approval of his constituents, without requiring a new 
election. . 

It cannot be expected that internal dissensions in a cabinet, 
however much to be deprecated, should never occur. Dissen~ions in 
No cause of ministerial weakness has been more the cabmet, 

fruitful of disaster j but when men of activity and talent, .each 
having political prepossessions in favour of particular views, or 
being actuated by personal motives of self-interest, unite in the 
endeavour to form a ministry, they will sometimes clash. The 
supremacy of a master mind in the person of the prirne 
minister is the best security for strength and unanimity in 
an administration. But even this has not always availed to
preserve peace. Our political history furnishes many instances 
of governmental difficulties frOID this cause,. which is not 
peculiar to any time, or to the predominance of any party. 

If any member of the cabinet desires a rearrangement of 
ministerial o-ffices, he must make known his views s ' 

h . . , If h . h . h upremacyo. to t e pnme mlDlster. e WlS es to resign, e th,e prime 

should in the first instance communicate his in- IDlDlSter, 

tention to the pcemier, in order that th1'ough him his intended 
resignation may be communicated to the sovereign. It is the 
first minister alone who can advise changes in an administra
tion, and recommend to the sovereign· persons to fill vacancies 
therein.1 If he himself should vacate his office by death or 
resignation or dismissa,l, the ministry is ipso facto " 
d' I d' I d' 'd I ., . h' MIDlSter lSSO ve. n IVI ua mlDlsters may retalD t elr retaining office, 

offices, if permitted by the sovereign, and may form unde~ a new 
part of a fresh combination with another head; prem.er. 

but this would be a new ministry, and as colleagues of the in
coming premier they must make a fresh agreement with him.3 

, Sir R. Peel, Come. Official Salaries, Evid. 28,;, 289; Co,n. Pap. 1850. 
v. IS. 

I Gladstone's Gkanings, v. I, p. 243. . 
• As when in 18"34 Lord Melbourne succeeded Lord Grey, as premier, of 

substantially the same administration; and in 1868, when Mr. Disraeli 
became premier, upon the retirement of Lord Derby through ill health 
(Wellitl.~/on Desp. 3rd ser. v. 40 pp. 208,221 ; and see New Zealand H. 0/ 
R'/'.Jollr, 1873; Appx. v, I; A-la, p. 8; South Afdca Pap. Com. Pap •. 
1878, v. 56, p. 33). . 
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The substantive power which is wielded by the premier over 
his colleagues in office is ,necessarily very great. If he be a 
man of inferior ability, without very decided opinions, his 
authority and influence will be naturally impaired, and the 
influence of the strongest mind in the cabinet will probably 

. predominate. But if he be a man of powerful intellect, or of 
decided opinions, he will command the support of his fellow
ministers, and leave them no alternative but submission or 
resignation.' A prime minister will rarely interfere in the 
departmental arrangements of his colleagues, or in the distri
bution of the .patronage which is placed in their hands; but 
he will require that all matters which in any degree affect the 
policy of the administration shall be submitted for his approval, 
and that if need be the whole strength of the government, 
including that which is afforded by the exercise of the 
patronage of the crown, should be employed in the furtherance 
of his political views, and for the purpose of enlarging the 
influence of the cabinet of which he is the head. 

The resignation of office by a cabinet minister, .although 
Ministerial properly made known to the ·crown through the 
resignations. prime minister, as the official channel of -communi
cation between the sovereign and the cabinet, may be con
summated.at a personal interview with the sovereign-usually 
granted previous to the assembling of a privy council, at ·which 
·his successor is formally appointed-for the purpose of deliver
ing up into the royal hands the symbols of ·office, and in order 
to afford .an opportunity for explanations;On the part of the 
retiring minister. It is, however, a courtesy due to the head 
of the administration, to acquaint him previously of an intended 
l'esignation, so that he may take the necessary steps for filling 
·up the vacant office without delay.· 

When the dismissal ·of Ii. subordinate ,member ·of the ad-

I Stapleton, Cannillg and his Tima. p. 1.79. Thus Lord Wellesley 
1"esigned 1he seals as foreign secretary in 1812, because he 'would no longer 
serve lind" Mr, Perceval, He was willing to serve with Mr. Perceval, 
under a common chief, but not in subordination to him (Pari. V,b. v. 23. 
pp. 367-370; Fearce,It/,moi,s of Wtllulty, v. 3, p. 209; see Mr. Disraeli's 
observations, HaIlS. V. v. 226, po 679). . 

I Pellew's I ift of Sit/mouth, v. 3, p. 395; Lwis' Adlllinisfraticns, 
p. 44~ n. ; Bulwer's Life of Pallll"slolI, v. I, pp. 239-245. 276; v. 2, 
p. 356; ~VeIlJ'"gloll ,{Jesp. 3Fd ser, v, 4, p. 4.52; Walpole, Lift. of Ptr(roal, 

,Yo 2, p. 234· 
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ministration has been determined upon, it is customary far 
. a formal letter of dismissal to be addressed to the D' 'ssa! 
person in question by the prime minister, after .sm. s. 

he has taken the royal pleasure thereon. 1 In the case of the 
retirement of a lord chancellor, whether by resignation or 
dismissal, it is usual for the delivery of the great seal to take. 
place either at a meeting of the privy council, or at an audience 
granted to him in the royal closet for that purpose, as the 
., dot'is regni" is too important an instrument to be entrusted 
to anyone but its lawful custodian or the sovereign himself." 
If not surrendered to the sovereign in person, it should only 
be given to one who claims it with a formal warrant under the 
privy seal or sign manual.8 

Where, in the exercise -of the royal prerogative, a whole 
administration is dismissed, letters of dismissal have been 
written by the newly appointed secretary af state, -in the name 
of his sovereign.· If the retirement of a ministry takes place 
by voluntary resignation, it is customary for the individuals 
composing the same to assemble at the palace, and to be 
separately introduced into the royal closet for the purpose of 
delivering up into the hands'of the sovereign their respective 
wands, seals, keys, and other official badges,' or for the 
ceremony to take place at a meeting of :the privy council, at 
which, also, the newly appointed ministers -are invested with 
the insignia of office.6 But, should a personal interview be 
ol>jectionable to the sovereign, he may direct the surrender of 
the symbols of office to be made to some one else, whom he 
may appoint to receive them;' 

The resignation of an office which is held in connection 
with a seat in the cabinet necessarily involves a 
relinquishment of the right to attend cabinet meet
ings, unless specially invited by the so-vereign, 

Remaining in 
the cabinet 
after resigna
tion of office. 

1 Wellington Des}. 3rd ser. v. 4, pp. 210, 213, 215, 219; Hans. D. 
v. 205, p. 1290. 

• Campbell's Ckanc. v. 5. p. 613. • 16. v. r, P.23. 
• Jesse, Life of Gtor~ III .• v. I, p. 307; Campbell's Ckatlc. V. i. P.56Jj. 
• 16. v. 6, -p. 565. The keys of council -or ·cabinet boxes (not 

being insignia of office) should be returned to a secretary ·of state or 
other minister, and not given to the king (Jesse, Lift of Gtor~ III. v. 3, 
p. 437)· -

• Torrens. Lift of ~fd6ournt. V. 2, p. 368. 
, Campbell's Ckatlc. v. 5, p. '565-
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advantages are of inestimable service in enabling them to 
mature and propound acceptable measures, and to facilitate 
their progress through the legislative chambers. 

On the other hand, either House of Parliament is at liberty 
Re.ponsibility· to give free expression to its opinion upon every 
to House of ministerial act or measure; and no administration 
Commons. I .. ffi h d h can ong remaIn III 0 ce t at oes not possess t e 
confidence of parliament, and particularly of the House of 
Commons. In giving or withholding their confidence the 
Houses of Parliament are only restrained by considerations of 
public policy. Unless they are satisfied that a ministry, which 
does not fully represent their political sentiments, can be re
placed by another, more acceptable and efficient, they will 
probably be content with vigilant supervision and control over 
its proceedings and recommendations, ·rather than incur the 
hazard of a change of. govemment. But, if they believe that· 
the direction of public affairs ought to be entrusted" to other 
hands, they have onlyto.declare-either .expressly or impliedly 
-that ministers have forfeited their confidence, and a change 
must inevitably take place. So that, whether directly or indi
rectly,:the ultimate verdict upon every exercise of political power 
must be sought for in the judgment of the House of Commons.' 

Let us proceed to examine in detail the various points 
included in the foregoing definition of parliamentary govern
ment. The subject will naturally admit of being divided into 
three heads: I. The presence .of the ministers of the crown in 
parliament. II. The functions of the ministers of the crown 
in relation to parliament. . III. The .responsibility of ministers 
to parliament, and particularly to the House of Commons. 

I. The presence 0/ Mini"-sters in .Parliament. 
We have .already, in a former chapter, disposed of the 

historical part of this inquiry, and have described the position 
occupied by the king's ministers in parliament anterior to the 
revolution of 1688: -it will now be our endeavour to take a 
practical view of this subject, a-nd to explain the established 
law and custom of parliament upon the several questions 
connected therewith. 

While there is no absdlute ·necessity for every member of 

I Amos, FiftJl Years of Eng. Consl. ch. 3, sec. 3. 
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the cabinet to hold a departmental office under the crown, 
the spirit of the constitution requires that everyone occupy
ing a seat in the cabinet should also be a member b' 

of one or other of the Houses of Parliament.1 ~n:'~~ 
And no one should be introduced into the cabinet, .mul~ be i~ 
or be permitted to continue therein, who is out par llUllen . 

of parliament; unless he is likely to be returned by some 
constituency within a reasonable period.9 As the ministry for 
the time being ape strictly and exclusively Tespon- All brc··' 
sible for the government of the country, in all its dep~~':ents to 

various branches and details; and as they possess, ~e ~=~!~~ 
on behalf of the crown, an absolute control over . 
all the departments of state, 80 that every public officer in the 
kingdom is directly or indirectly subordinate to them; it is right, 
and in accordance with constitutional practice, that there should 
be some minister of the crown specially answerable for each 
particular branch of the public service, and that every depart
ment of state should be adequately represented in parliament.8 

t Macaulay, Hisl. of En.!. v. 4.P. 435; Mr. Lamb ('Lord Melbourne) 
in Pari. D,b. V.9. p. 287; Lord John Russell, Hans. D. v. 110, pp. 230, 
231 ; Lord Stanley, lb. v. 162. p. 1901. " 

• In 1835. when Sir Robert Peel's ministry was being constructed, it 
was determined to confer a seat in the cabinet upon Sir George Murray, 
the master-general of the ordnance. He accordingly became a candidate 
for a seat in the House "of Commons, but was defeated in the county of 
Perth. After his rejection at Perth, Sir G. Murray 'Volunteered to resign 
his departmental office, but SirR . .Peel wrote and urged him to retain it. 
He added. however,'" I have more difficulty about the cabinet, and I need 
not say so solely and exclusively on the score of constitutional precedent. 
The holding of 11 seat in the cabinet by a responsible adviser of the crown 
-that adviser being neither in -the House of Lords nor Commons-is, I 
fear, extremely unusual, if not unprecedented, in .modern times •••• Of 
course if tbere were any immediate prospect of your return. the objection 
could not apply" (Peel, Ml!Inoirs, v. 2, 'pp. 50-5"2). After this Sir George 
ceased to attend the cabinet councils, although he continued at the head of 
the ordnance department until a change of ministry occurred (Hans. D. 
v. 84, p. 758; Haydn, .Book of Dignitits, p. 192). 

In December, 1845, Mr. Gladstone, on being appointed colonial 
secretary in Sir R. Peel's administration, was defeated -when he stood for 
re·election in the borough of Newark." He continued out of parliament 
until after the resignation of this ministry, which .took place in June, 1846. 
The fact of his absence from parliament was commented upon in tbe 
House of Commons on March 6, but no explanations were given by the 
government, except that he continued to attend the cabinet councils (Hans. 
D. v. 84. pp. 754-758. See Lord Campbell's comments on this case, lb. 
v. 189. p. 946; and Mr. Gladstone in his Gleanings, v. I, p. 225). 

• Lord Stanley, Hans. D. v. 162, p. 1901. 
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This representation may either be direct, by the presence, in 
either House, of the political chief of the department, or of 
some political functionary connected with the same; or it may 
be indirect, through some other officer of government, who is 
specially charged with the duty of answering for the depart
ment in question, as its parliamentary representative.1 

The representation in parliament of every prominent depart-
"R t t' ment of state should not be confined to one epresen a Ion . 
should be in chamber merely, but should always, whenever It 
both HOllses. is practicable, include both Houses. This is most 
desirable: first, because of the-respect due to each separate 
and independent branch of the legislature; second, in order 
to promote harmony between the executive and legislative 
bodies; and lastly, because it tends materially to facilitate the 
despatch of public business through parliament. When the 
representative of any particular branch of the public service in 
one House is the chief minister in charge of the same, having 
a seat in the cabinet, the department should be represented in 
the other House by an under-secretary, vice-president, or other 
subordinate officer, if possible; or otherwise, by some other 
member of the administration.9 

The proportion of cabinet ministcm to be assigned t{) either 
House of Parliament necessarily varies according 

Proportion 
of cabinet to circumstances. It is impossible to fix any rule 
:,;~~s~,:u~~ in regard to a matter which must depend alto-

. gether upon the strength of parties, and the amount 
of available talent at the disposal of an existing administration. 
The prime minister is responsible for the distribution of the 
chief offices of government between the two Houses of Parlia
ment. But this is not infrequently a very difficult task. As a 
leading principle it may be stated that every department en· 
trusted with the expenditure of public money should be repre
sented in the House of Commons either by its head or by its 
political secretary." Moreover, the" increasing weight and 
influence to which the House of Commons has attained, in 
public affairs, has rendered it advisable that a larger proportion 
of cabinet ministers should have seats in that chamber. 

I Mr. Disraeli, llans. D. v. 219. p. 1613. . " 
• Rep. Come. on Education, Com. Pap. 1865, v, 6; Lord GranVille's 

Evid. 1883, 2317. 
I Mr. Cowper, HailS. D. v. 172, p. 364. 
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Under-secretaries of state, however able, are not in a position 
to declare or defend the policy of government, with the. 
freedom, intelligence, and responsibility that are needful, in 
order to satisfy the demands of the House of Commons. In 
f~ct, they merely hold a brief, and are required to justify a 
policy in the framing of which they have had no share. 

It is curious to observe the change in constitutional practice 
within the present century, in the relative proportion of 
cabinet ministers in the two chambers; a change which is a 
striking indication of the growth of power on the part of the 
lower House. The first cabinet of George III. (in 1760) con
sisted of fourteen persons, thirteen of whom were peers, and 
but one a member of the House of Commons. At the com
mencement of Mr. Pitt's first administration, in 1783, he was 
the sole cabinet minister in the House of Commons.1 Mr. 
Addington's cabinet, in 1801, consisted of nine persons, five 
of whom were peers, and the remainder commoners.2 When 
Mr. Pitt returned to office, in 1804, his cabinet consisted of 
twelve persoDs, of whom but one besides himself (that is, Lord 
Castlereagh) was a member of the House of Commons. 8 After 
the death of Mr. Pitt, the Grenville ministry consisted of 
eleven members, of whom seven were .peers and four members 
of the House of Commons.' Mr. Perceval's cabinet, in 1809, 
consisted of ten members, of whom six were peers, and four 
were commoners. Lord Liverpool's cabinet, in 1812, con
sisted of twelve members, of whom ten were peers, and two 
only were commODers; but in 1814, the relative strength of 
the government in the two Houses was altered, by certain 
ministerial changes, which gave nine cabinet ministers to the 
upper House and four to the lower. In 1818, there were 
fourteen cabinet ministers, of whom eight were peers, and six 
were commoners. In 1822 (Lord Liverpool being still 
premier), the cabinet was composed of fifteen members, nine 
of whom were peers.' Since the Reform Bill, it has been 
customary to apportion the leading members of government 
more equally between the two Houses. 

Upon the fort:nation of Lord Palmerston's second adminis-
tration, in -x 859, the cabinet consisted of fifteen members, of 

1 Stanhope's Pitt, v. I, p. 165. • Ib. v. 3, p. 822. 
• Ib. v. 4. p. 189. • Par!' Deb. v. 6, p. 12. 
• ::iir G. C. Lewis, Administrations, pp. 349; 383, 397, 414. 
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whom five were peers, and ten sat in the House of Commons. 
But through various casualties, which occasioned changes in 
the personnel of the government, it happened that from 1863 to 
P d 

J865 eight of the cabinet offices were held by 
repon erance d 

of ministers in peers, an but seven by members of the House of 
the Lords. Commons. The heads of four principal depart
ments of state, viz. the war office, the foreign office, the 
colonial office, and the admiralty, were all of them peers, 
and these important departments were represented in the 
House of Commons by undeIrsecretaries. 1 This apportion
ment of ministerial offices between the two Houses led to 
much inconvenience and dissatisfaction; and advantage was 
taken of the retirement of the Duke of Newcastle from the· 
colonial office, ill 1864. to confer the seals of this department 
upon Mr. Car.dwell, a membell of the House of Commons. 
But still the preponderance of cabinet ministers in the upper 
House remained the same; fot Mr •. Cardwell had previously 
held a seat in. the cabinet as chancellor. of the Duchy of 
Lancaster,. which office was conferred upon a peer, the Earl 

. of Clarendon. 
On April L8, 1.864, Mr. Disraeli took occasion-in a general 

way, and without assuming to lay down any inflexible rule upon 
the subject-to point out the grave objections which existed 
to the continuance of such an arrangement. He gave it as 
Ministers who his opinioll: that the following ministers ~ught to 
ought to he in find seats In the House of Commons, VIZ.: the 
the Commons. heads of" the two great departments of the public 
expenditure," i.e. the army and navy, a decided majority of 
the secretaries of state, and, on the· whole,. the "great 
majority" of administrative officers. He showed that the 
constitution has practically provided for the: adequate repre
sentation of the. government in the House of Lords by allow
ing but four out of the five. secretaries o£ state to sit in the 
Commons, and by requiring the. lord chancellor, the lord 
president of the council, and the lord privy seal I to be chosen 
from amongst the peers. In reply to Mr. Disraeli's observa
tions, Lord Palmerston did not attempt to dispute the general 

I Hans. D. v. 170, pp. 467, 1960; v. 171, p. 1824. 
I [The constitution does not require either the president of the council 

or the privy seal to sit in the House of Lords. Lord J. Russell sat as 
president of the council in the House of Commons: Mr. Gladstone at the 
present time (1892) holds the office of privy seab-Editor.], 
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doctrine enunciated, in regard to the distribution of cabinet 
offices between the two Houses, but showed that it was 
attributable to unforeseen and unavoidable circumstances that 
the proportion of cabinet ministers allowed to each House 
upon the first formation of his ministry (viz. five to the Lords 
and ten to the Commons) had been altered. 1 

Upon the formation of the Derby administration in 1866, 
seven cabinet ministers were assigned to the Lords La'er practice 
and eight to the Commons. The secretaries of on this head. 

state for the home, foreign,s· and war departments, and for 
India, all sat in the House of Commons, as well as the 
chancellor of the exchequer, the first lord of the admiralty, 
and the presidents of the board of trade· and of the poor law 
board. While in the HQuse of Lords the following cabinet 
ministers had seMS: viz. the premier himself as first lord of 
the treasury, the lord chancellor, the secretary for the colonies, 
the president of the council, the lord privy seal, the chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster, and the postmaster-general. This 
distribution of offices was in strict accordance with the prin
ciples advacated by Mr. Disraeli in 1864, when leader of the 
opposition. Unexpected vicissitudes led, in the following 
year, to some change in this arrangement, by which the chiefs 
of the board of trade and of the poor law board,were chosen 
from the House of Lords; and their departments were respec
tively represented in the House of Commons by subordinate 
ministers. But no publie inconvenience was occasioned by 
this proceeding.· 

Mr. Disraeli, upon his accession, to office in 1'814, reduced 
the cabinet to twelve, an equal number of ministers sitting in 
each House. They were apportioned in conformity with 
opinions. he had previously expressed on this subject. In 
1876, when Mr. Disraeli became a peer, he. preserved the 
balance of cabinet ministers in both Houses by taking the 
office of lord privy seal in addition to that of first lord of the 
treasury. The vacant seat in the cabinet was conferred on 
the chief secretary for Ireland, who sat in the House of 

I Hans. D .. v. i74"PP. 12109, 1232; Ia, v. 175, p. 596. 
• For opinion in favour of presence of foreig!l secretary in the Hou<e of 

Commons, see 1st Rep. Come. Dip\. Service, Evid. 1397,. 1398, Com. 
Pap. 1871, v. 7. 

I Hans •. D •. v. 187d p. 877,. 
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Commons. In 1878 the cabinet was increased to thirteen 
members, and the additional minister was taken from the 
House of Commons. 

Admitting, however, the obvious inconveniences attending 
the representation of a prominent public depart

~::ri~i:::,~e~/~ ment in the House of Commons by an officer of 
~t in the inferior grade, who has no seat in the cabinet, 

rd.. whilst his political chief is in the House of Lords, 
it has been well said that there is another side to the question, 
and that there is considerable practical advantage, in an 
administrative point of view, when you have a man at the 
head of an important department who has his evenings dis
engaged, and who is not overburdened by the enormous 
labour of regular attendance in the House of Commons.! 
This should be allowed to counterbalaoce, in some degree, 
the disadvantages resulting from an undue proportion of 
principal ministers in the upper chamber, ""hem, as will some
times happen, such an adjustment of ministerial offices becomes 
a political necessity. 

It has been already remarked that,S in OI"der to facilitate 
the representation of every prominel'lt branch of the public 
service in the two H-ouses of Parliament, under-secretaries of 

. state -are permitted to act as auxiliaries to the 
~;~~d:~.tation chiefs of their respectiYe department~ in the dis
secretaries or charge of this important duty. Officers of this 
state. • • 

description are not made meligible for a seat in 
the House by the 25th section of the statute of Anne {6 Anne, 
c. 7), inasmuch as their offices are not K new," and therefore 
do not disqualify; 8 they are not appointed directly by the 
crown, but, both in form and in substance, by a secretary of 
state, and therefore do not come within the scope of the 26th 
section of that Act, requiring the vacation of the seat upon the 
first appointment to a non-disqualifying office. Moreover, 
the Act IS George II. c. 22, sec. 3, which was framed for the 
purpose of excluding therefrom all "deputies or clerks" in the 
principal departments of state, contains a proviso that this Act 
shall not be construed so as to prevent the secretaries of the 
treasury, of the chancellor of the exchequer, and of the 
admiralty, or the under-secretaries to the principal secretaries 

1 Report Como. OIl Education. Com. Pap. 1865, v. 6, Evid. 760. 
• Ante, p. 29. . • See 211atsell, pp. 51, ·61 II. 
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of state, from sitting and voting in the House" of Commons. 
In truth, it is a. matter of public convenience and advantage 
that the ministry should be able to ensure the presence in the 
House of Commons of confidential officers empGwered to 
represent therein leading departments of the state, and who, is 
the absence of ministers specially ckarged with and responsible" 
for the same, may be entrusted with the conduct af public 
business in relation thereto. 1 

As, however, the law allows bat four out ()f the five 
principal secretaries of state to sit in tAe House A \. " d . . h b d .m. e of Commons at anyone time, so It as een e- n.u,!,ber ma,y 

cided that a similar number only of under-secretaries iio';:'.!~f 
may sit therein together.· Common. 

While every facility' is afforded to the efficient together. 

working of parliamentary government by the permission whiCH 
is given to the political chiefs and their immediate subordinates, 
in every public department, holding office upon a $imilar tenure, 
to sit in the House of Cam mons-the House is extremely 
jealous of ' the intrGduction of any other civil servants of the 
crown within its precincts. The same statute, that Why per. 

sanctions the presence in the House of certain under- mffinen, ciYil 

secretaries, expres~ly declares all other "deputies ~xcf::d.drfrolD 
or clerks" in the offices therein named to be the House; , , " 

incapable of being elected, or of silt.ing and voting in that 
assembly.s And, where there is no direct statutable dis
qualification, constitutional practice requires that a member 
of the House of Commons who accepts a permanent and 

I In 1867, parliament consented to abolish the office of vice-president of 
the board of trade, and to substitute a parliamentary secretary in lieu 
thereof, for the express purpose of getting rid of an office which necessitated 
the re-election of any member upon whom it might be conferred, and 
replacing it by an office which, by analogy with corresponding situations 
of a similar grade, should not entail any such obligation (Hans_ D. v. 187, 
p. 475 j Stat. 30 & 31 Vict. c. 72). And by the Act 34 & 35 Vict. c. 70, 
sec. 4. one of the two secretaries of the local government board is permitted 
to sit in the House of Commons. The War Office Act of 1870, 33 & 34 
Vict. c. 17, authorizes the appomtment of a iUlanciai secretary having a seat 
in parliament, but who does not vacate it on his appointment. It also 
creates a surveyor-general of ordnance, who if in parliament likewise does 
not vacate his seat (Hans. D. v. 201, pp. 10«, 456, 571). 

• See 2 Halsell, 64 n. j Acts 18 & 19 Vict. c. 10 j 21 & 22 Vict. c. 106, 
sec. 4-

• 15 Geo. II. c. 22. 
VOL. II. D. 



34 PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

non-political office in the civil service shall vacate his seat in 
parliament.1 -

There are sound constitutional reasons for the exc1usionof 
all non-political servants of the crown (excepting, of course, 
officers in the army or navy, who are exempted from dis
qualification by the 28th section of the statute of Anne) from 
the House of Commons. Strictly subordinate, and account
able for their conduct, to the minister of state' who is charged 
with the oversight of the department to which they belong, 
and who is exclusively responsible to parliament for its 
administration, the presence, in either House, of a permanent 
officer of any branch of the public service-who might possibly 
differ in politics from his responsible chief-would be found 
highly inconvenien~ and might lead to unseemly and injurious 
collisions. l . 

Besides the injury to free deliberation in parliament from 
the presence therein of persons who would be exposed to 
peculiar hindrances in the discharge of their legislative duties, 
their inelegibility serves to increase their efficiency as depart
mental officers. A reputation for impartiality, honesty of 
purpose, high sense of duty, and fidelity to their political chief 
for the time being, is eminently characteristic. of the whole body 
of public servants in Great Britain. It is their possession of 
these qualities. that begets a· just confidence on the part of a 
minister of state in the subordinate officers upon whom he 
must greatly depend. And nothing could be more adverse to 
the continuance of such esteem than to permit an officer to 

I Case of Mr. Phinn, Hans. D. v. 138,. p.'u8i; and see ante, v. I, 
p. 166. . 

• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 182, p. 1862. Half a century ago, the 
constitutional practice in this particular was less stringent than it is 
now. Nevertheless, in 1820, when Colonel Sir Herbert Taylor, the 
military secretary to the commander-in-chief (the Duke of York) was 
elected to the House of Commons, he was distinctly informed by the 
premier (Lord Liverpool) that" he ought not to interfere in the military 
discussions on the. estimates," as the secretary-at-war was the mouthpiece 
of the g!>vernment to sustain any attacks that might be made upon the 
commander-in-chief, Qr his office." For the same reason, and in order 
to prevent. the commander-in-chief from interfering in the House of 
Commons, Lord Liverpool objected to Major-General Sir H. Torrens, 
the adjutant-general, accepting, a seat in parliament •. "Sir H. Torrens, 
therefore, declined the offered seat, as he was to be mute on military 
discussions, and Sir H. Taylor never interfered in the discussion of the 
estimates" (Clade, Mil •. Forces, v. 2, p. 343). 
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occupy a position where a conscientious expression of his 
opinions might bring him into collision with the government
of the day, or with political opponents, or partisans on either, 
side.1 

This question will be further elucidated by considering the: 
terms of the existing law affecting the eligibility of 

h Id ' ffi d h ., h Law of persons 0 mg 0 ce un er t e crown to Sit In t e eligibility 
House of Commons. for House, , 

d . d h' of Commons. We have alrea y revlewe t e circumstances 
in which parliament, after many unsuccessful efforts, suc
ceeded, in the reign of Queen Anne, in limiting the numbel" 
of office-holders who should be capable of sitting in the House' 
of Commons; and, finally, by subsequent legislation; in ridding 
the House of all placemen who are' not required, eithel" 
directly or indirectly, to assist in· carrying on the queen's 
government, or whose presence cannot be' justified upon, 
grounds of public policy.s 

The statute of f..nne,s it will be remembered, established 
two important principles, which have remained, substantially 
unchanged to this day. First, that the acceptance by a, 
member of the House of Commons of an· office of' M" 'te 

• IDlSrs' 
profit from the crown shall thereby vacate his seat. accepting office. 

Second, that such person may, nevertheless, be :':~l~t~d. 
re-elected, provided his ofike be one that is not ' 
declared expressly (by this or any other statute)·to be incom" 
patible with a seat in the House af Commons. 

In regard to the first of these principles, it should be 
observed that this statute is invariably construed very strictly. 

The second principle initiated by the statute of Anne, and 
ratified and extended by subsequent legislation, provides for 
the positive exclusion from the House of Commons of all 
placemen not required therein. By the 25th section of the. 
statute of Anne this exclusion was directly applied I' 

h ' b f 11" ffi' Excuslonof to t e lOcum ents 0 a new 0 ces' to be all unnecessary 

created after October 25, 1705; as well as to officials, 

certain other offices therein enumerated. There remained, 
however, a numerous class of officials" holding "old offices" 
under the crown, who were still, eligible to, be' elected to 

I See Mit". of Pari. 1839" pp. 3939, 3942; Hans. D. v. 151, pp. 788, 
1583. 

• See ante"v. I, p.425., a, 6,Anne"e. 7. sees. 25.26. 
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parliament. But their exclusion was gradually effected by 
various statutes subsequently passed.1 So that, as a general 
rule, no government office-holders are now competent to sit 
in the House of Commons but such as have a representative 
character in connection with a particular branch of the public 
service. It is true that there are certain dignified and non
political offices. to which the principle of exclusion has not 
yet been applied, and which it is contended ought not, on 
public grounds, to disqualify for a seat in that assembly. But 
these privileged' exceptions are the .mere relics of a bygone 
age, are very few in number, and are being gradually abolished. 
In proof of these statements it will be necessary to take a brief 
survey of the actual results of parliamentary action upon this 
subject since ,the statute of Anne. 

The "twelve".1 judges of England, t):1ough holding offices 

Judges. 
which were in existence long anterior to the statute 
of Anne, and not expressly disqualified by any 

Act of Parliament, are excluded from the House of Commons 
by ancient usage, on account of their --receiving writs of 

summons to attend the House of Lords.3 Since 
Officials Q A' . h' d' . 1 fi . . ineligible for ueen nne s reIgn, ot er JU ICla unctlOnanes 
a s.l~t in have been rendered ineligible by statutes passed 
pa, ,ament. fi . . 4 F ISh' d rom tIme to tIme. or examp e, the cotc JU ges, 
by the Act 7 Geo. II. c. 16; the Irish judges, by 1 & 2 Geo. 
IV. c. 44; and the judge of the Admiralty Court. in Ireland, 
by the Act 30 & 31 Vict. c. IJ4, sec. 9.5 

The judge of the High Court of Admiralty was disqualified 
in 1840 by the Act 3 & 4 Vict. C. 66.6 But, as the then judge 

I For these statutes and the decisio~ upon them, see Rogers, Law of 
E/~etions, ed. 1886, pt. 2, pp. 576-593. 

• Down to 1830. the number of common law judges was twelve. In that 
year they were increased to fifteen, and in 1868 to eighteen. Under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act. 1873. the number of judges was fixed at 
twenty-one (see Hans. D. v. 226, p. 761): another judge was add.d by 
Act 40 Vict. c. 9. They are all declared by sec. 9 to be ineligible to sit in 
the House of Commons. 

• ltIir. of Pari. 1839. p. 4588; and see ante. v. I; pp. 235. 236. 
• Rogers. Law of Eke. ed. 1886, pp. 571-573.. See article in Law Mag. 

pt. 2. for Aug. 1868. Can a person holding a judicial office sit in the 
House of Commons? 
. • Up to passing of this Act, in 1867. the judge of this court was eligible· 
to be elected (Com. Pap. 1864, v. 29. p. 232). 

• See "'fir. oj Pari. 1839. p. 161 j but see Hans. D. v. 127. p. 1008. 
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of this court (Dr. Lushington) was a member of the House 
at the time of the passing of this Act, the words" after the 
present parliament" were inserted in the clause of disqualifica
tion. on the ground that, inasmuch as he had been" chosen 
by his constituents while ,holding his judicial office," it would 
be "quite beyond the jurisdiction" of parliament to require 
him to vacate his seat.1 The judges of the new Landed 
Estates Courts in Ireland, by Act 2I & 22 Vict. C. 72, sec. 7 ; 
and all judges, registrars, and officers attached to any court 
having jurisdiction in bankruptcy, are disqualified by the Act 
32 & 33 Viet. c. 71, sec. 69'. 

Upon the establishment of county courts in England, the 
judges thereof were excluded from the House of Commons by 
the Act!; 9 & 10 Vict. c. 9S and 2S & 26 Viet. c. 99. 

The recorders of the several boroughs in England and 
Wales are not disqualified from sitting in the R nI 
House of Commons; but they are prohibited from eco ers, 

representing the boroughs for which they act as recorders; t 
and, upon their appointment to a recordership, in the gift of 
the crown, they must invariably present themselves for re
election, if they desire to remain in pariiament.1t 

The recorders of London and Dublin, however, are eligible 
to sit in the House of Commons for any constitu- J d' • 1 

• . U ICla 

ency. The London recorder IS elected by the of!ic,ers still 
Court of Aldermen, but the Dublin recorder is eligible. 

appointed by the crown.· 
The judges of the Ecclesiastical Court and of the Provincial 

Courts of Canterbury and York under the Public Worship 
Regulation Act of 1874 are likewise at liberty to hold seats 
in the House of Commons.' And so was the Master of the 

1 1I1il". of P"rl. 1839. p. 4587. The learned judge remained in the 
House of Commons, of which he had been a distinguished ornament, for 
thirty.four years, until the dissolution, of parliament in 1841. He continued 
to preside over the Admiralty Court until 1867. and retired from office in 
his 86th year. 

• Act 5 & 6 Will. IV. c. 76, sec. 103. In like manner, a revising 
barrister may not sit in the House of Commons for any county or 
borough for which he is appointed to act. by 6 & 7 Vict. c. 18, sec. 28. 

• Com. Journ. 1861, p. 156. See case of Attorney·General Sir R.'Collier 
and the Recordership of Bristol, Am. Law Rt'lJ. v. 5, p. 195. 

• Pol. Cydop. v. 4. p. 614; Mil". of Pari. 1831-2. pp. 3331, 3496; I6. 
1839, pp. 3938, 4591 ; Hans. D. v. 218, p. 945. 
. • Mil". of Pari. 1839. p. 4588 j Hans. D. v. 221, P.9OS. 
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Rolls, until he was expressly excluded by the Supreme Court of 
Judicature Act of 1873: from and after "the time appointed 
for the commencement of this Act." But Sir George Jessel 
was appointed master of the rolls before this' date; and, 
·inasmuch as .the ·nth section of the Act of'1873 exempted 
from its disqualifying operation every ." existing judge," the 

-·election of Sir G:Jessel to the House of Commons in April, 
. J:880, was deemed -to be valid, and the 1udicature Act to 
present no ,objection to his taking his seat in that assembly.l 

There is but one other per-son hoJding an office of profit 
Church estates under or from the crown (not being a recognized 
commissioners. minister of the crown), who may now sit in the 
House of Commons, namely, the first church estates com
missioner.i This functionary is a lay member of the, Church 
,of England, appointed by the crown during pleasure, 10 whom 
.is vested all estates held in trust for the ecclesiastical com
missioners of England, he being tile ojJido one of the said com
missioners. But, ever since its constitution, the office of 
.c, first commissioner" has been held by a peer. The second 
and third ·commissioners have been usually selected from 
amongst the members of the House of Commons, as the 
acceptance· of these offices entails ·no disability. The second 
commissioner is, in fact, competent to sit, because, though 
.appointed by the crown, he ;receives no -salary. The third 
commissioner because, though a salaried otficer, he is appointed 
by the archbishop of Canterbury . 

. Thus the tendency of. opinion in parliament since .the 
Exclusion of Reform Act of J:832 has been to adhere, with . 
. all ofticials but augmented severity, to the principle of .exclusion 
~~~e:!nt a embodied jn the statute of Anne, .by reducing the 
public trust. number of office-holders under the crown, who 
-shall be capable of sitting in the House of Commons, and by 
.excluding all such as are not directly serviceable in a repre
.sentative capacity. We accordingly find that the number 
of offices of profit from the crown which might have been held 
.at an'y one .time by .members of .the House .of Commons has 
been steadily decreasing through the abolition of various 
unnecessary offices, and the consolidation of others with 
.kindred departments. 

I L. T. May 8, 1880, p. 19 • 
.. ::lee return U!lating to Offices of Profit, COin. Pap. 1867, v. 56, p. 19. 
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In certain of ,the Australian colonies, the principle of legis~ 
lative independence has been still further extended: so as 
to forbid an elected or nominated member of the legislative 
chambers, under penalty, accepting any office or place of 
profit under the crown, at any time within sixoy'tweive months 
a/leY (easing 10 be su(h 11lember. This has been the law in 
Victoria since 18591 and in New Zealand since '11879." 

Moreover, within the past ten years, the 'principle of ex
clusion has been still further extended in reference to certain 
offices newly created under tenure of" good behaviour," and 
by applying it in these P!lrticular cases, to the Certain officials 
House of Lords. Thus, In the Government of excluded from 
India Act of «858, it was provided that the both Houses. 

members of the council to advise and assist the governol'
general, though appointed for life, during "good behaviour," 
should not be capable of sitting or voting in either House of 
Parliament. 8 And in '1866, in the Act empowering the crown 
to appoint a comptroller and auditor-general, and an assistant
comptroller and auditor, notwithstanding that these ·officers 
were ,likewise to serve during "good behaviour," a tenure 
which renders them practioally independent of ministerial 
control, they were declared to be ineligible for a seat in the 
House of Commons, and it was further enacted that no peer of 
parliament should be capable oC holding either oCthe said 
offices.' And the Parliamentary Elections Act oC 1868 pro
vides concerning the puisne judges to be charged with the 
trial oC election petitions that, while their tenure shall be 
similar to that of other Judges, which excludes them from the 
House of Commons, nojudge being" a memberofthe House 
of Lords" shall be appointed an election judge;5 

On the other hand, in several instances, permanent non-
1 By Act 23 Vict. No. 91, sec. 12. 
• By Act 42 Vict. No. 30, sec. 6. 
• 21 & 22 Vict. c. 106, sec. 12; and see Hans. D. v. lSI, pp. 784-790, 

1582; lb. v. 187, p. 1048; lb. v. 196, p. 1~36. 
• 29 & 30 Vict. c. 39, sec. 3. The previous comptroller of the exchequer 

(Ld. Monteagle), whose office was identical with that of the new comptroller 
and auditor-general, was a member of the House of Peers. But see Hims. 
D. V. 182, p. 1862. 

• 31 & 32 Vict. c. 125, sec. I I. See first draft of Bill, No. 27, 1868. 1ft 
New Zealand the disqualification of office-holders (other than political 
funclionaries) extends equally to both Houses. See Disqualification Act~, 
1876, C. 70, ano 1878, c. 30. 
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political appointments, as paid commissioners of public boards, 
or heads of administrative. departments, have been conferred 

upo~ l'eersh· . d'd d d' . .. l' . . \'; hile t ere IS a eCI e IspoSltlDn . In par lament to inSiSt 

Re-election on 
accepting 
ministerial 
offices. 

with increasing emphasis upon the incompatibility 
of a seat in the House of Commons with the ac
ceptance of a non-politi€3l office under the crown, 
on the other hand. ever since· the introduction 

of the first Reform Act of 1832, there has been a growing 
conviction in the minds. of statesmen, wholly irrespective of 
party considerations, that the clause in the statute of Anne, 
obliging members who accept ministerial offices under govern
ment to go to theill constituents for re-election, required some 
modifiE:ation in order to adapt it to the exigencies of our 
modem political system.1 

When the Reform Bill of r832 was under discussion in the 
Proposed House of Lords, it was proposed by Lord North
",peal of the amp ton to insert a clause therein to render it 
law requiring fi b f h H f C ministers to be unnecessary or mem ers 0 t e ouse 0 om-
... -elected. mons to vacate their seats upon the acceptance of 
political offices. Lord Grey (the prime minister) stated that 
he was favourably inclined to the proposition, as it appeared 
to him that great inconveniences resulted from the present 
practice, which more than c:ounterbalanced any advantages 
attached to it. But it was judged to be imprudent to risk 
giving additional strength to the opponents of the Reform Bill 
by attempting to introduce into it an amendment so liable 
to be misunderstood.1 Accordingly, Lord Northampton 
brought in a separate Bill for the purpose. The Duke of 
Wellington, who then led the opposition in the House of 
Lords, declared his opinion. that some such measure would be 
necessary in consequence of the passing of the Reform Bill, 
but he conceived that it ought to originate with the govern
ment. The other peers who took part in the debate, though 
generally favourable to the Bill, required more time to con
sider it j it was therefore postponed and ultimately dropped.' 

I See the Right Hon. Mr. Cave's remarks on the Bill, passed in 1867. to 
convert the office of vice-president of the board of trade into an under. 
secretaryship. expressly to avoid the obligation of re-election upon accepting 
office (Ham. D. v. 187, p. 476). 

• Mir. of Pari. 1831-2. p. 2382; Grey, Pari. GtnJ. ed. 1864. P. 125 ; 
HaNS. D. v. 189. p. 740. • M;r. of Pari. 1831-2, pp. 2569, 2808. 



C!s:U1~"15 
THE MINISTERS OF THE CROWN IN PARI; Ml.'l!I'tsot'll 

In 1834 a similar motion was proposed by a pn e m~1 
in the House of Commons, but it met with little a An 
amendment was moved to substitute a plan for memtie 
government to be allowed seats in the House ex E.1MIflido 

ofIido, but without the privilege of voting, unless seats. 

returned by a constituency. This proposal proved still more 
unacceptable to the House, and several years elapsed before 
this question was again mooted in parliament. But, upon ~e 
revival of the agitation for reform by Lord John Russell In 

18S2, this point once more presented itself for solution. 
Warned by the fate of previous efforts in this direction, Lord 
John contented himself with proposing that a Proposal that 
member of the House who at the time of his the seat should 

. ' not be vacated 
election, held an office under government, should by a change of 

not be required to ask for re-election upon a. mere office. 

change of office. This was intended to meet the argument, 
so often urged against the larger proposition, that a co.n
stituency, having chosen a free and independent man as Its 
representative, had a right to an opportunity of reconsidering 
its choice when he undertook the trammels and responsibilities 
of public employ. But the Bill did not pass, so that the law 
concerning the vacation of seats remained unaltered. 

In 1854, Lord John Russell, as the mouthpiece of Lord 
Aberdeen's coalition ministry, introduced another Reform Bill, 
which contained a clause to do away with the necessity for 
re-election, in the- first instance, upon a member Th 

of the House of Commons accepting office as a el<::i:- shoul 

minister of the crown. In advocating this pro- h<:~ispensed 
vision, his lordship commented upon the incon- WI. . 

venience and embarrassment occasioned by the existing law; 
argued that the particular constituency rarely considered the 
question involved in the acceptance of office by their repre
sentative, but often opposed his return upon totally different 
grounds j and pointed out that the true responsibility of a 
member accepting a share in the government lay to the House 
itself and not to his own constituents, while he was confessedly 
at liberty to change his course of politics without reference to 
his constituents, until he sought a renewal of trust at their 
hands. 1 But this Bill did not pass. -

In 1859 a Reform Bill was submitted to the House of. 
I Hans. D. v. 130, p. 50S; and see p. 530. 



42 PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

Commons by Mr. Disraeli,. as the organ of Lord Derby's 
administration, which contained a clause to dispense with the 
necessity for re-election in the case of a member who had 
That a second been elected when ~oldi~g an offi<:e of profit under 
re-election the crown, upon his agam acceptmg any office of 
shou!d not be profit (not being a disqualifying one) "while he required. . 

contInUeS to be such member." 1 It was not com-
mented upon, or discussed, in the House, during the debates 
on the Bill, which was thrown out upon its second reading. 

In 1860,Lord John Russell, on behalf.{)f LordPalmerston's 
administration, again introduced a Reform Bill. By the 30th 
clause of .this Bill it was proposed to enact-in the terms of 
I h Mr. Disraeli's Bill for the preceding year-that it 
anc~n~i::~~ of should not be necessary for a member who had 
h~ding of been elected whilst holding an office under the 
o ceo . crown, to ask for re-election upon his accepting 
another office, "while he c-ontinues such member;" provided 
only, that any subsequent acceptance of office shall be "upon 
or immediately before his resignation of the office " previously 
held by him.! After much debate, this Bill was withdrawn 
without any discussion having ensued ,upon this particular 
clause. The Reform question was then allowed to slumber 
for several years. 

At length in 1866, after .the .death of Lord Palmerston, the 
Reform Bill of .attention -of the House of Commons was again 
.866. aroused to the state of the representation, and a 
Reform -Bill was laid upon the table by Mr. Gladstone, as the 
organ of Lord Russell's ministry. Strange to say, this Bill 
contained no clause concerning the vacation of seats on 
accepting office; an omission which, considering that Lord 
Russell had repeatedly advocated some change in the law on 
this subject, can only be attributed to .an unwillingness on the 
part of Mr. Gladstone to reopen the -question.8 But this Bill 
also shared the fate of its predecessors. 

Up, then, to the year 1867, the principle embodied in the 
statute of Anne, requiring a member to submit his acceptance 
of an office under the crown, upon every occasion and in all 

I Coni. Pap. IS59, 1st sess. V. 2, p. 67S. 
• Hans. D. v. 157, App. p. vi. 
S This surmise is corroborated by Mr. Gladstone's remarks upon this 

question in the following session (lb. v. ISS. p. 471). 



THE MINISTERS OF THE CROWN IN PARLIAMENT. 43 

circumstances, to the approval of his constituents, was reso 
lutely and persistently maintained by the legislature; 1 not
withstanding that some modification thereof, more or less 
extensive, had been proposed by successive administrations, 
and advocated by political writers -of ability and repute for 
upwards of thirty years.' 

In 1867, however, it once more devolved ·upon Mr. Disraeli, 
as the organ of Lord Derby's administration, to Different pro
submit to parliament a Bill to amend the laws posals in z867· 

relating to the representation.of the people, -which, after under
going protracted discussion in the House of 'Commons, was 
finally agreed to by both Houses. As originally introduced, 
the 37th clause of ·this Bill was an eKact transcript of the 68th 
clause of Mr. Disraeli's Reform Bill of 1859.8 But, objection 
being taken in committee that this clause might be so con
strued that II a defeated government could again take office 
without re-election," whereas it was the sense 'of the House 
that .. it should be clearly limited to cha.nges in the existing 
government after the members had been once re-elected," the 
government consented to withdraw the cla.use and substitute 
another to that effect.'· U.pon the introduction of the new 
clause, it was agreed to without a .division, .Mr. Gladstone 
expressing his approval of the alteration of the ·law as being 
the removal of a very serious inconvenience, which ,more than 
outweighed the small constitutional privilege hitherto enforced 
against a member ·of the House of <Commons whenever he 
might accept an office from the crown.& 

In the House of Lords, in committee on the Bill, an attempt 
was made, by Lord Grey, to substitute for the clause above
mentioned another which, instead of merely permitting 
members to exchange one office for another without vacating 
their seats, should render. re-election unnecessary whensoever 

• May, Const. Hut. v. I, p. 30S. 
I For example: Lord Grey on Pari. Gov. ed. IS64, pp. 125, 239; 

Hearn, CI1'lJt. 'If Eng. p. 2.52; Brief Remarks upon the Working of the 
Reform Bill, as it affects One of the Royal Prerogatives (a pamphlet) 
printed by Gilbert and Rivington, LondoD, IS31; Ed. Rev. v. 61, p. 40 ; 
v. 96, p. 500; v. ~06, p. 282; by Mr. W. R. Greg in North Brit. Rev. 
May, 1852, No. I. On the other side, see Toulmin Smith, Pari. Renumb. 
1857-8, p. 54 j QUal'. Rev. v. 94, p. 602; Warren, Election La'IJI, ed. 
1857, p. 189. . 

• Representation o{the People Bill, 1867, Bill 79. 
• HQlu. D. v. 188, p. 302. . • lb. pp. 301, 614:'616. 
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a member of parliament should accept of any office nolV 
tenable by law with a seat in the House of CommonS. Lord 
Grey's amendment was opposed by Lord Derby, on the ground 
that, however convenient such an arrangement might be to 
a government, it would be an invasion of the constitutional 
rights of the electors to declare tha~ a person whom they had 
chosen whilst in an independent position, and free to devote 
the whole of his time and attention to his duties on their 
behalf, but who had afterwards accepted an office which must 
require a great portion of his time, and also to a certain extent 
must cripple his independent judgment, should not have to 
go before his constituents, in order to know whether, in these 
altered circumstances, they were willing to continue him as 
their representative. These arguments prevailed with the 
House, and Lord Grey's amendment was negatived, without a 

, division.1 

The law, as it now stands, seems to be a reasonable settle
ment of this 10ng-cQntested point. It preserves to every con
stituency, that has returned a member to parliament untram
melled by the fetters of office, an opportunity of reconsidering 
their choice, upon their representative agreeing to assume such 
a responsibility i and it is, to this extent, a check upon 
members who might be disposed to ignore the conditions upon 
which they had been elected to serve in parliament by a par
ticular constituency. On the other hand, it enables a member, 
whose acceptance of office "from the crown .. has been ratified 
by the suffrages of the electors, to change from one such office 
to another without the personal trouble and inconvenience to 
public business, which would result from his having again to 
offer himself for 're-election: provided only that the change be 
immediate, and that the office subsequently accepted, as well 
as that which has been relinquished, be an office actually desig
nated in the schedule.1I 

In Canada, where, as a general rule, the English parlia-
Law in mentary practice prevails, the law concerning the 
Canada. vacation of seats on accepting office has been 
modified in a similar direction ever since 1853. First, by the 
statute 16 Vict. c. 154, and afterwards by the amended statute 
20 Vict. c. 22, sec. 7, it was provided, that if a member of the 

1 HaNS. D. v. 189, pp. 744-747. 
• See May, Pari. Prat:o ed. 1883, p. 704. 
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legislative assembly, or an elected member of the legislative 
council, who holds any of the (enumerated) offices forming 
part of the provincial administration, "resigns his office, and, 
within one month after his resignation accepts any other of the 
said offices, he shall not thereby vacate his seat in the said 
assemWy or counciL" 1 

Having ascertained the circumstances in which a member 
of the House of Commons is required, by law, to Wh 

vacate his seat upop accepting office under the stit:~~a':; 
crown, we have next to inquire, what constitutes an ~~nce of 

acceptance of office sufficient to justify the issue of . 
a new writ? 

Ordinarily, and as a matter of convenience, mere agreement 
to accept a disqualifying office v.acates the seat.' A t 

But such agreement should be distinctly stated, as ~:':,~.;o 
the ground of vacancy; and, at any rate, in offer- vacates seat. 

ing himself for re-election, the candidate must appear before 
his constituents as an actual office-holder under tlie crown, or 
his seat may again be vacated by his appointment to the par
ticular office.8 

But while it is customary to issue a new writ so soon as a 
merpber has agreed to accept a disqualifying office, . 
mere agreement does not of itself disqualify' It When the lS.sue • ora new wnt 
is true that, by agreeing to ac-cept an office from may be 
the crown, a member places himself under the delayed. 

I Con. Stal. of Canada (1887), p. 181. 
• Hatl. Pru. v. 2, p. 61 n. 
• In 1801 Mr; Addington, being at tbe time a membeo of the House of 

Commons, received the king's commands to form a new administration, in 
which it was intended that he should fill the post of chancellor of the 
exchequer. The arrangements for the new ministry were in progress, 
when they were interrupted by the king's illness. Believing that the delay 
would be short, Mr. Addington thought to expedite matters by accepting 
the Chiltem Hundreds. Thereupon, on February 19, a new writ was 
ordered. Mr. Addington had fully anticipated that his appointment as 
chancellor of the exchequer would have taken place before his re·election. 
But this was prevented by the continued illness of the king; and he was 
again returned, and took his seat in the House on February 27, not as a 
minister of the crown, but as a private member. It was not until March 14 
that the king was snfficiently recovered to admit of his receiving the seals 
from Mr. Pitt, and transferring them to Mr. Addington. This formal 
acceptance of office by Mr. Addington again vacated his seat; and it was 
::Ilarch 23 before he reappeared in the House as a minister of the crown 
(May, Cumt. Hisl. v. I, pp. 164, 165). 

• Lord Nugent's case, Mir. of ParI. 1831-2, pp. 3331, 3350. 
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influence against which the statute of Anne is directed. Never
theless, if there be a reasonable excuse to justify delay, it has 
been usual for the House to await the performance of some 
formal act of acceptance, before proceeding to order the issue 
of a new writ. Meanwhile, the member is not debarred from 
the exercise of any of his legislative functions. 1 

The proper time· fOl: the issue of a new writ to supply a 
New writs yacancy in the House of Commo!1s may b.e further 
upon elevation Illustrated by reference to vac~cles occasIOned by 
to the peerage. elevation to. the peerage. 

I For example, in the session of 1822, Mr. Canning spoke and voted in 
the House of Commons repeatedly after he had agreed to accept the post of 
governor-general of India· (Pari. Deb. N.S. v. 7, p. 136; Ib. Index, 'lJerbo 
Canning, G.; Bell, Lije oj Canning. pp. 319-322; Ed. Rev. v. 109, p. 269). 

In 1840 Mr. Horsman, M.P. for Cockermouth, issued an addre,;s to his 
electors, dated May 18, informing them that he had been offered the po;t 
of a junior lord of the treasury, and had felt it to be his" duty to accept 
it" (Mir. oj Pari. 1840, pp~ 3243, 3265, 3308); but it was not until 
May 21. that a new writ was ordered for Cockermouth, Mr. Horsman 
havmg, meanwhile, spoken and voted in the House. 

Upon the formation of Sir R. Peel's administration in September, 1841, 
the office of lord chancellor of Ireland was assigned to Sir E. B. Sugden'. 
On September 20 .. the question was asked in the House of Commons, why 
no new writ had been moved for upon this nomination, to whiehSir 
E. B. Sugden replied, "It is quite true that I have considered it my duty' 
to accept the appointment; but those measures have not as yet been com
pleted which are necessary to displace the former officers." Sir R. Peel 
confirmed this statement, saying, "It is intended' the appointment should 
be made, but the ceremony even of kissing hands has not yet taken place" 
(Ib. 1841, sess. 2, p. 327). 

On Nm'ember 22, 1830, a new writ was ordered by the House of 
Commons for Preston. in the room of the Hon. E. G. Stanley, appointed 
chief secretary for Ireland. On November 25. a supersedeas thereto was 
directed to be issued, it being. stated that Mr. Stanley" had not accepted .. 
the said office" with the legal technicalities necessary; and that thel'efore 
the House, in directing the issue of the writ, acted upon misinformation as 
to the fact of the vacancy~' This course was declared to be "quite in 
accordance with former precedents" (lb. 1830, seSS •. 2, p. 350) •. Eight days 
afterwards the writ was again ordered, without remark (lb •. p. 365). 

In 1835, upon the formation of the Melbourne Adminisuation, new 
writs were ordered in. the House of Commons on behalf of several members 
who had accepted office therein; but in the case of Lord Morpeth, the 
intended secretary for Ireland, the writ was ordered upon his having 
accepted the Chiltern Hundreds; which was explained by "the. circum
stance of suffi.cient time not having yet elapsed for making out his appoint
ment as chief secretary for Ireland" (Ib. 1835, p. 845). But he appeared 
at the hustings, and was llC-elected in. the latter. capacity (smith,. Pari .. of 
Ell':, v. 2, p. 139).. . 
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When a member of the House is created a peer of the 
r~alm, it is usual to issue the writ on his kissing hands after 
the warrant under the sign manual has issued, although this is 
but a preliminary step to the making out of the patent; but 
the writ is sometimes delayed until the patent has been made 
out, or the rup; endorsed. I. 

But, where a peerage devolves by inheritance upon a member 
of the House of Commons, it is customary to await the issue 
of the writ of summons calling thct heir to the other House; 
when the motion for a new writ of election should be "in place 
of --, now summoned up to the House of Lords." It is not 
because the issuing or withholding the writ of summons at all 
affects the rights of succession, that this practice is observed, 
for the legitimate heir is entitled to demand his writ of 
summons ex debito jllstilia, if it has been wilfully or in
advertently withheld j but because it affords the readiest proof 
to the House of Commons that one of their number has 
become a peer, and is no longer entitled to a seat in their 
chamber.· The fact of the issue of a writ of summons is not 
indeed the only conclusive evidence in such· cases, for should 
any unreasonable delay occur, or other cause require it, the 
House might institute an inquiry into the birth; parentage, 
and legitimacy of the claimant, he being a. member of the 
Commons. 

Any statement of the law and practice concerning the 
vacation of the seat of a member of the House-of Chiitem 

Commons upon accepting an office of profit from Hundreds. 

the crown; would be incomplete without some account of the 
Chiltern Hundreds. It being contrary to the ancient law 
of parliament for a chosen representative· of the people to 
refuse to accept, or to resign, the trust conferred upon him,' 
a member wishing to retire accepts an office by which his seat 
is legally vacated. For this purpose it is customary to confer 
upon any member-who may apply for the same the office of 

1 Campbell, Livt.f of the CnanctUors. v. 40 p. 1'2S; but see May. Pari. 
/,rat. ed. 1883. p. 698. 

• See Hans. D,"'¥. 74, pp. 109. 283. 
• May, Pari. Prato ed. 1883, p. 708. Members of the Canadian legis

lature are empowered to resign their seals at any time. except when their 
right to the seat is contested, or within the ordinary period for petitioning 
against their election:, by the Consolo States of Canada (1886), C. 13. 
secs. 5. etc.. 
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steward or bailiff of her Majesty's three Chiltern Hundreds, of 
Stoke, Desborough, and Bonenham; or, of the Manors of 
East Hendred, Northstead, or Hempholme; or, of Escheator 
of Munster. l These stewardships are merely nomina!. offices; 
but they are technically sufficient for the purpose in view; 
and, as soon as that purpose is accomplished, they are 
resigned." 

The appointment to the Chiltern Hundreds is vested in the 
chancellor of the exchequer; but he acts formally and minis
terially in conferring it upon any applicant, unless there appears 
to be sufficient grounds to justify a refusal Nevertheless, the 
office would never be granted to a person in a state of mental 
incapacity, or where proceedings were pending whereby the 
applicant might be lawfully deprived of his seat, or expelled 
from the House.3 

Where a vacancy occurs in the House of Commons, whether 
New writs not by death, elevation to the peerage, or acceptance 
to ~ issued of Qffic~prior to, or shortly after, the first meet
unul expiry of ing' of a new narliament· or within fourteen days time for I ... J 

questioning after the return of a newly elected member-a writ 
returns. will not be issued, upon any such member so vacat-
ing his seat, until the expiration of the time limited for pre
senting election· petitions. Furthermore, upon any such 
vacancy occurring, as a general rule, nQ new writ can issue, if a 
petition has been presented against the election or return, until 
the petition has been finally adjudicated upon" And for the 
obvious reason that it might appear, as a result of such an 
investigation, that there had been no vacancy, for that, in fact, 
another person was the rightful owner of the seat. 

But in 1852, the latter part of this particular rule was set 

I 2 Hats. Free. S5 n. As an office cannot be conferred twice on one 
day, if there be a second applicant, on the same day, for the Cbiltern 
Hundreds, it is necessary to have recourse to another stewardsbip (Peel, 
Hans • .D. v. 83, p. 505). 

• May, Pari. Prac. ed. 1883, p. 709-
• Hans • .D. v. 65, p. 1102; and see the Bodmin case (Election Com

promises), lb. v. ISS, pp. 960, 1039. 1293; see also the Pontefract 
Election case, lb. pp. 12540 1276, 1296, 1406, 1409- At the termination 
of this inquiry the sitting member (W. Overend) accepted the Chiltern 
Hundred. on February 2, 1860-

• See Election Petitions Act, 1868, c. 6; Clerk, Law of EI4ctions, 
p. 223; Hans • .D. v. 186, p. 1199. 
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aside, and a contrary practice established, on behalf of members 
accepting office. In this year there was a general And iflhere he 
election, and, shortly after the meeting -of parlia- a J!<'ili~D, no . b r. d .. wnllo Issue, ment, It ecame necessary to .orm a new a minIS- if ,~al he 

tration. The wholesome and hitherto invariably claimed.' 

respected rule-to delay the issue of writs upon any vacancy 
until the rights of the election (if called in question) had been 
determined-would undoubtedly have occasioned some public 
inconvenience at this juncture. Amongst the members who 
had accepted office in the new ministry, tbere were several 
whose returns had been petitioned against Whereupon the 
speaker was appealed to, and he decided, "that in the case 
of an election petition complaining of an undue return, or 
of the retlH'n of a member in consequence of bribery, but 
not claiming the seat for another person, it was competent for 
the House to issue a new writ But that in the case of a 
petition complaining of the undue return of a member, and 
claiming the seat for another person, it was not competent for 
the House to issue a new writ, pending [the de- If' 
cision upon] the petition; inasmuch as the House SSDe 0 wnls. 

in that case could not koow which of the two [ candidates] had 
been duly elected." As it happened that in every instance 
but one, where petitions had been presented against the 
return of the newly appointed ministers, the seat was not 
claimed, new writs were immediately issued.' But in the 
Athlone case, where the seat of the sitting member (Mr. Keogh~ 
was claimed for another person, no· new writ was ordered, 
upon his being appointed solicitor-general fer Ireland, until 
the petition against his r~turn had, been tried and determined." 

The new practice-authorizing the issue of new writs upon 
members accepting office, directly after the expiration of the 
time allowed for petitioning against the return, unless the 
seat is claimed-was follGwed, in similar circumstances, in 
1859. But it gave rise, in one case (that of Lord Bury), to 
much dispute.s The decision of the speaker in 1852 'Was 

1 Hili ... D. v. 123, p. 1742. The point has been pre\!ioosly decided to 
the same effect in the case of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, in April, 1852 (see May, 
P""I. PrIU. ed. 1883, p. 714). 

• Clerk, Law of Eltc. p. 218 n. 
I May, Pa,.l. PrIU. ed. 1883, p. 696; Smith, Pari. Rtmtmoranar. 1859, 

pp. 103. 105. 
VOL. IL .Ii: 
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questioned before an election committee, and the opInIon 
expressed that the House ought to reconsider the matter.' It 
must be admitted tl1at the weight of legal authority is against 
the construction of the law adopted by the House of Com
mons,:Ic however much may be said in favour of the speedy 
issue of the writ on the score of convenience. 

In 1867. an attempt was made to get rid of the distinction 
Unsuccessful drawn by the speaker, in respect to petitions claim-
attempts to ing the seat fOf another candidate. On April 5, 
;;"":c~f;.~his 1867; a member called the attention of the House 

to the practice that, "when a petition praying for 
the seat was presented against any person who had been 
appointed to an office of profit under the crown, no writ could 
issue until the petition had been decided." He pointed out a 
recent example of the vexatious operation of the existing 
usage,. whereby a minister of the c;:rown had been kept out 
of the House· of Commons by reason of a petition claiming 
his seat, whieh was afterwards withdrawn j and he moved 
that, "whenever a member of this House shall accept an 
office of profit under the crown, a writ for a new election may 
issue, notwithstanding that the time limited for presenting a 
petition may not have expired, or that a petition praying for 
the seat may have been presented." A technical objection 
prevented the debate on this motion. from proceeding j but it 
was remarked by an old and experienced. member, that the 
mover" had. made out no case for altering the rules of the 
House ". in this matter. For" that which might turn out to be 
the property of one person ought not to be given to another. 
In the very rare case of cabinet ministers not being able 
to take their seats for a fortnight or three weeks • • • the 
secretary to the treasury,. or some of the subordinate officers 
of the government who did not vacate their seats, might very 
well discharge the necessary business in their absence." a 

Where there has been no legal return made to the writ-as 
When no legal by the election of a person who is incapable of 
return is made. being chosen - the House of Commons will pro
ceed to inquire into the matter, and to order a new writ 
to be issued without any delay. For, except in the trial of 

1 HailS. D. v. IS7'J' 1149. 
• See Clerk, law 0 EI« .. pp. 212-224. 
I Hans. D. v. 186, pp. 1199-1201. 
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election petitions, and questioning returns to writs of election 
(which are now tried by the judges, under the Act of 1868), 
the House still retains its ancient jurisdictionl to determine all 
questions affecting the seats of its members, not arising out of 
controverted elections.1 

I May, Pari. Prac. IS83. pp. 59, 722; case of O'Donovan. Rossa,.llallS .. 
D. v. 199, p. 122. 
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CHAPTER III. 

THE FUNCTIONS OF MINISTERS OF THE CROWN IN RELATION 
TO ,pARLIAMENT. 

IN the preceding chapter our attention has been mainly directed 
to the mode in which ministers of the crown find entrance 
into parliament, for the general purpose 0f representing therein 
the authority of the crown, and the conduct of the several 
branches of the executive government, and in order to enable 
them to administer tae affairs of state which have been 
assigned to their .control, in harmony with the opinions of that 
powerful and august assembly. 

We must now point out the functiens appertaining to 
ministers in connection with parliament, defining those which 
belong to the administration collectively, and those for which 
particular ministers are accountable. 

Our observations on this subject may be suitably arranged 
under the following heads:-(I} The Speech from the Throne 
and the reply thereto. {2} Tile introduction of pulDlic Bills 
and the control of legislation. (.;) The eversight and control 
of business generally. (4) The necessity for unanimity and 
co-operation amongst ministers. (5) Questions put to ministers 
or private members, and statements by ministers. (6) The 
issue and control ef royal or departmental commissions. 

I. The Speech/rom the Throne, and the Address in Reply. 

According to modern ,constitutional practice, the first 
Speech from duty of ministers in relation to parliament is to 
lhe throne. prepare the speech intended to be delivered by, or 
on behalf of, the sovereign at the commencement and at the 
close of every session. 

Parliament being the great ·council of the crown, it has 
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always been customary, until a very recent period,' for the 
sovere; gn to be personally present when it is first assembled. 
But the duty of declaring the causes of summoning parliament 
has been assigned from the earliest times to one of the king's 
principal ministers, usually the lord chancellor. I 

In addition to the, formal .. opening of the cause of the 
summons" by the chancellor, it was usual for the sovereign 
from very early times to address a few WOlds of €ompliment, 
congratulatioll, or advice, to his faithful parliament. This 
was understood to proceed directly from the heart of the 
sovereign, and was not intended as a substitute for the more
formal and official utterance of the minister. Thus, at the 
opening of the first parliament of King James (A.D. r603). it is 
recorded: .. The king's speech. being ended" [the which is 
omitted from the journal, "because it was too long to be 
written ill this place "], "the lord chancellor made a short. 
speech, according to the form and order." 3 At other times, 
however, James L dispensed with the services of the chancellor. 
and made his own speech the vehicle of commooicating to 
parliament the causes of summons.' 

Upon the accession of Charles I. the, following ceremony 
was observed at the opening of his first parliament: .. The 
king's Majesty beiJ:lg placed ill his royal throne, the Lords in 
their robes, and the Commons present below the bar, his. 
Majesty commanded prayers to be said. And, during the time 
of prayers, his Majesty put off his crown. and kneeled by the 
chair of estate. Then it pleased his 'majesty to declare the 
cause of the summons of this parIiament," in a speech which" 
in comparison with the quaint and pedantic ha~angues of his 
royal father, was brief and businesslike. It concluded ~n these 
words: "Now, because I am unfit for IIU1ch speaking, I mean 
to bring up the fashion of my predecessors, to have my lord 
keeper to speak for me in most things; therefore I commanded 
him to speak something to you at this time-which is more
for formality than any great matter he hath to say unto you." 

I [Lord Melbourne, writing to Lord john Russell in 1837, said of 
William IV.'s intention not to open parliament in person ... No king had 
ever stayed away before except on account of some personal infirmity of his 
own" (Life of Lord ,. Russell, v. I, p. 275 n.l.-Editor •. ] 

• Stubbs. Const. Hist. v. 3. pp. 428, 478 ; Elsynge, Metn. of ParI. c. vi •. 
I Lords' Jour. v. 2, p. 264-
• I6. v. 3. pp. 8, 209. 
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Then followed a few observations from the lord keeper, setting 
forth the king's reasons .for caIling the present parliament. ' 

After the Restoration, the ancient and constitutional prac
tice was continued of entrusting to the lord chancellor the 
formal communication of the causes for convening parliament; 
whilst the .sovereign gave personal expression to his desires 
and sentiments upon the occasion.' One of Charles II.'s· own 
speeches is 'probably the first instance of an avowedly written 
speech read by an English monarch to the assembled parlia
ment. On October loll, 1680, both Houses being present, the 
king said, "My lords and gentlemen, I have many particulars 
to open to you; and, because I dare onot trust my memory 
with all ,that is requisite for me to mention, I shall read to you 
-the particulars out of this paper." Then follows the royal 
speech, .which, contrary to the ordinary practice, was not sup
plemented by any observations from the lord chancellor.3 

Since the revolution oh688, there has been but one address 
from the throne at the opening of parliament-that which is 
uttered by the mouth of the king when present, or by the lord 
chancellor in his behalf, and .by his express command,' -or by 
'commissioners deputed by the sovereign in his absence. And 

it has beoome the invariable practice, and is an 
Ministers kid d ., I 'h h' responsible for .ac now e ge constltutlOna fig t, to treat t IS 

.the kih'g'" speech, by whomsoever written, as the manifesto of 
speee • the ministers for .the time being, so as to admit of 
its being freely criticized or condemned. ·with the usual licence 
of debate.6 . 

William III. was too independent a monarch to receive his 
speech cut and dried from the hands ,of anyone, though he did 
not hesitate to avail himself of the ability and experience. of 
his lord keeper Somers to clothe his own high thoughts and 

I lortls' four. v. 13, p. 435.. I lb. p. 293. 
• lb. p. 610. See Smith, Pari. RmwnlJraru:n-, 1862, p. 4 • 

. ' As In the case of George I., 'who, from his inability to speak English, 
-?uected the lord chancellor to read the speech, when he opened parliament 
In person (Camphell's Chan. v. iv. p. 600). Her Majesty Queen Victoria 
followed this precedent when she opened parliament 1866, 1867, 1876, and 
~877, etc. 

", Massey, Rdgn of Gtorge III. v. I, p. 156; Pari. Hisl. v. 23, p. 266 ; 
Ntr. of Pari. 1830, sess. 2, p. 36; A similar latitude is allowed in the debate 
.lIpon the address: witness the speech of Mr. O'Connell, on February 5, 

. 1833, when he styled the address a .. brutal and bloody" one· (/6. 1823. 
,po 36). 
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purposes in dignified and judicious Ianguage.1 And, even after 
Somers had retired from office, his accomplished pen was still 
employed by the king on this service. 

We have a notice,concerning the speech at the opening of 
parliament in 1701, which points to the introduction of thM 
which has since become an unvarying usage. lThe crafty and 
experienced Earl of Sunderland-who was the chief adviser of 
James II. during most of his unhappy reign, and who con
trived to exercise immense influence over King William until 
his retirement from public life in 1 697-writing to Lord Somers, 
to advise him upon the proper management of the new parlia
ment, says, "It would be well ,for the king to give order to 
two of the cabinet to prepare the speech, as the Duke of 
Devonshire and Secretary Vernon,and bid them consult in 
private with Lord Somers, rather than to bring to the cabinet a 
speech already made." Sunderland's advice waS taken·in such 
good part, that the speech, with which King William opened 
this his last ,parliament, on December 31, 1701, was eatrusted 
to Somers to draft, notwithstanding that the great ex-chancellor 
was no longer a minister, although he still remained ORe of the 
king's most honoured servants. Burnet pronounced this speech 
to be ".the best that he, ar perhaps any other prince, ever 
made to his people." I 

In I 708-9, the lord treasurer Godolphin entrusted to Robert 
Walpole, then secretary-at-war, the task of framing the speeches 
{rom the throne, to be delivered by Queen Anne." 

Prompted by her Tory counsellors, Queen Anne's speech, 
at the opening of parliament in 17I I, was made the vehicle of 
a startling attack upon the conduct of her great general and 
quondam Whig minister, Marlborough, whose recent campaigns 
upon the continent had rendered him unpopular at court and 
with the people. In the exordium of this speech her Majesty 
said, "I am glad that I can now tell fOU that, -notwithstand
ing the arts of those who delight in war, both place and time 
are appointed for opening the treaty of a general peace." To 
this the Commons-whose feelings against Marlborough were 
very bitter-responded by a special reference in their address 

1 Macaulay, Hisl. of ElIg.v. 4, p. 726. 
• Ptzrl. Hisl. v. S, p. 1329; Pict. Hist. of Ellg. v. 4, p. 134 ;Ellg. 

eyclop. {Biography), ,'. S, p. 592. 
• Ewald's Lift of /Va/po!(, p. 32. 
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to "the arts and devices of those who,. for private views, may 
delight in war:' 1 . 

The first speech delivered by George III., upon his accession 
to the throne in I 760, was the production, not of his constitu
tional advisers, but of ex-chancellor Hardwicke, in conjunction 
with the king's favourite, the Earl of Bute, and with the 
addition of a paragrap~ adverting to his birth and education 
as a "Briton," which was penned by the king's own hand. 
The draft of this speech, however, was communicated to the 
Duke of Newcastle, in order that it might be formally" laid 
before the king. in cabinet council" 9 We learn that, upon 
this occasion, the king endeavoured to procure the insertion of 
other words, referring to "the bloody and expensive war" in 
which England had been engaged; but Mr. Pitt, who had been 
mainly responsible for the conduct of that war, succeeded 
with much difficulty in prevailing upon his Majesty to omit 
them." S 

By modern constitutional. practice, the royal speech to be 
addressed to parliament is drafted by the prime minister, or 
by some one un.der his advice and direction; it is then subc 
mitted to the cabinet collectively, that it may be settled and 
approved, and it is aftetlvards laid before the sovereign for 
consideration and sanction.' 

Great care is necessary in. framing a royal speech, so as to 
C f avoid any expression that might occasion differences 
ro~'::i":~hato of opinion in parliament, lead to acrimonious 
parliament. debate, or otherwise impair the harmony that 
ought to subsist between the crown and the other branches of 
the legislature! The speech at the opening of a session 
should include a statement of the most material circumstances 
of public interest which have occurred since parliament 
separated, and should announce in general tenns the principal 
measures which it is the intention of ministers to bring under 
the consideration of parliament. 8 But it is not customary 

1 Knight, Pop. Hisi. 0/ Ellg. v. 5. pp. 377, 37S. 
t. Harris, Lift 0/ Hardw;cke, v. 3, p. 231. 
• May, CO'ISI. Hirt. v. I, p. 12; Ed. Rev. v. 126, p. 4; Lords' Jou,·. 

v. 30. p. 9. • Campbell, Chane. v. 7, p. 409. . 
• ¥onge, Life of Ld. Liver. 001, v. I, p. 207. 
• Lord Derby, H,ms. D. v. 144, p. 22; Mr. Disraeli, Io. v. 198, 

p. 1375; v. 222, p. 96; v. 227, p. 89. :See the reason assigned for 
omilli •. g any reference to an intended me.sure rela'he to the civil list, in 
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to refer to subsidiary arrangements that have been taken by 
government, pursuant to the provisions of particular Acts of 
Parliament, no matter how important they may be.1 And it 
is not usual to refer in a speech from the throne to the 
existence of distress in the country, unless it be of a character 
wholly exceptional, and of universal prevalence.· 

In fact, nothing should be mentioned by the sovereign that 
parliament cannot echo with freedom and propriety, it being 
always borne in mind that parliament echoes nothing without 
discussion. It is for this reason that it is not customary to 
mention the death of foreign sovereigns in a king's speech. 
To bring a deceased foreign sovereign before parliament for 
discussion would be a liberty unwarrantable with the sovereigns 
of other nations! Furthermore, in the speech at the close of 
the session, as well as upon all other occasions, the sovereign 
should abstain from taking notice of any Bills or other matters 
depending, or votes that have been given, or speeches made, 
in either House of Parliament, until the same have been 
communicated to the crown in a formal and regular manner.' 

In 1864, Lord Palmerston (prime minister) adverted to the 
omission in the royal speech of the old stereotyped phrase, 
that her Majesty .. had received friendly assurances from 
foreign powers." He said it was not the first time that that 
very unmeaning passage had been left out, and he· trusted it 
would never appear again, "because such friendly assurances 
are never given or received;" and the only meaning of the 
expression was that the sovereign was in good relations with 
foreign powers, which, when it was actually the case, should be 
stated plainly! 

It was formerly the usage for the prime minister to read 
over the royal speech to the supporters of government, on the 
day before its delivery, in "the cockpit," i.e. the treasury 
chambers-so called from these apartments having been 
originally built by Henry VIII. as a cockpit, and assigned by 

the speech from the throne (Mir. of Pari. IS31, p. 193; and see Hans. D. 
v. 1940 pp. !lS, .76, 81. 

I Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 209, p. 112. . 

• J6. v. 199, pp. 1070, 1071; and see Le Marchant, Lift of Eall 
Spmcer, p. 233. 

• Mr. Canning's letter. Jan. 27, IS26; Stapleton's Cannin,f, p. 610. 
• Hatsell, Pree. v. 2, pp. 353, 356. 
• Hans. D. v. 176, p. 1206. 
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Charles II. to the use of the Treasury i-but the custom was 
dropped in 1794 or 1795.i It has since been the practice to 
read the speech the· evening previous to its delivery to the 
chief supporters of the government in both Houses, at the 
dinner-table of the leaders of the Lords and Commons respec-
tively. . 

One of the first acts, in both Houses, at the commencement 
Addresses of ?f the session, is to pass an address of thanks 
thanks for the In answer to the speech from the throne. It was 
speecb. during the premiership of Sir Robert Walpole, in 
1726, that yre find the first instance of the two Houses echoing 
the words of the speech, in such addresses j 8 a practice which 
until recently has been invariably followed.' 

Prior to the revolution of .688, it was customary te postpone, 
until a subsequent day, the consideration in parliament of the 
speech from the throne, so as to afford an opportunity to 
members to become more fully acquainted with its contents. 
But, since that .epoch, it has been usual to move the address 
in answer to the speech on the same day that it was delivered j 
inasmuch as members had ample means of knowing the 
contents of the speech before they were called upon to debate 
it, either by attending overnight at the cockpit, or through the 
medium of the newspapers, into which the general ·contents of 
the royal speech ordinarily find their way' on the morning of 
the day upon which it is uttered. In the year J:822, an 
attempt was made in .the House- of Commons to defer the 
consideration of the speech for two days, hut without success.· 

Royal speeches, in former times, were generally of consider
Rule in able length, embracing a variety of topics, which 
framing such rendered it advisable tQ take time in framing a 
addresses. suitable reply j but, since the introduction of 
parliamentary government, it has become the practice to treat 
the several topics contained in the speech in a manner which 
does not oblige the Houses, in their addresses of thanks, to 

1 Thomas, Hisl. of Exclzeq. p. 1.37. 
• Russell, Mmzor;als oj Fox, v. 2, p. 2'll n. 
I Campbell, CIzanc. v. 40 p. 60:1. 
• [Of late years, in order to .,we the .time which had been occupied 

by the debates on the address, a short address thanking the crown in 
general terms for the speech from the throne, has been substituted for 
the longer echo of the speech itself.-Edilor.] 

• 110m • .D. N.S. v. 6, pp. 27, 47; and see lb. v. 72, p. 60. 
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pronounce any opinion upon questions of a doubtful character 
-and upon which full information has not yet been com
municated to parliament-but rather enables them to reserve 
for separate discussion upon subsequent motions all matters 
whereupon there is likely to be any material difference of 
opinion amongst members of the legislature.1 

It has sometimes happened, however, that ministers" have 
felt it be their duty, and of importance to the public service, 
th'lt, on the first occasion of meeting the 'parliament, the 
definite and positive opinion of parliament should be taken on 
some great principle, introduced for the purpose of regulating 
their public conduct." I And sometimes tlle opposition has 
deemed it to be incumbent upon them, at the outset of a 
session, to propose amendments to the address for the purpose 
of determining whether the administratioll does or does not 
possess the confidence of the House." 

It is customary for the leader of the House to entrust the 
moving and seconding of the address in answer 10 d • e mover an 
to the speech to some member who IS not an seconder of the 

"habitual speaker;"· and such occasions afford address. 

an excellent o.pportunity for the introduction to the notice 
of parliament of members from whom a successful debut may 
be anticipated. The House is always disposed to receive 
with favourable consideration new candidates for parliamentary 
dislinction, and the numerous topics of public interest con
tained in 'the speech present a peculiarly advantageous opening 
for an inexperienced debater. And here it may be noticed 
that, by the 37th rule of the House of Commons, the proposer 
and seconder of such a motion ought to "attend in their 
places in uniform or full dress." 

In selecting persons for this duty, it is usual, in the House 
of Commons, to make choice of a member who represents the 

I Lord John RosseIl, I6. v. 72, p. 8S; Sir R. Peel,16. p. 94; Palmer· 
ston, I6. v. 102, p. 2OS; and see I6. v. 136, p. 91. A debate on the 
address has been likened to a day's coursing where there were too many 
hares on the ground. You started a fresh hare every moment, and caught 
none (.lb. v. 227, 1" 32). 

• Lord Stanley 1 Earl of Derby), Hans. D. v. 139, p. 18. 
• See cases of such amendments in both Houses, in 1841, and in the 

House of Commens in 1859; and see Smith, Pari. Rtmemb. 1859, p. 9'. 
See also the amendment to the addres.. carried against ministers in the 
House of Commons in 1835. and, more recently. in 1892. 

• HaIlS. D. v. 173, p. 7. 
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landed interest to move the address, and some one specially 
acquainted with commerce and mercantile affairs to be the 
seconder. No particular usage is observed in the House of 
Lords in this particular.1 

The form and order of drawing up the address in answer 
to the speech, and the stages at which it is permissible to 
propose amendments thereto, need not be described, as they 
are clearly explained in May's Parliamentary Practice.a 

Pending the agreement of the House to the address, 
questions may be put to ministers, and addresses passed for 
the production of papers.8 But it is usual to defer the 
presentation of papers asked for, and to postpone a formal 
reply to an ordinary address~ until the answer of the· crown to 
this address has been reported. ~ 

The speech from the throne at the close o~ a session 
recapitulates the principal measures which have engaged the 
attention of parliament, and to which the royal sanction has 
been given. Regret may. be suitably expressed on this 
occasion at the inability of parliament to mature legislation 
upon any particular subjects which were commended to their 
consideration in the royal speech at the opening of the 
session.' 

2. The Introduction of Public Bills, and Ike Control of 
Legislation. 

In addition to the measures, specially commended to parlia-
Ministerial ment in the speech from the throne, it is the right 
measures. and duty of ministers of the crown to submit to 
its consideration whatever measures they may deem to be 
necessary for the public service. 

Where the rights of the crown, its patronage or prerogative, 
HOII Hi' are specially concerned, although the subject-matter lsaectmg .. 
the rights of of a proposed Bill affectmg the salDe may have 
the crown. been generally recommended to the notice of 
parliament in the speech from the throne, a special royal 
message-either under the sign manua~ or verbally conveyed 

I See Wellington's Desp. Civ. S. v. 6, pp. 399, 458, 462. 
, May, ed. 1883. p. 223 ; but see cases on these points, Mil'. of Par!. 

18o~I, pp. 7-10; 16. 1834, p. 37; I6. 1839, p. 43 ; Hans. D. v. 185. 
• Com. Jour. 1833, pp. 8-30. 
• Hans. D. v. 199, p. 322. 
• :See speech~s from throne, Aug. 10, 1872, and Aug. 7, 1874. 
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through a minister of the crown-is necessary to signify that 
her Majesty is pleased to place at the disposal of parliament 
her interests, etc., in the particular matter. 

This intimation should be given before the committal of the 
Billl But where a Jlublic bill of this description is proposed 
to be initiated by a private member, and not upon the respon
sibility of ministers. the House ought to aCldress the crown for 
leave to proceed thereon, before the introduction of the same;' 
although, according .to the practice of parliament, it is not 
absolutely necessary to "btain ,this assent before the third 
reading.· In the .case "f a local or private bil~ affecting the 
crown property or rights, the royal consent must be given 
before the third ~eading, or the bill cannot be proceeded 
with.' • 

By modem constitutional practice, ministers of the crown 
are held responsible for recommending to parlia- M' . 

• lDlSters 

ment whatsoever laws are required to advance the resl"!ns!ble ror 
national welfare, or to promote the· political or legislation. 

social interest of any class or inte~est in the commonwealth. 5 

This is a natural result of the pre-eminent position which has 
been assigned to ministers of state in the Houses of Parliament. 
wherein they, collectively, represent the authority of the crown, 
personify the wisdom and practical experience which is obtain
able through every branch of .the executive government; and 
as leaders of the majority ill parliament are able to exercise 
a powerful influence over the national counsels. 

But it has only been by degrees, and principally since the 
passing of the Reform Acts of 1832, that it has come to be 
an established principle, that all important acts of legislation 

1 Church Temporalities (Ireland) Bill, Mir. of ParI. 1833, pp. 1627, 
'7330 2377. 2836• 

• '/6. 1835. pp. 608, 724. 1826; Jb. 1837-8, p. 778; Hans. D. v. 63. 
p. 1585; Ib. v. 191. p. 1899, V. 192, p. 113. See the debate on this point 
in the House of Lords, April 28, 1868; and proceedings in the Lords, on 
Irish peerage question, July 9 and 26, 1875. 

• The Speaker, Hans. D. v. 191, p. 1564; Mr. Gladstone, Ib. p. 18g8. 
• May, Pari. hac. ed. 1883, p. 875. For precedents where consent of 

crown has been withheld to bills before parliament. see Mr. Watson's 
evidence (194-218, 926), in Rep. of Com" on Thames Embankment (Com. Pat 1871, V. 12). 

For a striking comparison of ancient and modern practice in regard to 
the proper limits of duty of administrations and sphere of legislation, see 
Duke of Somerset on monarchy and democracy, c. xi. . 
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should be originated, and their passage through parliament 
facilitated, by the advisers of the crown. 

Formerly, ministers were solely responsible for the fulfilment 
of their executive obligations, and for obtaining the sanction 
of parliament to such measures as they deemed to be essential 
for carrying out their public policy.1 But the growing interest 
which, of late years, has been exhibited .by the constituent 
bodies upon all public questions, and the consequent necessity 
for systematic and enlightened legislation for the improvement 
of our political and social institutions, and for the amelioration 
of the laws, in accordance with the wants of an advancing 
civilization, together with the difficulty experienced by private 
members in carrying bills through parliament, have led to the 
imposition of additional burthens upon the ministers of the 
crown, by requiring them to prepare and submit to parliament 
whatever measures of this description may be needed for the 
public good j and also to take the lead in advising parliament 
to amend or reject all crude, imperfect, or otherwise objection
able measures which may a~any time be introduced by private 
members. It 

These high functions are performed in direct responsibility 
to parliament, and especially to the House of Commons, to 
whom ministers are accountable for the policy and wisdom, 
as well as for the legality, of all their acts j because they are 
bound to exert themselves to the utmost in the service of the 
crown, and are justly liable to punishment if they undertake 
such obligations without possessing the ability requisite for 
the adequate discharge thereof.8 

But, in proportion to the enlarged scope of ministerial duty 
in the initiation of important public measures, greater latitude 
should be allowed to parliament to criticize, amend, or reject 
the same, without it being assumed that their general con
fidence in ministers is consequently impaired.' On the othel 
hand, it should be freely conceded to private members that 
they have an abstract right to submit to the consideration 01 
parliament measures upon every question which may suitably 

1 See Ld. John Russell's speech in 1848, Hans. D. v. 101, pp. 709, 710-
~ See Park's .Lectures on tlu Dogmas of lhe Consliluhim, pp. 36-41. 
• Grey, Pari. Govl. c. 2; Bowyer, Eng. Consl. p. 136; }'ischel, Eng. 

COllSl. p. 502; Rowland's Eng. Consl. p. 437; Cox, blSl. Ellg. Gtnli. 
P·3°· . . 

• Ed. R'ro. v. 95.P •. 226 j. v. 108, p. 278 II •. 
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engage its attention, subject only to the limitations imposed 
by the prerogative of the crown, or by the practice of parlia
ment. 

Bearing this in mind, it must be admitted that the rule that 
all great and important public measures should Ministe ... 
emanate from the executive has of late years ex.p~ct.d to 

b . d" Th k bl ongmate all o tame Increasmg acceptance. e remar a e imponant 
exam pies to the contrary, which are found in legislation 

parliamentary history antecedent to the first Reform Acts, 
could not now occur, without betokening a weakness on the 
part of ministers of the crown which is inconsistent with their 
true relation towards the House of Commons. 

By modern practice, "no· sooner does a great question 
become practica~ or a small question great, than the House 
demands that it shall be 'taken· up' by the government. 
Nor is this from laziness or indifference. It is felt, with a wise 
instinct, that only thus can such questions in general acquire 
the momentum necessary to propel them to their goal, with the 
unity of purpose which alone can uphold the efficacy and [pre
serve their] consistency of character." 1 The effect of adverse 
amendments by either House of Parliament, to government 
Bills, upon the position of ministers towards such Bills, or 
towards parliament itself, will naturally depend upon the. 
circumstances of each particular case. 

Sir Robert Peel, in 1844, insisted that" individual members 
of parliament had a perfect right to introduce such 

h h h fi . h h . Imponant measures as t fly t oug t t, Wit out t e sanction Bills brought 
of the government." I Agaillj in 1850, the pro- in by private 

priety of affording to private members an OppOl- members. 

tunity of inviting consideration to great questions of public 
interest, was urged by that statesman. whilst he admitted that 
it was an excellent principle that the duty of preparing legis
lative enactments in all such cases should be undertaken by 
the ministers of the crown. 8 For private members naturally 
regard the measures which they adv.ocate simply from the point 

I Ed. Bro. v. 126, p. 565; and see HaIlS. D. v. 200, p. 931 ; v. 214, 
. p. 1007; v. 218, pp. 1745, 1770. 

• lb. v. 75, p. 475; and see Cox, Commonwealth,. p. 133 •. 
• Hans. D. v. 108, p. 974. Sometimes a Bill on an important puhlic 

question is brought in by a, minister in. bis capacity as a private member. 
an,l not as a government measure (lb,. v. 194. p. 1092; v. 198. p. 125). 
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. of view of the good they are designed to effect j while it is the 
duty of ministers to consider them in their general bearing 
upon public legislation.1 

But of late years the great increase of debates, and the 
annual accumulation of arrears of public business, have com
bined to render it practically impossible for Bills introduced by 
private members to become law, unless by the active assistance 
of the government. In default of such assistance, at least 
in the case of Bills which encounter much opposition, no 
sufficient time for their progress. through ,parliament can now 
be obtained.s 

While it is the especial duty of· ministers of the crown to 

Ad f 
prepare and submit to parliament whatever measures 

vantages o. . 
~ree di~cussion may be .reqUIred for the defence of the empire, the 
In parhament. support of ,the civil government, or to amend or 
otherwise improve the fundamental or constitutional laws of 
the realm-and to control by their advice and influence all 
public legislation which is initiated by private members-a 
most useful purpose is served by the previous free investiga
tion and debate ,in parliament of these and all other questions 
affecting the public welfare. 

It is not, in fact, the primary duty of either House to pass 
the measures of the executive, but rather, as the great council 
of the nation, to advise the crown as to the way in which the 
public service may be most beneficially conducted, and to give 
expression from time to time to enlightened opinions upon the 
various topics which ,are attraoting public attention.s This 
function cannot be fulfilled except by granting to private 
members adequate opportunity for introducing to the notice 
of parliament .pl'Ojects for effecting desirable reforms in our 
political or social system, and by facilitating the discussion of 
such measures until public opinion is sufficiently agreed upon 
them to render leg.islation not only safe but expedient, when 
it will become the duty of ministers of the crown to assume 
the responsibility of advising the passing of Bills in parliament 
to give effect to the same. Nearly all the great reforms which 

1 Mr. Goschen, Hans • .D. v. ~9'i, p. 19,70. 
• Sorial Science Trans. 1815, ,po 186; Hans. D. v. 235. p. II89. 
• Mr. Disraeli, Ib. IT. <161, p. 163. Mr. Fox used to say that" de

liberation, and not despatch, ~s the duty of the House of Commons" 
(/6. v. 208, p. 76). 
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. d h . f I' d .. h SO~ have receive t e sanction {) par lament unn t e p~si)\;l 

century have originated in this manner! s; Q 
Instances indeed have occurred in our politica:a~~i2lii~ 

wherein a majority of the House of Commons, acting contrary 
to the advice of the existing administration, have demanded 
the immediate settlement of some great political Th ill f 

reform in a certain way, bringing to bear upon the parri:me! 
ministers of the crown a pressure in relation thereto, ultim"tely 

which they have been unable to withstand. It pn:va1 s. 

has then been optional with . the ministry either to render· 
assistance in carrying out the proposed reform, provided the 
consent of the sovereign could be obtained, or else to resign 
and give place to others, through whose efforts such legislation 
might take place upon the particular question as would con
ciliate the good-will of the several estates of parliament. The 
repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts in 1828, and the 
settlement of the long pending question of Roman Catholic 
emancipation in 1829-to both of which measures the ministry 
then in power were at first opposed-were actually accomplished 
with the consent and co-operation of ministers themselves. I 

The repeal of the com laws, in 1846, affords an illustratioll 
of a different principle and shows what can be done by a bold 
and determined minister, who views the exigency of the state 
with sagacity and resolution. No such measure had been 
demanded by either House of Parliament, for the. s· R P 1 
Lords were staunch pr0tectionists, and the majority a:d ,he ::m 
of the Commons had been elected as the opponents laws. 

of free trade. Sir Robert Peel himself had been hitherto the 
great champion of the protectionist party. Nevertheless, 
being convinced that the time had come when the national 
interests required the abrogation of the com laws, he assumed 
the responsibility of advising their repeal, and, after a severe 
struggle, succeeded in obtaining -the consent of his colleagues 
in office, and of both Houses of Parliament to his Bill. . 

All motions for the grant of money for the public service, or 
for imposing any pecuniary charge upon the people, S 1 
must emanate fr~m ministers of the crown in the 'ou~~ ;;'iti:~:d 
House of Commons. By standing orders, passed by the crown. 

1 Hans. D. v. ,161, pp. 160, 161, 657 j v. 162, p. 353 j v. 203. p. 204; 
v. 218, p. 1745; v. 235 p. 563. . 

, See May, Consl. Hisl. Y. 2, pp. 389-402. 
VOL. n. F 
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in 1-866, and which are more stringent than those previously 
in force, private members are effectually debarred from initiat
ing such proceedings, unless with the recommendation of the 
crown. l . 

The rules of the House of Commons, as will be presently 

Ability of 
ministers to 
pass their 
measures. 

noticed, afford to an administration ample oppor
tunity for inviting the attentive consideration of 
parliament to whatever measures its members may 
think fit to propose. But their ability to carry them 

sucessfully through both Houses must wholly depend upon 
the extent to which they possess the confidence of parliament; 
and especially of the Lower House. An adequate degree 
of parliamentary support .is essential, not merely to the con
tinuance in office of the ministers of the crown, but also to the 
integrity and usefulness of their legislative measures. If they 
cannot rely upon being able to pass their Bills, at all events 
without substantial alteration, they will naturally refrain from 
bestowing the necessary pains to render· them perfect and 
complete; and thus either the statute-book will be encumbered 
with crude and imperfect laws, or else the duty of framing 
desirable measures will pass out of the hands of the responsible 
servants of the crown, and will be assumed by men who 
merely represent the will and opinions of a popular assembly 
to the manifest detriment of the public interests,_ and in 
violation of the principles of parliamentary government· 

Twice, within the past thirty-five years, the executive 

Government 
Bills based 
on genera~ 
resolutions. 

government have had recourse to the unusual 
proceeding of inviting the House of Commons to 
assist. them in determining upon the leading 
principles whereon particular Bills should be 

framed, which were of the highest importance in a constitu
tional point of view, but in regard to which. successive adminis
trations had failed to propound a policy acceptable to 
parliament." The course adopted by ministers upon these 

I See post, pt. v. ch. 3. 
• See Mr. Disraeli's speech on the business of the session, August 30, 

1848, Hans. D. v. 101, especially pp. 704-107; Mr. Lowe's speech, Ib. 
v. 185, pp. 958, 960; Disraeli's Lord Geo. Bentintk, 4th ed. p. 573; 
Mr. Gladstone upon amendments to the ministerial scheme of elementary 
education; Ha"s. D. v. 202, pp. 1253, 1282. 

" [The cases referred to by Mr. Todd were (I) the resolution, introduced 
in 1858, on which the Bill for the government of India was based; and 



FUSCTIONS OF MINISTERS IN RELATION TO PARLIAMENT. 67 

occasions was to submit in committee of the whole House 
certain general resolutions, which~ after they had been altered 
by the committee in accordance with the prevailing opinions of 
the majority, became the framework of a Bill, w.hich was intro
duced as a ministerial measure.· A proceeding of this kind, 
however, is at variance with the principle of ministerial re
sponsibility, and can only be justified on grounds of public 
necessity. A somewhat similar example of this abnegation of 
ministerial responsibility is afforded by the course taken by 
the Gladstone ministry of 188J in regard to the projected 
Channel tunnel in proposing to leave the determination of the 
question to a joint commiUee of both. Houses of Parlia
ment.1 

It will be observed that the peculiar responsibility which 
attaches to ministers of the crown in matters of legislation is 
confined for the most part to the initiation and control of 
public business. As regards private Bills, wherein. Pri Bill 
the rights of private parties are adjudicated upon vale 50 

by parliament in a semi-judicial manner, an opposite principle 
prevails. Thus, it was remarked by Sir Robert Peel, when 
home secre~ary in 1830, i~ re~erence .to the Rye Position of 
Harbour Bill, then pendmg mparliament, "I ministers . 
must decline interference with any private Bill, ~·r~private 
and I cannot but think, from the experience of • . 
every day, that the principle on which ministers ab.tain from 
any such interference is most salutary.u I Again, it was stated 
by the chancellor of the exchequer (Mr. Baring) in 1840, that 
"it is contrary to. all established practice for ministers of the 
crown to give an opinion upon a private BilL" 8 And in 1872 
a proposal "to place in the hands of a minister, or of the 
ministers of the crown, the power of putting a veto on private 
legislation" was disapproved by the House and by the govern-

(2) the resolution, introduced in 1867, on which it was proposed to found 
a Reform Bill. The latter was, however, almost immediately withdrawn. 
-Editor.] 

• Sal. Rtv. April 7. 1883. p. 428. [There appears, however, to be a 
broad distinction .between this case and the precedents of 1858 and 1867, 
since, though the construction of a Channel tunnel was a matter of public 
policy, it couid only be sanctioned by private legislation, and in private 
legislation, as Mr. Todd immediately points out, it is not customary for a 
government to guide the decision of parliament.-Edtlor.] . 

• Mir. of Pari. 1830, p. 2009. • lb. 1840, p. 4657. 
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ment.! On general principles, as well as on account of their 
pressing official duties, the occupants of the treasury bench 
are exempt from serving on privat~ Bill committees.' 

But if an attempt should be made to infringe upon the 
established rules of parliament by urging the House to permit 
a private Bill to proceed, notwithstanding the report of the 
committee on standing orders against it, it would be "usual 
for the vice-president of the board of trade,. or some other 
member of the government, to support the general authority 
of committees of the House." 8 So also if the interests of the 
public were likely to be injuriously affected by a private Bill,' 
or if an attempt were made to establish an unsound principle 
by such means,6 ministers would be justified in using their 
influence to oppose it; whilst, on the other hand, ministers 
would be justified in promoting the passing of a private Bill, if 
it should appear to be desirable for the public interest,S because 
they are responsible for exercising the perogative of the crown 
so as to control all legislation in parliament, whether upon 
public or private matters, for the furtherance of the public 
welfare, and for the protection of private rights from unjusti. 
fiable aggression. 

In such circumstances, it is proper for the public depart
ment charged with the duty of watching over the public 
interests, in this particular sphere, to suggest or require 
amendments, in any private Bills, which they may deem to be 
necessary, for the protection of the public or for the saving 
of private rights.' 

Since the establishment of plrliamentary government, the 
crown has ceased to exercise its undoubted prerogaLegislative 

rights of the tives, as an essential part of the legislature, by the 
Cfown. direct personal intervention of the sovereign. Its 
legislative powers are now effectually put forth in both 
Houses, and especially in the House of Commons, by means 
of responsible ministers, who, availing themselves of the 
influence which they possess as members of parliament, serve 

I HaltS. D. v. 212, p. 627. .• Ib. v. 175. p. 1545. 
• Sir R. Peel. Ib. v. So, p. 177; see also Ib. v. 117, p. 1148. 
• Case of Mersey Conservancy and Docks Bill, Ib. v. 147, pp. 15-19 

an I see Ib. v. 230, p. 231. 
, Ib. v. 198, p. 1128; v. 214, p. 1097. • Ib. v. 230, p. 1949. 
, May, Pari. Prac. ed. 1883, p. 808; Hans. D. v. 235, p. 881. 



FUNCTIONS or MINISTERS IN RELATION TO PARLIAMENT. 69 

as the mouthpiece and representatives .of the monarchical 
element in our constitution.1 , Contemporaneously with the 
introduction into our political system of the constitutional 
usage whereby the sovereign abstains from exercising direct 
and external authority over the Houses of Parliament, in 
matters of legislation, we find the, modern machinery for the 
control of business in parliament on behalf of the crown 
coming into play. The last occasion upon which an English 
sovereign vetoed a BilI presented for the royat Royal veto on 
assent was in 1707,' whilst the first resolution of Bills. 
the House of Commons, to forbid the reception of petitions 
for grants of money without the consent of the crown, was 
agreed to in the previous year. Thenceforth, the rules of 
parliament, which prohibit the introduction of. a Bill to 
appropriate any portion of the public revenue, except on the 
recommendation of the crown, through a responsible miuister, 
and which require the consent of the crown before either 
House can agree to a Bill affecting the royal prerogative s_ 
together with the admitted right of .ministers, so long as they 
retain the confidence of the House of Commons, to regulate 
the course of public business-have secured the rights of the 
sovereign, as a constituent part of the legislative body, as 
unmi.takably, if not more effectually, than by' the direct inter
position of a personal veto . 

.. The authority of the crown in England," says Lord Derby, 
" does not depend upon the veto which her Majesty theoreti
cally possesses to impose upon Acts of Parliament after they 
have passed, but upon the right and proper influence which 
she exercises over her ministers, and, through them, over both 
branches of the legislature, which gives her the opportunity of 
exercising her judgment upon measures before they have been 
submitted to parliament, not after they have received its 
assent." '. To the same effect, Lord Palmerston states that it 
is "a fundamental error" to suppose that" the power of the 
crown to reject laws has ceased to exist." "That power 
survives .as before, but it is exercised in a different manner. 
Instead of being exercised upon the laws presented for the 

1 See Park's Dogmas, p. 126. 
• See Hals. Pree. v. 2, pp. 342-347 j also Hearn, Govt. of E,,~. p. 61. 
• Ant~, p. 60. 
• HailS. D. v. 134, p. 839. 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

royal assent, it is exercised by anticipation in the debates and 
proceedings of the two Houses of Parliament. It is delegated 
to those who are the responsible advisers of the crown; and -
it is therefore not possible that a law passed by the· two 
Houses should be presented t9 the crown, and should then· 
by the crown be 1"efused. And why is this? Because it 
cannot be imagined that a law should have received the con
sent of both Houses of Parliament, in which the responsible 
ministers of the crown are sitting, debating, acting, and voting, 
unless those who advise the crown have agreed to that law, 
and are therefore prepared to counsel the sovereign to assent 
to it. If a law were passed by the two Houses against the 
will and opinion of the ministers of the day, those ministers 
must naturally resign their offices, and be replaced by men in 
whose wisdom' parliament reposed more confidence, and who 
agreed with the majorities in the two Houses."! 

But, if need be, the dormant power of the crown to veto a 
Bill presented by the two Houses of Parliament for the royal 
assent could be revived and exercised ;-provided only that 
a ministry could be found to assume the responsibility of such 
an act-for "her Majesty has no constitutional right to 
abdicate that part of her prerogative which entities her to put 
a veto upon any measure she thinks fit"S And," although no 
minister can introduce a measure into either House without 
the consent of the crown, such consent is only given in the first 
instance in the executive capacity ofthe sovereign. It implies 
no absolute approbation of the measure, but merely signifies 
the royal pleasure that the two branches of the legislature 
should consult upon the merits of the case. As a branch of 
the legislature whose decision is final, and therefore last 
solicited, the opinion of the sovereign remains unshackled and 
uncompromised until the assent of both Houses has been 
received. N or is this veto of the English monarch an empty 
form. It is not difficult to conceive the occasion when, 
supported by. the sympathies of a loyal people, its exercise 
might defeat an unconstitutional ministry, and a corrupt 
parliament.» 8 . 

I Hans. D. v. 159. p. 1386; and see Hearn. Govl. of E"C-. pp. 60-64 . 
.lI Mr. Secretary Hardy. Hans. D. v. 192, p. 732; Lord Granville, II>. 

v. 14~ p. 2.~; and Yonge, C~/. Hisl. 0/ En/f. p. 390 (Am. ed.) . 
.a Disraeli s Lord George BmhllCk, 4th ed. p. 65. [I have retained in the 
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When a measure has become law, it is an understood 
obligation that its opponents should refrain from any further 
attacks upon its provisions or policy until the result of the 
law may have become apparent, so as to justify.an effort for 
its repeal' 

J. TIle (hltYs;ghl anti Control of .Business in Parliament. 

Ministers of the crown are constitutionally responsible, not 
merely for the preparation and conduct of legisla- M' . te • I 
. hb hH fP' In •• ria tlve measures throug ot ouses 0 arl1ament, lead in both 

and for the control of legislation which is under- Houses. 

taken by private members, but also for the oversight and 
direction of the entire mass of public business which is 
submitted to parliament. Nothing should be left to the .will 
and caprice of a fluctuating majority in the legislature, but the 
efforts of ministers should be continually directed to .the 
furtherance of business so as best to promote the public 
interests, and ensure the convenience of members generally. 
For ministers are the natural leaders in both Houses, as well 
as the proper guardians of the powers and privileges of'Parlia~ 
ment. Representing therein the authority of the crown, and 
exercising therein the influence which appertains to them in 
that capacity, they should be able to regulate the performance 
of all parliamentary functions and the distribution of public 
business, so as to keep them within reasonable limits, and in 
a steady course.' 

In 1692, before William III. had constructed his first parlia
mentary administration, a formal complaint was Advanta'g~' <If 
made by ministers to the king, that" nobody knew this practice. 

one day what the House of Commons would do the next," and 
that" it were perhaps too confident a thing for anyone to pre
tend to say the parliament will or will not do anything what-

text the concluding sentence of this remarkable passage, Bu.t I presume 
that it would be as difficult to conceive the occasion when a sovereign would 
oppose his veto to his ministry and parliament as it would be to define an 
unconstitutional ministry. Any ministry that enjoys the confidence of 
parliament cannot be included in that vague expression.-Editor.] 

1 HaIlS. D. v. 229, p. 371. 
• Hearn, GtlVl. of Eng. p. 536 j Amos, Fifty Y,a,.s 0/ Ellg. CO/1st. 

p. 340 j Mr. Disraeli, Hans. D. v. 174, p. 1230 j Mr. Gladstone, lb. 
v. 192, pp. 1190-1194 j v. 208, p . ..1653. 
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soever that may be proposed t6 them." 1 The present highly 
organized system of parliamentary government has been 
elaborated by the wisdom and experience of successive genera, 
tions, in order to remedy this evil condition,and to establish 
lJ.armony and unanimity between the crown and parliament. 
Ministerial Nowadays, immediately upon the formation of a 

-'ead. ministry, it assumes, in addition to the ordinary 
duties of an executive government, other and more important 
functions-unknown to the theory of the constitution-namely, 
the management, control, and direction of the whole mass of 
political legislation, by whomsoever originated, in conformity 
with its own ideas of political science and civil -economy; and, 
so long as a ministry commands the confidence of the House 
of Commons, it should have sufficient strength to prevent the 
adoption by parliament of any measure which it may judge to 
be inexpedient or unwise.2 

The ministry is also responsible for guiding the deliberations 
of each House of Parliament, so as best to secure and maintain 
the appropriate privileges of each House in due subordination 
to established constitutional principles. In such an endeavour 
the ministry are usually. assisted by the co-operation of the 
leaders of the opposition. 

It has been estimated that at least nine-tenths of the legisla
tion of the House of, Commons passes' through the hands of 
the government, and the portion of the business of the country 
which ministers are expected and required to transact is yearly 
increasing.8 Successive parliamentary committees have advised 
the adoption of rules to facilitate the distribution and disposal 
of business in the hands of ministers of the crown; and the 
House of Commons has always evinced the utmost readiness 
to further the same, so far as is compatible with the rights 
and privileges of private members. 
. A select committee of the House of Commons on public 

business, in 1848, concluded a report containing numerous 
valuable suggestions, which were afterwards incorporated into 
the practice of the House, by expressing their opinion " that 

I Dalrymple, Memoirs of Great Britain, 2nd ed.' v. 2; App. part ii. 
p. 240; and see Macaulay, Hisl. 0/ Eng. v. 4, p. 433; v. S, p. 168. 

• Park's Dogmas, P .. 39 • 
•. Mr. Gladstone. Ham. D. v. 197, p. 1188; Rep. Como. Business of 

the House, p. 16,. Com. Pap. 1871, v. 9. . 
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the satisfactory conduct and progress of the busIness of the 
House must mainly depend upon her Majesty's 'Conduct of 
government, holding as they 'do the chief control busi~ess by 

. Th b l' h t b h mmlSters. over Its management. ey e leve t a y t e . 
careful preparation of measures, their early introduction, the 
judicious distribution of business between the two Houses, and 
the order and method with which measures are conducted, 
the government can contribute in an essential degree to the 
easy and convenient conduct of business. They trust the 
efforts of the government would be seconded by those of 
independent members, and that a general determination would 
prevail to carryon the public business with regularity and 
despatch." 1 . 

A similar committee of the House of Commons, appointed 
in 1861, reported that, "although it is expedient to preserve 
for individual members ample"opportunity for the introduction 
and passing of legislative measures, yet it is the primary duty 
of the advisers of the crown to lay before parliament such 
changes in the law as in their judgment are necessary; and 
while they possess the confidence of the House of Commons, 
and remain responsible for good government, and for the 
safety of the state, it would seem reasonable that a preference 
should be yielded to them, not only in the introduction of 
their Bills, but in the opportunities for pressing them on the 
consideration of the House." II The committee accordingly 
advised that more time should be granted for the consideration 
of government orders-a recommendation which was concurred 
in by the House. . 

The proposals for the despatch of public' business advocated 
by the aforementioned and other committees- Order of 

there were fourteen in all from the passing of the business. 

Reform Bill to the year 1882-failed absolutely in effecting 
any improvement. In the words of Mr. Gladstone, "Those 
committees, never leading to adequate results, have now for 
many years past taken effect in what I may, for practical 
purposes, accurately call total failure. Their, I will not say, 
impotence, but their insufficiency of power to deal with a 
matter of this kind, has been demonstrated to the satisfaction 
of all."B In the session of 1881 the government introduced 

J Com. Pap. 1847-8, v. 16, p. 146. 
",Ib. 1861, v. II, p. 436. • Hans. D. v. 266, pp. 1124-1125. 
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two Bills, one for the" Preservation of the Peace (Ireland)," 
and the other for the" Protection of Property (Ireland)," and 
the proposed legislation brought matters to a crisis. To 
oppose these measures the Home Rule members availed 
themselves of every rule and custom of the House to obstruct 
the entire business of parliament; they did not succeed in 
defeating the government, but they effectually prevented the 
passing of any other legislative act of importance. It was at 
last generally recognized that vigorous measures must be 
adopted to restore to the House of Commons its former power 
and dignity. Early in the sessions of 1882 . the government 
introduced the. new Rules of Procedure, the· most striking 
feature of which was the cloture, or, as it is now termed, the 
closure of a 'debate. In introducing this portion of the new 
scheme the premier stated,' " That while almost every assembly 
of a popular character which exists in the world has moved in 
this direction, we, who have by far the greatest necessity 
incumbent on us, have not moved." 1 But this allusion to the 
foreign origin of the new rule was peculiarly distasteful to a 
large section of the House, and elicited the angry retort from 
a prominent member of the opposition, "I am sorry and 
indignant that England, the 'Mother of Parliaments,' the 
country from which all others have derived their lessons of 
parliamentary procedure, should condescend to borrow this 
undesirable system from such mushroom imitators.'" . 

The deplorable assassinations of Lord F. Cavendish, chief 
secretary, and Mr. Burke, under-secretary, for Ireland, led to 
the introduction of the "Crimes Act (Ireland)," and the 
further consideration of the new rules was postponed to the 
following autumn, when a special session was held for their 
discussion. The proposals of the government were substan
tially adopted in November, 1882, but were subsequently 
revised in 1887, and again in the early part of 1888. 

The leader. of the House of Commons is at liberty to 
Government arrange the order of business appointed for govern
orders. ment nights as he thinks fit, it being provided by 
a standing order of the House that" the rights be reserved to 
her Majesty's ministers of placing government orders at the 
head of the list, in the rotation In which they are to be taken, 

I Hans. D. v. 266, p. 1138. 
• Mr. Beresford Hope, Ib. v. 267, p. 1705. 
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on the days on which government bills have precedence.'" 
This privilege, however, should be exercised with the most 
"perfect courtesy, and the most impartial fairness," and' witn 
a'due regard to the general feeling of the House.2 And 
members should have sufficient intimation of what business 
is to be proposed to enable them to move amendments thereto, 
at their discretion! But usually no control is conceded to 
ministers over orders in the hands of private members, which 
are governed by the customary rules of parliament.' 

It is not the duty of ministers to find a day for debates on 
motions of private members, unless in the case of a vote of 
censure on the conduct of the government. 5 

By recent statistics it has been ascertained that, generally 
speaking, the official members and the unofficial Legi~lative 
membtrs propose an equal "amount of legislation business. 

every year. But, out of 120 government bills, 100 become 
law; while, out ot 120 bills introduced by private members, 
only 20 or 25 succeed.8 Usually, about the middle of July, 
the government announce to the House of Commons the 
measures they intend to press forward, and those which they 
purpose to abandon, 'for the session. 

Any private arrangement intended to permit an independent 
member to proc~ed upon a particular motion on Motions by 
a government mght would be liable to be over- private 

ruled by the House; although, in ordinary circum- members. 

stances, an engagement made by the leader of the House 
would be respected. 

It is customary, in debates of the House, to allow priority 
to members of the administration who wish to Priority in 
speak; 1 and to permit the prime minister, or speaking. 

leader of the House, to have the last word.8 In all important 
debates, it is usual for the speaker to give preference, alter
nately, to the known supporters and opponents of the 

I May, Pari. Prac. ed. 1883, p. 275 j see Hans. D. v. 1740 p. 189; lb. 
v. 190. p. 1200. . . 

• Mr. Disraeli, lb. v. 186. p. 1319; v. 191, p. 1707. 
• III. v. 207, PP.~141-149. 
• But see lb. v. 217. pp. 1256, 1336. 
• Mr. Gladstone. III. v. 205, p. 53. 
• III. V. 222, pp. 581, 589. 
1 lb. v. 67. p. 898. 
• Lord Granville, lb. v. 227. p. 904; lb. v. 228, p. 501. 
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question; 1 and it would be considered irregular to interfae 
with the speaker's call in favour of any other member.s When 
many members desire to address the House, an arrangement 
is sometimes made-in the Commons, between the government 
and the opposition "whippers-in," and in the Lords, between 
the leaders of both sides of the House,-as to the order in 
which the speaker shall name those who are to take part in the 
debate. 8 But the speaker is not bound to any list of intending 
debaters, and never interferes with the right of anyone to_ 
address the House.' 

Since 1830, the number of members who take an active 
part in debate has steaclily increased. Thus, before the 
Reform Bill, the speaking and business of the House were in 
the hands of about 150 members. In 1841 there were 231 
members who took part in its proceedings. In 1861 the 
number had gone up to 300 j and in 1876 to 385 members. 
At the same time the sphere of legislation has widened, and 
now extends over a vastly more comprehensive area; so that 
it has become impossible for the House of Commons to over
take and properly dispose of the amount. of public business 
which annually claims attention.6 

In the House of Commons there are three government 
Th h' whips, and two on behalf of the opposition.6 The 
in, lnw,h:pers- principal "whipper-in" on behalf of the govem
Commons. ment is the parliamentary, or, as he used to be 
known, the patronage secretary of the Treasury, who is a very 
important personage. He is usually one of the tellers -in 
great political divisions, and it devolves upon him, under the 
direction of the leader of the House, " to facilitate, by mutual 
understanding, the conduct of public business," and "the 
management of the House of Commons.'" He is specially 

I Hans. D. v. 77, p. 866; May, ed. 1883, p. 346.. . . 
• Ib. v. 153, p. 839. But in disputed ca.es an appeal may be made to 

the House (May, ed. 1883, p. 343). 
• Ib. v. 182, pp. 1972, 2173; Ib. v. 191, pp. 1422- 1424; v. 198, p. 149; 

v. 201, p. 1934; v. 204, p. 1967; v. 234. pp. 707; 728. 
• Ib. v. 209, pp. 1032-1039. • Jb. v. 233. pp. 1553, 1676. 
• Escott's Eng. v. 2, pp. 147-149. . 
, Disraeli's Lord G. Bmtinck, 4th ed. pp. 145. 314; Ritchie's lI-fod"" 

Slatesm", (Treasury Whipper-in), and Chamb,Ts' Jour. Dec. 26, 1868 
(The Whips); the Government Whip in Sat. Rtv. Feb. 17. 1872, p. 210; 
an. account of late W. Adam, whip of the Liberal party. Eras •. Mag. 
Y. 24, N.S. p. II3. 
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responsible for·" making a House," and for .preventing a 
" count-out" at unseasonable times. 

As" whipper-in," the secretary is generally assisted by two 
of the junior lords of the treasury. These useful functionaries 
are expected to gather the greatest numbers of their own 
party into every division, and by persuasion, promises, explana
tions, and every available expedient, to bring their men from 
all quarters to the aid of the government upon any emergency. 
It is also their business to conciliate the discontented and 
doubtful amongst the ministerial supporters, and to keep 
everyone, as far as possible, in good humour. 

The opposition, likewise, have their "whippers-in, who 
perform similar services for their own party. They are usually 
gentlemen who have filled the like offices when their party was 
in power, or have been otherwise selected by the chief; of the 
opposition for that purpose. 

In the House of Lords, the postmaster-general and the 
master of the buckhounds have generally been the I h 
ministerial" whippers-in," and, for the opposition, D t e Lords. 

pl!ers who have held, or expect to hold, similar offices are 
chosen.' 

4. TIte Necessity for Unanimity and Co-operation amongst 
Ministers of lite Crown. 

The influence which is rightfully exercised by ministers of 
the crown in the Houses of Parliament depends, Political 

in the first instance, upon the degree of unity and una,!i,!,ity of 

'.If mutual co-operation they exhibit between them- a mlDlStry. . 

selves; and finally upon the amount of control they are able 
to exercise over the political party to which they belong. We 
have now to consider the mode in which these vital elements 
of ministerial existence are exemplified. . 

In tracing the origin and development of the rule, which 
requires political unanimity amongst ministers of the crown, 
we have seen that it has become an acknowledged principle 
that, ·so long as a minister continues to form part of a 
government, he_shares with his colleagues an equal respon
sibility for everything that is done or agreed upon by ·them. 
Except in the case of an admitted" open ques- Ofcabinet 
tion," it must be taken for granted that the whole ministers. 

I Private information from Sir Erskine May. 
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cabinet have assented to the ministerial policy as officially 
transacted or propounded by any minister acting or speaking 
on their behalf.' It is not, therefore, allowable for a cabinef 
minister to oppose the measures of government; to shrink 
from an unqualified responsibility in respect to the same; to 
refrain from assisting his colleages in the advocacy of their 
particular measures in parliament; 9 or to omit the performance 
of any administrative act which. may be necessary to carry out 
a decision of the. government, even though he may not have 
been a consenting party thereto; 3 or to· withhold his support 
from the ministry when attacked by their political opponents. 
A minister who infringes anyone of these rules is bound to 
tender his immediate resignation of office. 

The responsibility of a minister who has no seat in the 
Of other- cabinet is less comprehensive, although in its de-
ministers. gree no less complete. Such a one is required 
to render active assistance in sustaining. the policy of the 
government; .and in carrying out, intelligently and faithfully, 
the instructions given him by his political chief. But his 
individual responsibility ends here. If called upon to repre
sent the department to which he belongs, in either House 
of Parliament, he does so, strictly speaking, as the organ and 
mouthpiece of his official superior. He cannot be held answer
able for a policy in the framing of which he has had no share; 
although, upon questions of special importance, he should 
rather resign than become a party to decisions to which 
he entertained strong and insurmountable objections. Upon 
all ordinary questions, it is justly held to be the duty of a 
subordinate minister, after stating his opinion. to defer to 
the judgment of his chief. For his responsibility is that 
of a subordinate, not of a principal, and mainly consists in 
an accountability for the efficient discharge of the duties 
assigned to him, in subjection to the acknowledged authority 
of the head of his department.' 

I See Mr. Gladstone's observation, quoted and endorsed by Lord Grey, 
.. that it is one of OUf, first duties to decline to acquit any member of the 
cabinet of responsibility for the announced and declared policy of another ., 
(Hans. D. v. 192, p. 2057; and see lb. v. 196, p. 14; v. 227, pp. 90, 711). 

• Mr. Gladstone, in Hans. D. v. 168, p. 176; and see lb. v. 166, p. 1388. 
• Lord Grey, on the Jamaica debt, lb. v. 168, pp. 276, 280; Mr. Glad-

stone, lb. v. 217, p. 1268. . . 
• Hans. D. v. 126, p. 883; Lord Grey, in Com. Pap. 1871, v. 7, p. 12 ; 

Hans. D. v. 2ol, p. 330 •. 
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But questions will sometimes arise which, in the opinion of 
leading members of a government, are of too Open 
doubtful, delicate, or complex a nature to admit questions, 

either of agreement or compromise, and yet which require an 
immediate settlement Upon such questions, cabinet ministers 
may agree to differ,' and when brought before parliament they 
are treated as .. open questions" to be advocated or opposed 
by individual ministers at their discretion. 

It is impossible to define, beforehand, what questions may 
properly be accounted .. open" without detriment to the 
character of a ministry, or to its claims to the reSpect and con
fidence of parliament. Since unanimity in the cabinet has 
become an acknowledged rule, such great questions as parlia
mentary reform, the ballot, the abolition of the slave trade, 
hours of labour in factories, marriage with a deceased wife's 
sister, women's disabilities, household franchise in counties, 
and the Public Worship Regulation Bill, with other minor 
matters, have severally been considered as "open questions" 
by some administrations, though not by others.' 

But, however unavoidable they may be in certain exceptional 
circumstances, the multiplication of .. open questions " must 

. be regarded as a great evil, as they tend to diminish the sense 
of individual responsibility, which ought to be keenly felt by 
every one who is admitted to share in the government of the 
country. If all questions were open, and the minority in a 
ministry opposed or refused to support the majority, few 
important measures could be carried; and the degrading 
spectacle would be exhibited of a government without a 
decided policy upon the grave political issues that are con
tinually arising, and which need to be determined upon 
definite principles that can be understood and appreciated by 
the nation atlarge.· 

I See discussion in cabinet as to the propriety of considering mode of 
dealing with disfranchised boroughs of Penryn and. East Retford as an open 
question (Bulwer's Lift of Paltllers/m,. v. I, pp. 253 258). 

I 1I1i1'. 0/ Pari. 1839, pp. 3067-3070; Hans • .D. v. 194, p. 661; lb. 
v. 201, p. 959; v_206, p. 88; v. 21 7, p. 842· 

I Lord Grey, Pari. Guvt. new ed. p •. u6; Duke of Somerset on 
. 1IlolllJrc"y, etc. p. 172; see Macaulay's arguments in favour of open 

questions, Mir. of Pari. 1839, p. 3067 ; Sir R. Peel's arguments agamst 
lhem, lb. 1840, p. 602; an article (probably written by Macaulay) refuting 
~ir R. Peorsopinions, Ed. Rev. v.71, P.493.; Lord-John Russell, as to 
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It has become an established principle that, when a member 
When a of t~e administration-whe~her ~e has a seat in the 
minister must cabinet or not-votes agamst his colleagues upon 
resign. any government measure (not being an open ques
tion), he is bound to lose no time in affording to the prime 
minister" an opportunity of placing his office in other hands, 
as the only means in his power of preventing the injury to the 
king's service which might ensue from the appearance of 
disunion in his Majesty's councils." 1 It is then optional with 
the head of the administration either to advise the sovereign to 
accept the resignation of his colleague, or to express his willing
ness to retain him in office, notwithstanding his opposition to a 
particular measure of the government.' The first recorded 
instance of political dismissals on account of votes in parlia
ment adverse to the ministerial policy occurred in December, 
1762, after the debate on the preliminaries of peace at the 
close of the Seven Years' War. On this occasion Henry Fox, 
who had accepted the leadership of the House of Commons, 

. determined to force the peace through the House by claiming 
the unqualified support of all officials in parliament. Pre
viously there appears to have been no settled rule on this 
subject. Mr. Pitt, when paymaster (1746-~755), not only 
voted, but frequently spoke against the government; but the 
course adopted in 1762 has since become the rule, and has 
been gradually extended so as to include even officials of the 
court who happen to occupy seats in either House of parlia
ment.a 

In order to enable ministers to carry on the government 

their being generally inexpedient, Mir. oj Pari. 1840, p. 620; and see 
Lewis, on Natters oj' Opinion, .ch. vii. .. On the ap~licability of the 
principle of authority to tlie decisions of political bodies.' 

1 Mr. Huskisson's case, lIlir. oj' Pari. 1828, p. 1691. See Bulwer's Lije 
of Palmers/on, v. I, pp. 200-422. 

• See case of Lds. Sidmouth and Ellenborough, who were Invited to . 
continue in the Grenville administration, notwithstanding their opposition 
to any concession to the Roman Catholics, after the cabinet had agreed 
upon a contrary policy (Pari • .D. v. 9, P. 396; lb. v. 23, p. 463). In 
1844, and again in 1867, the lord chancellor voted against his colleagues 
in the ministry upon a clause of a Bill to confer certain legal patronage 
upon the lord-lieutenant of Ireland (Hans. ..D. v. 189, pp. 843, 
1603). 

• Walpole's Ceo. III. Le Marchant's ed. v. I, pp. 233-235; Lord 
Slzelburne's Lift, v. ~. pp. 174, 181; QUiW. Rev.. v. 138, P. 418. 
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in harmony and agreement with parliament, without their being 
subjected to the degradation of becoming the mere tools of 
a democratic assembly, it is necessary that they .. 
h ld b . d b d . .. . Mm,s'ers 

S ou e sustame y an a equate maJonty In require a 
both Houses, and especially in the House of Com- par.lia!"entary 
mons. This advantage is ordinarily secured to DlaJon,y. 

them through the agency of party. Whichever political party 
predominates in the nation, and in the legislature, it presumably 
selects its best men to be its leaders and representatives. The 
sovereign having chosen from amongst such those whom she is 
willing to appoint to be her councillors and administrators, the 
interests of party and of the state alike demand that they 
should receive from parliament a generous support; and that, 
so long, at least, as the House of Commons continues to repose 
confidence iD them, they should be permitted to advise and· 
influence the deliberations of parliament, with the authority 
that belongs to their office as ministers of the crown. Relying 
upon the judgment and disccetion of the men to whom both 
crown and parliament have agreed to entrust the direction of 
public affairs, the legislative chambers should be willing to 
receive with favour whatever measures they may deem ex
pedient to submit for their sanction; and should be slow 
to impede or interfere with the action of ministers in executive 
matters, otherwise than by the free criticism and promptness to 
demand the redress of all manifest grievances, which is the 
inherent prerogative of parliament. 

ADd here it will be appropriate to notice a feature in our 
political system, which began to be developed con- The 
temporaneously with the establishment of parlia- opposition. 

mentary government, and which has materially contributed to 
the vigour and efficiency of the same-namely, the presence in 
both Houses of an organized opposition. 

The political party of which the administration for the 
time being is the. mouthpiece and representative is invariably 
confronted in parliament by another party, who themselves 
expect to succeed to power, whenever they acquire sufficient 
strength to oveIthrow their antagonists, and to assume the 
responsibilities of office. Acting upon well-defined principles, 
and within the strict lines -of the constitution, to which they 
profess an equal attachment to that exhibited by its official 
defenders, the adherents of this party have been aptly styled 

VOL. IL G 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

"Her Majesty's Opposition,!' 1 and although the propriety of 
this designation has been disputed, yet it may be understood 
as implying that loyalty to the sovereign, and that honourable 
and patriotic rivalry in political strife, which should equally 
animate all parties in the great council of the nation.1 

The opposition exercise a wholesome influence upon par-
Their liamentary debate, and upon the conduct of the 
functions. business of the crown in parliament, for they are 
the constitutional critics of all public affairs; 8 and, whatever 
course the government may pursue, they naturally endeavour 
to find some ground for attack. It is an old maxim, that " the 
duty of an opposition is very simple-it is to oppose everything, 
and propose nothing.'" And, in the same spirit, Sir Robert 
Peel used to say that" he declined to prescribe until he was 
called in." 6 The peculiar office of the opposition is doubtless 
"to watch with keen eye the conduct of the government they 
oppose, to see if anything be wrong or blamable or liable to 
criticism therein, to trip them up even before they fall; at all 
events if they stumble to mark their stumbling, and call upon 
them to set things right again." 6 "The originators of measures 
and inventors of a policy, the individuals who come forward with 
their schemes and suggestions for public approbation, are not 
the opposition, but the ministers ofthe crown; we (the opposi
tion). stand here to criticize the suggestions and schemes which 
they bring forward, and which are founded on knowledge 
wherein we cannot share, and inspired, no doubt, by the feeling 
of responsibility under which they act. " Y 

While parliamentary opposition affords a valuable security 
against the misconduct of a government, it is, nevertheless, 
liable to abuse, and may easily be perverted to factious and 
unpatriotic issues. It may be made the vehicle for personal 
acrimony and false accusation. It may pander to the popular 
passions for selfish or sectional ends. It is mainly kept in 
check by two considerations. First, that its own proceedings 

1 A phrase which originated with Mr. Hobhouse, Ed. Re'll. v. 133, p. 301. 
• Mr. Lowe's observations, Hans. n. v. 221, p. 373. 
• Mr. Disraeli, .lb. v. 174, p. 1366; and see Ib. v. 230, p. 1523. 
t Attributed to Mr. Tierney, a friend and follower of Fox, and a great 

Whig authority (Mir. of Pari. 1841, p. 2117). . 
• Hans. n. v. 176, p. 8u. 
I Ld. Palmerston, Jb. v. 174, p. 1234. 
r Mr. Disraeli, Ib .. p. 1366; and v. 205,. p. 1658. 
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are made.! A member will sometimes consult a mmlster 
beforehand in regard to the form in which he should propose 
an intended question.9 

It is customary for members to address questions to .the 
Questions to law officers of the crown in the House of Commons, 
law officers. for information upon legal points, arising out of 
measures before parliament, or relating to matters of public 
interest But it is not imperative upon them to reply to such 
questions. They are the legal advisers of the government, and 
in that capacity are confidential officers, and" nothing could 
be more inconvenient" than that they should be liable to be 
interrogated by memhers as to the advice they have given, or 
may be called upon to give, to any department of government, 
0r as to their opinions upon the construction of a statute, or 
other document, or upon abstract questions of law which need 
to be judicially determined.B In like manner, a question 
addressed to the home secretary has been refused a reply, as 
being" a question of law," as "it is not the duty of the home 
office to interpret statutes.' But within reasonable limits, and 
according to the discretion of the law officers themselves, the 
interpellation of these functionaries is attended with consider
able advantage to members, and to the public generally. 

Accordingly, it is not unusual for the several law officers of 
the crown to afford such information to members in the House 
of Commons in answer to a direct question, or in reference to 
points of law arising in debate 5-either with a view to deter
mine the necessity for additional legislation upon a particular 
subject 6-or to explain the legal effect of certain provisions in 
a Bill before the House '-or in regard to a legal question of 
interest to the whole community B-or as to the legality of the 
conduct of public functionaries in particular cases. 9 

,. Speaker, Hans. D. v. 206, p. 468; May, Rep. Como. Business, p. 24. 
Co",. Pap. 1871, v. 9; Hans. D. v. 217, p. 803; v. 223, p. 607; v. 230, 
p. 1889. 

I Ib. v. 211, p. 607. _ 
I Sir R. Palmer, Ib. v. 18S, p. 1334; see Ib. v. 187, p. 1493; Ib. v.209. 

p. 766; v. 214, p. 1097; v. 216, p. 1623; v. 222, p. 751 ; v. 234. p. 1436. 
• Ib. v. 213. p. 867. • Ib. v. 185. p. 1140. 
• Ib. v. 186. p. 902. rIb. v. 188, p. 608. 
• Mir. 0/ Pari. 1839. p. 4212; Hans. D. v. 201. p. 328 •. 
, lffir. of Pari •. 1833, p. 3746; Ib. 18.34, p. 3399; Ham. D. v. 209. 

p. 1151 ; v. 210. p •. 886. 
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The House should not require from crown law officers an 
opinion on matters of policy. but should simply ask for infor
mation as to matters of fact.1 Neither should they.be called 
upon to give opinions upon matters between parties,' or upon 
a hypothetical case,1 or on a point which is determinable by a 
judge and jury,' or which is about to be brought before a legal 
tribuna!" Finally, it should be understood that legal informa
tion given to the House by the crown officers merely expresses 
their" individual opinion," 8 and that it cannot be received as 
conclusive authority, however much it may be entitled to 
respectful consideration.' 

By the practice of parliament inquiries may also be addressed 
to ex-ministers,· to the leader of the opposition," Q " , 

d b f 1· hid' b d' uos IOns 0 an to mem ers 0 par lament 0 mg su or mate private 
or non-political offices, in regard to particular members •. 

public interests they may represent; as, for example, to mem
bers of royal or statutory commissions; 10 to the archbishop of 
Canterbury, in his capacity as president of the Upper House 
of Convocation or otherwise; 11 to the trustees of the National 
Gallery (in expbnation and defence of purchases made upon 
their responsibility for that collection); IS to the trustee of the 
British Museum, who acts as parliamentary representative of 
that institution; 13 to the lord chamberlain upon a matter 
within his jurisdiction; 11 and to members of the Metropolitan 
Board of Works. 16 

The right to put questions to private members of either 
House is strictly limited, however. to inquiries with respect to 
any bill, motion, or other public matter connected with the 

I Ham. D. v. 185. p. 1331; I6. v. 234. p. 1574. . 
• Ib. v. 215. p. 220. • I6. v. 224, p. 388. 
, I6. v. 188, pp. 542. 543. 
• I6. v. 182, p. 288; and see Ill. v. 222, p. 1391. 
• I6. v. 190. pp. 126. 127. SIS. 
r Mir. of Pari. 1839. p. 4205; Hans. D. v. 203. p. 1096. 
• Mir. of Pari. 1834, p. 3240 See Ham. D. v. 77, p. 133. 
• I6. V. 192, p. 657. 
10 Mir. of Pari. 1829, p. 2071 ; Ib. 1834. p. 3384; Hans. D. v. 190. 

pp. 1457. 1796• . ' 
II lb. 188. p. n68; Ill. v. 196, p. 5. 11 I6. v. 198, p. 652. 
II I6. v. 201, p. 1737. 
1< I6. v. 222. p. 1277. 
,. The Speaker. I6. v. 209. p. 1954. [The Metropolitan Board of Works 

has now been supeIseded by the London C~unty Council.-Ediior.] 
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business before parliament in which they may be concerned. ' 
If a question does not come within this category, the speaker. 
would interpose and prevent its being put, or else inform the 
member that he need not answer it unless he pleased." 

If it be necessary to express opinions, or . assign reasons~' 
upon asking a question in the House of Commons, the 
inquirer is at liberty to move the adjournment of the House." 
:61;1;t this privilege has been reserved by common consent for 
occasions of urgency. Unless it were exercised with great 
forbearance the result would be fatal to the successful conduct 
of public business. < 

It is also customary to allow questions to be addressed to 
ministers on the motion for going into committee of supply, 
and upon this motion desultory discussions frequently arise; 
but a minister to whom two or more distinct questions have 
been addressed is not allowed to speak twice. Notwith
standing the obvious inconveniences of the practice, a minister 
in such circumstances must reserv.e his answer until he can 
reply to all the questions at once.' 

Answers to questions should be confined to the points of 
Answers to inquiry, with such explanations only as may be 
questions. necessary to render the answer intelligible.6 But 
it has always been usual .to accord a greater latitude in this 
respect to ministers ·of .the ,clown:7 

It has become an increasing habit for minute -inquiries to be 
made in the House of Commons, in regard to public occur
rences in all parts of the globe,S and sometimes questions are 
asked which ministers find it inconvenient to answer., In 

1 Hans. D. v. 63, p. 491; and seelb. v. ISS, p. 134'5; v. 166,p. 2028 l 
. v. 174, p. 1914. . .. 

• lb. v. 76, p. 1177; v. 209, p. 141; v. 228, p. 1758; v. 234, p. 1239 l 
and see v. 75, p. 1211. 

• lb. v. 196, p. 750; V. 201, p. '971. [By the new rule," made in 1882, 
no such motion shall be made, . unless a member rising in his place shall 
propose to move the adjournment, for the purpose of discussing a definite 
matter of urgent public importance, and not less than forty members shall 
thereupon rise in their places to support the motion.-Edit .... ] 

• The Speaker, lb. v. 196. p. 19. See lb . . v. 212, pp. 1132-1137; 
v. 233. p. 978; v. 235. pp. 684. 689. 

• Com. Pap. 1854. v. 7. p. 14; lb. 1871. v. 9, p. 32. 
• Mi". of Pari. 1831. p. 208 lHans. D. v. 198. p. 452. 
, The Speaker. lb. v. 161. p. 497 l v. 174. p. 1423. 
• See Com. Pap. 1852-3. v. 25. p. 303. 
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such circumstances it is not unusual for the minister responding 
to enter largely into detail, but nevertheless to evade a direct 
reply to the question. This'" is a course which is often fit 
and becoming to adopt when questions are put to which it 
would be indiscreet to give a direct answer." 1 

If a minister decline to answer a question, upon a matter 
of public concern, the subjeot .thereof may be' brought before 
the House by a special motion.2 This course is sometimes 
preferable, as no matter ought to be propounded in the form 
of a question which is calculated to raise discussion, to 
anticipate explanations that could only be properly given in 
a general debate,a or to impugn the character or conduct of 
a member of parliament,' ·or of an individual in 11:he public 
service.' In such cases -it is necessary to propose a substantive 
motion to the House. 

Numerous precedents can be cited wherein ministers of the 
crown and other members have declined to give any answer 
to questions which they considered to be unnecessary, inex
pedient. unusual, impertinent, or as involving matter of too 
much gravity to be dealt with by way of reply to a question. 
Generally they state reasons for declining to afford the desired 
information, but sometimes when the question is peculiarly 
objectionable no notice whatever is taken of it. a 

In the House of Lords a greater latitude is allowed in 
regard to questions. . Until recently a private notice Questions in 
was always deemed to be sufficient, which gave the Lords. 

rise to much inconvenience, as it is customary to permit 
debates to take place, in the Lords, upon putting and 
answering questions, commenting upon the subject-matter 
of the same, without any formal question' being before the 
House. ' Bu t in 1867 a committee of the House of Lords 
reco.mmended that, with a view to direct the attention of peers 

I Ld. Palmerston, Hans. D. v. 170, p. 359. 
• Mir. 'If Pari. 1838. pp. 5381, 5386, 5870' 
• IlJ. 1831, p. 2201; Hans. D. v. 169, P.193z; v. 186, p. 126; v. 1940 

p. 716; v. 219, p. I059;· v. 233, p. 324; and see Rep. Come. Public 
Business, Com. Pap. 1861, v. II, p. 441. 

• The Speaker, Hant. D. v. 210. p. 39. • ID. v. 213, pp. 554. 842. 
a Mir. 'If Par. 1828, p. 516; IlJ. 1829, p. 137; 1831, p. 1262; 1831-

32, pp. II97. 2427; 1835; p. 1060; 1839, p. 171; . Hans. D. v~ 184, 
pp. 1659.2164: v. 185. pp. 1239, 1327; v. 192, p. 2135; v. 212. p. 342. 

7 May, ed. 1883, p. 357; Hans. D. v. 187, p. 367, v. 188; p. 1255 .. 
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interested therein tq questions upon which a debate may arise, 
notice of all questions which admit of delay should be given 
in the minutes.1 After due deliberation thereon, the House 
resolved, on April 2, 1868, that it is desirable, where it is 
intended to make a statement, or to raise a discussion on 
asking a question, that notice of the question should be given 
in the orders of the day and notices. 2 But this rule does not 
extend to questions of urgency, and is not always strictly 
enforced.s 

Sometimes information upon a subject on which an inquiry 
Ministerial has been made of ministers is given at a later 
s~tements. period of the session, without further question or 
motion thereupon.' Or ministers may voluntarily communicate 
information upon a matter of public interest, concerning which 
no question has been asked.6 

Ministers of the crown may make statements to parliament, 
from information in their possession, without being obliged to 
produce a written authority for the same. ft But they are not 
at liberty to, read, or quote from, a despatch or other official 
document, not before the House, unless prepared to lay it on 
the table. But this rule only applies to public documents, 
and to such as can be produced without injury to the public 
interests.7 . 

6. The Issue and Control of Royal, Statutory, and 
Departmental Commissions. 

In the preparation of measures to be submitted for the 
Commissions consideration of parliament, and in the conduct of 
of inquiry. public inquiries into matters which require the 
action of the executive government, it is necessary that the 
ministers of the crown should be able to avail themselves of 
competent assistance from every quarter, in collecting accurate 
information upon all public questions.. • 

I Lords' Jour. v. 99, p. 497; and see Hans. D. v. 189, p. 1329; v. 190, 
p. 157· 

• lb. V. 191, p. 693; v'. 194, p. 933. . I lb. v. 201, p. 1462. 
• Mjr. of Pari. 1830-31, p. 350; Hans. D. v. 121, p. 685. 
• Mir. of Pari. July 18, 1831, p. 638. 
ft Palmerston, Hans. D. v. 170, pp. 1585, 1841; Att.-Gen. (Palmer), 

lb. v. 179, p. 489. 
, See cases cited, in May, ed. 1883, p. 378; Hans. D. v. 186, p. 907 ; 

v. 190, p. 667; v. 203, p. 1118; v. 209, p. 1157; v. 219, P 1029; v. 232. 
p. II2. 
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So (ar as the preparation o( legislative measures is concerned, 
the time of cabinet ministers is unavoidably so much engrossed 
by their official (unctions, that "there are very few of them 
who can give their attention to a great subject, and look at 
the consequences to the country of the measures which are 
adopted." 1 With a view to afford substantial assistance to 
government in this direction, it has been customary of late 
years for select committees to be appointed by the Houses 
of Parliament, either at the suggestion or with the concurrence 
of ministers, to in"" [(tigate various important public questions 
upon which lel1j" ~f inquiry' r"ria1 ~pon .evide~ce is necessarr·o 
lIut a. resort. the head of anydepartihgu:."'!!_ln s~ch. ~lI:ses ,ne 
sometll~e~ 11£ular grievance, or alleged defect in the administra
responslb1l1 ublic department,8 or to collect information on any 
cr0-:vn• Tht>ublic question and advise the crown upon the 
vemence of I 

distraction of uld be unconstitutional to refer to a royal com-
happened thal-,iects which are connected with the . 

b· 'J • • Thelr scope 
su Ject, a pa.ltles of the executive government and· ,\nd powers 

ab~ndo~ the ions to parliament ;.11 or to investigate limned. 

satlsfactlo~ which arises out of a particular decision of par
should ~e")n a given question;· or to appoint a commission 
and U~dlY1ew to evade the responsibility of ministers in any 
P~ehmm. to do the work of existing departments of state, 

serv~ce to tht..ss all needful facilities for obtaining information 
:Besides affon .. s of detail, and which are directly responsible to 
mg facts, ther fl to inquire into acts of misconduct which may 
upon the subject litted by a judge, ora minister of state, which 
way; and the rep. 
often of the highest value' III lilt: .oi.- into state of Oxford and Cam
of the public mind. "The queStlo1'l'~ Pap. 1852, v. 22, App. A. 
poor-law administration, of crime and pen.<o Amos, Fifty Years' 

of pestile~ce and sanitarr legislation, and of th' if Macaulay, v. 2, 

on excessive manufactunng labour, are consp.·ury commissions of 
of the effects of commissions of inquiry in ,!~, class ii .. p. 63. 
main principle, arid almost every assumed chlt,meE' d . . 
fi h' h h 1 bl" r '"Y ucatlOn In acdt'lon

d
'!' IC t e genera pu IC, pad Tlalme.nltaJ) " on application 

an ea mg statesmen, were prepare to egis ate. ,ses incurred 
. . (Hans. D. 

I Ld. J. Russell, Report on Official Salaries; Cum. Pap. 
Evid. 1225. 1873, v .. 7. 

• Paper by Mr. E. Chadwick, C.B., read before the So 
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It is not only as' being directly helpful to ministers of the 
crown in the preparation of their legislative measures, but also 
as a means for the impartial investigation of every class of 
question upon which the crown or parliament may need to be 
informed, that recourse may appropriately be had to a royal 
commission. It will therefore be suitable in this connection 
to point out the rules applicable to the issue of commissions, 
and to the subsequent pr()ceedings in relatipn thereto. 

A royal commission may be appointed by the crown, either 
at its own discretion, and by virtue of it§J.'llrerogative,t or in 

-,.Rules conformity with t~rs IS !;In act of parlia-
;",ce~ning ment,.J!J:-:::in.~ion, without furt~tvice of one or 
mol.'tlffi°l.'~ ... ~ Or mInisters may voluntanly (;tI. It is not 
information upon a matter of public interest, concerr the crown 
no question has been asked 6 :he same is 

Ministers of the crown may make statements tC:xample the' 
from informa~ion in their .possession, without bei'joint address 
pro?uce a WrItten authOrIty for the same.s Rut on of inquiry 
at hberty to. read, or quote from, a despatch or 1arliamentary 
document, not before the House, unless preparel 
the table. Rut this rule only applies to public from either 
~nd to such as can be produced without injury to 'frequently 
Interests.7 'so much 

6. The Issue anti Control of Royal, Statutory, he~ House 
Departmental Commissions ,ppoIntment 

• • '.I of ministers, 
In the prepa~atlOn. of measu:es to be sU,b'ffimission to be 

Commissions consideratIOn of parlIament, and' 
of in~uiry. public in~uiries into matt~r~ J'lssue commissions 
actIon of the executive gover~-'~~" . . " uestlOned, 6 but mamly for reasons mmlsters of the crown ~r If 
competent assistan'i'lt of the Law, January 29. 1859. on the preparalion 
information upon1res by the cabinet, by parliamentary commitlees, and 

inquiry: in Law Amendment Jou,.. Feb. 3. 1859-
I Lo,.ds· Jour. v. <4. p. 1361• 

p. 157· s concerning powers of these commissions see Rep. Como. 
: Ib .. v. 191. P.Jlces, Com. Pap. 1870. \l.6, p. 19; see also May, Pari • 
• M,!'. of Par/po 130 • M.,.. of Par. v. II8, pp. 250, 265, 363, 377; v. II9, pp. 215, 229· 
• Palmerstoju,.. v. 93. p. 633. . ' 

Ib. V. 179. P.the National Gallery, Hans. D. V. 142, p. 2154; ED. V. 143. 
, See CRses Fisheries,lb. 'v. 171, PT>. 261, SIS. . 

v. 190. p. 667; ain Smith, on Gove,.,."'trlt by Commissions, particularly PT>. 
p. liZ. ., debates- in, House of Commons on April 23 and July 18, 
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which, however weighty they might have been so long as pre
rogative government existed, are wholly inapplicable to our 
present political system. Since the establishment of ministerial 
responsibility, commissions have become a recognized part of 
our governmental machinery, and it is now freely admitted 
that, when confined to matters of legitimate inquiry, they serve 
a most useful and beneficial purpose.1 Parliament, moreover, 
is duly informed, in the annual estimates, of the appointment, 
powers, progress, and expenditure of all commissions issued by 
the crown, and of the probable duration of their inquiries.· 

Commissions of inquiry' may be properly appointed by the 
crown, or by the, head of any department of state, to examine 
into a particular grievance, or alleged defect in theadministra
tion of a public department,· or. to collect information on any 
important public question· and advise the crown upon the 
same. 

But it would be unconstitunonal to refer to a royal com-
mission "subiects which are connected with· the Th' • 

J • • elr scope 
elementary dutIes of the executive government and' ":"<\ powers 

with its relations to parliament j'" or to investigate limIted. 

a grievance which arises out of a particular decision of par
liament, on a given question j' or to appoint a commission 
with a view to evade the responsibility of ministers in any 
matter j or to do the work of existing departments of state, 
which possess all needful facilities for obtaining information 
upon questions of detail, and which are directly responsible to 
parliament; or to inquire into acts of misconduct which may 
have been· committed by a judge, ora minister of state, which 

1850, on proposed commission of inquiry into state of Oxford and Cam
bridge Universities; and legal opinions in Com •. Pap. 1852, v. 22, App. A. 
and B. to R,p. of Oxford Univff'sity Commission; also Amos, Fifty Years' 
Eng. Consl. p. 113. 

1 Cox, hilt. Eng. Govt. p: 155; Trevelyan, Life of Macaulay, v. 2, 

p. 59. In the fiscal year 1867-8 twenty-three temporary commissions of 
inquiry were sitting at one time. Civ. Serv. Est. 1868--9. class ii .. p. 63. 
In 1874-5 nineteen commissions were sitting at the same time. 

• Ib. 1869-70, p. 411. The Commission on Primary Education in 
Ireland was originally appointed fot fourteen montbs,. but on application 
its duration was" prolonged more than once. The expenses incurred 

. by this commission were largely in excess of the grant (Hans. D. 
v. 201, p. 739. 

I See 3rd Rep. Como •. Civ. Sen'. Exp. p. 62, Com. Pap. 1873, v. 7 •. 
'. Hans. D. v. 217, p. 1067. . . . . 
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should be investigated by the House of Commons, or into the 
conduct of persons charged with criminal offences, except they 
be officers of the crown, and the right of inquiry into their. 
conduct by commission is expressly derived from an act of 
parliament 1 Neither should a commission be appointed unless 
the government are prepared to give definite instructions to 
the commissioners.B . 

A commission of inquiry should be limited in its operations 
to obtaining information, and suggesting the points to which 
it might be expedient that legislative or executive action should 
be directed. No commission should be invited to "enter 
upon any question of policy," lest it should trench upon the 
proper limits of ministerial responsibility, and upon ground 
which belongs to parliament 8 

Commissions are usually issued from the office of the executive 
Appointment government which they may specially concern, 
of commis· whether it be that of a secretary of state, the 
sions. treasury, or any other department. 4 When not 
otherwise ordered, it becomes the duty of the home office to 
conduct the correspondence with the commissioners. And, as 
a general rule, "all the reports of royal commissioners come 
within the province of the home department alone." I; 

It is customary on all occasions that the royal commands 
set forth in the commission should be more fully explained by 
instructions issued from the department of state specially con-
cerned in the inquiry.6 

. 

If the inquiry has been instituted upon the recommendation 
of either House of parliament the government are not pre-

I Case of Mr. Balfe, lb. v. 156, p. l094l CommD• of Inquiry into Belfast 
Riots, lb. v. 177, pp. 345, 37S, 401; and see U. C. Q. B. Rep. v: 46. 
P·4SI. 

• See Hats. Pr«. v. 4, pp. 70, 113; Hans. D. v. 170, pp. 915""919; 
lb. (Mr. Gladstone) v. 175, pp. 1208, 1219; and see lb. v. 219, p. 1396; 
Toulmin Smith on Commissions, pp. 150-159. 

• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. p. v. 177, pp. 233. 236; lb. v. 217. p. 664; 
Sir S. Northcote. lb. v. IS4, p. 1731; and see v. ISS, pp. 176S, 17SI; 
v. 194. p • .241. 

• Com. Pap. IS59. sess. 2, V. IS. pp. 557-559; Hans. D. v. 191, 
p. 1456. The Railways (Ireland) Commission was appointed by a 
Treasury Minute on October 15. IS67 (see their report in Com. Pap .. 
IS67-S, v. 32). 

. • Cox. Insl. Eng. Govl. p. 672; Da,lS. D. v. IS7, pp • .8So, 1294. 
• lb. v. ISS, p. 1769. 
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eluded from making it more extensive than was sought for by 
the terms of the parliamentary resolution.1 

The persons appointed tG serve on royal or statutory com
missions are selected without .reference to their Choice of com. 
political opinions as supporters or opponents of missioners. 

the existing administration,' and generally on account of their 
familiarity with the subject-matter of the proposed investigation, 
or because they possess special qualifications for the task. 

Sometimes, at the discretion of government, members of 
one or both branches of the legislature are appointed upon 
important public commissions, not merely because of their 
personal fitness, but also for the purpose of obtaining a direct 
and efficient representation of the commission in parlia
ment. 

& a general rule, members of the government should not 
be appointed on commissions of inquiry, as it might afterwards . 
become their duty to decide upon some executive action 
growing out of the same, as a question of state policy upon 
which a minister of the crown ought not to have previously 
committed himself to an opinion. But this rule is not without 
exceptions. It would be quite justifiable and exp~dient to 
appoint a cabinet minister on a commission of inquiry into 
matters particularly affecting the department· of state over 
which he presides; or on a commission charged to consider 
and determine upon any matters which had no connection 
'with politics. 

In any circumstances, a commission of inquiry ought 
not to be of a "partisan" character, but should comprise 
" the fairest and fullest representatiGn of all opinions," even 
such as may be .. strong and extreme" on the question pro
posed to be investigated. At the same time, the composition 
of a royal commission is a fair subject for parliamentary 
criticism." 

If a commission is to be appointed under an act of parlia
ment, the selection of the members thereof should Statutory 

be left to the executive government,· unless it is commission •• 

I Lord Derby, Hans. D. v. 188, p. 489. 
• Hans. D. v. 193; p. 972; Io. v. 196, p. 422; v. 204, p. 764; Y. 218, 

p.88. . 
I Io. v. 18S, pp. 190, S14; 16. v. 188, pp. 121-12S, 243. 
• Io. v. 1% p. 1410; V. 211, p. 2028; V. 212, p. 2S. See Mr. Glad

stone's observations deprecating private members assullIing responsibility 
VOL. II. H 
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proposed to entrust greater legislative powers to the coni; 
missioners, when it may be proper to invite the assistance of 
parliament in their selection. Or, unless it be a commission 
iS5ued under the provisions of the Act IS & 16 Viet. c. 57\ 
upon a joint address of both Houses, to inquire into the 
existence of corrupt practices in a parliamentary constituency 
-when it is required that the commission shall consist of 
"persons named in such address," having the particular 
qualifications prescI:ibed by the statute aforesaid. In this case 
it is the practice to insert the names of the proposed com
missioners in the resolution for the address, which is first 
introduced into the House of Commons.1 This resolution is 
usually moved by the attorney-general, although it may be pro
posed by a private member.9 But it is ordinarily in the dis
cretion of ministers either to choose the commissioners 
themselves .or to present to parliament the names of persons 
whom they recommend to be nominated in the act or address. 
In the year 1692, the commissioners appointed to determine 
the land tax assessment were named in the bill,3 and that 
precedent has since been frequently followed. 4 In the case of 
a royal, as distinct from a statutory, commission, it is not usual 
to communicate to parliament, beforehand, the names of 
persons intended, to be appointed, with a view to invite dis" 
cussion upon the choice of the crown,6 although the govern~ 
ment sometimes prefer to take this course; 6 but in the case of 
a statutory commission, while it is discretionary with the 
go,vernment to give, or to withhold from parliament, the names 
of intended commissioners, whether for insertion in the act or 
not, it is not unusual to submit them for parliamentary 
approval, with a view to create a good understanding between 

of naming a proposed commissioner. lb. v. 192, p. 1941; and see IO. v. 
193, pp. 1658, 1905. But see case of Epping Forest Commissioners, Hans. 
D •. v. 208, p. 621 ; and IO. April 26, 1877. • 

1 15 & 16 Vict. c. 57, sec. t. This provision was inserted in the Bill by 
the House of Lords, Hans. D. v. 122, pp. 567, 572, 587; see 32 & 33 
Vict. c. 65; Com. four. v. 121, pp. 271,272. 

• Hans. D. v. 186, p. 995; v. 195. pp. 3' IS. 1270. 
• Macaulay. /Iist. oj Eng. v. 4. p. 317. 
• See Act 30 & 31 Vict. C. 51. Public Schools Bill of 1868. sees. 16-20. 

Public Works Loan Comrs. in 1817. 57 Geo. 3 c. 34. and again in 1875. 
Hans. D. v. 226. p. 537. 

• Ib. v. 1.87. p. 1489. 
• Ib. v. 188, p. 983 j v. 189. p. 602, 
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the crown and parliament in the settlement of a particular 
question.· 
. The time for submitting to parliament the names of com
missioners, or members of council, intended to be inserted in 
a bill varies, according to the nature of the bill itself, and the 
extent of alteration to which it may be liable in its passa~e 
through parliament. Sometimes the names appear in the bill 
as first introduced, at other times not until the bill has nearly 
passed through committee.' 

The services of persons appointed as members of a royal com
mission are almost i~variably rendered gratuitously, Compensation 

except where they Involve to a great degree the I~ commis

exercise of professional skill, when compensation Sloners. 

is allowed for time and labour. Actual expenses incurred are, 
of course, defrayed out of the public funds." 

It is customary for a royal commission not only to take 
evidence, but also to receive written communica- P 
tions from competent persons who may be willing owers. 

to address them on the subject-matter of their inquiry. They 
may hold their sittings in any part of the United Kingdom. 
They are at liberty, moreover, when it is necessary for the 
furtherance of their investigations, to institute and conduct 
experiments for the purpose of testing the accuracy of par
ticular theories, or the utility of inventions, etc. 

But, unless expressly empowered by act of parliament, no 
commission can compel. the production of documents,or 
the giving of evidence,' or can administer an oath.' It was, 
indeed, provided by Lord Brougham's Act of 1851, to amend 
the law of Evidence, that any .. commissioner," Co uIso 
etc., now or hereafter having by law, or by consent pO!'."r:' ,!cry 

of parties "authority to hear receive and examine commlSSlons_ , " 
evidence," shall be" empowered to administer an oath to all 
such witnesses as are legally called before him." 6 But this 
act applies only to commissioners appointed by the courts for 

I Hans • .D. V"189. p. 1746; v. 197. p. 516; v. 198. p. ·1499; v. 22r, 
p. 761. • 16. v. 214. pp. 600. 119r . 

. ' J6. v. 200, p. 1362; Co",. Pap. 1856. v. 38, p. 395; 16. 1859, v. 15, 
p. 561 ; I6. 1867, '11.40, p. 361. 

• Cox, Brit. Commonwealth, p. 251 ; Toulmin Smith, Govt. by Comm". 
p. 202; Law Mag'. v. IS. p. 85. . 

• Toulmin Smith, p. 188; Hans . .D. v. 2140 pp. 1334-1361. 
• 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99. sec. 16. But see the decision 011 this clause, in 

Reg. v. Hallett, 2 Denison C. C. 237. 
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legal purposes, and does not extend to ordinary commissions, 
whether appointed by royal authority or by legislative enact
ment. Upon certain occasions the crown has undoubtedly 
assumed the right to confer upon commissioners appointed by 
prerogative .. full power and authority, when the same shall 
appear to be requisite, to administer an oath or oaths to any 
person whomsoever to be examined" before them.' It is 
extremely doubtful, however, whether this was legal; and such 
an assumption of power, on the part of the crown, is now 
abandoned, and the want of compulsory powers has seldom 
prevented a royal commission from obtaining full and impartial 
information upon the subject-matter of their inquiry.s 

On the other hand, there have been frequent applications 
Extraordinary to parliament to confer upon royal commissioners, 
powers. in certain cases, additional powers, and to appoint 
statutory commissions with extraordinary powers.s And it has 
become customary to define the exact powers intended to be 
conferred upon a statutory commission in the act itself, which 
generally include the compulsory powers aforesaid.' But there 
is no precedent for empowering a statutory commission to 
a,dminister an oath "except where individual misconduct is 
directly at issue." S 

Within the limits of their prescribed functions, and subject 
Internal to the provisions of any act of parliament de
proceeding,;. fining the same, commissions have" the absolute 
power of regUlating the proceedings of their own tribunal, and 
of admitting or excluding what persons they please" from 
attendance during their sittings_ 6 Bu~ as will be presently 
shown, they are liable in ct!rtain circumstances to have their 
proceedings questioned in either House of parliament. 

1 For example, the Navy (Dockyards CommD. in 1860, Com. Pap. 1861, 
v. 26, p. 3; the Children's Employment CommD. (1862), Ib. 1863, v. 18, 
p. 3; the Irish Church Commu., 1867, Ib. 1867-8, v. 23. 

I See Ld. Campbell, Ham. D. v. 65, p. 491 ; Stat. 5 & 6 Will. IV. 
c. 62, sec. 13; Smith, Pari. Rem,,,,. 1857-8, pp. 21, 51 ; Ib. 1865, p. 43. 

• For example, see Stat. I & 2 Geo. IV. c. 90; 3 Geo. IV. c. 37; 
5 Geo. IV. c. 20, sec. II; 3 & 4 Will. IV. c. 37, sec. 165; 17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 117; 30 & 31 Vict. c. 104;; 33 & 34 Vict. c. 105; see.Ham. D. v. r97, 
P·755· 

• Acts 34 & 35 Viet. cc. 85, 86, 93. 
• Mr. Fortescue, Ha,lS. D. v. 214, p. 1349. 
• Ib. v. 188, p. r437; v. 215, p. 1024; v. 216, p. 168; v. 236, 

P·539· 
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All the expenses attending temporary royal commissions 
are defrayed out of moneys annually voted by Expenses of 
parliament for such purposes.' But it is not usual commissions. 

for commissioners to incur any extraordinary expenditure 
without the previous sanction of the home office, by which 
the application would naturally be referred to the treasury.2 

As a check upon the proceedings of commissions, in 
pecuniary matters, it is required that the secretary, S t 

even of a statutory commission, should be ap- cere ary .• 

pointed either by or with the direct approval of the executIve 
government. He is often nominated in the commission itself. 
Unless special qualifications occasion another' choice, it is not 
uncommon to select the secretary of a commission from 
amongst the subordinate officers of the treasury." 

A royal commission continues in existence, until it has 
completed its labours, unless its duration be expressly limited 
by the terms of ' the letters patent or act of parliament, under 
which it was appointed; or unless it be sooner revoked and 
discharged by the crown or by act' of parliament.' 

To revoke a crown commission it is necessary that a warrant 
should be issued under the royal sign manuals C ,. 

Wh h h 1 . I . ' h ommlsslons. en t e woe, or any partlcu ar portIOn, of t e 
inquiry has been brought to a close, the commissioners present 
their report to the crown through the secretary of R 
state for the home department. The report should eport. 

be signed by all the commissioners. But, if any of them are 
unable to agree with the majority in the terms of the report, they 
are at liberty to record their dissent, and to state their individual 
opinions, either in paragraphs appended to the report, or in 
memorandums following, signed by themselves.s The report is 
usually transmitted to parliament by command, or communi
cated upon an address. For royal commissioners are not 
directly amenable to parliament, but only to the crown.' And 
parliament ought not to interfere with their proceedings, unless 
It could be shown that they were acting unfairly, or were 

I See Civ. Servo Est. 1887-8, p. 485. Com. Pap. 1877. v. 57. 
• Hans • .D. v. 184, p. 1070. ' 
• 16. v. 18S, PP:'436, 527. .' See Act 36 Viet. C. 13. 
• Hans . .D. v. 194; p. 1544. 
• See Second Rep. Judicature Commn. COlli. Pap. 1872, V. 20 j Second 

Rep. Legal Departments Commu • .llJ. 1874, v. 24. 
, Hans • .D. v. 158, p. 2083. 
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incompetent, or were otherwise unworthy of the confidence of 
the government, or of parliament. when either House might 
address the crown for their removal from office.1 .. 

There is another species of commission, of a less prominent 
DepaT~mental and important character, but which is nevertheless 
committees. of great utility in furthering the work of adminis
tration, viz. what is usually termed a departmental com
mittee, appointed by a treasury minute," or by the authority of 
a secretary of state, for the purpose of instituting inquiries into 
matters of official concern, and suggesting improvements or 
remedies for obvious defects or deficiencies in existing ad
ministrative arrangements. 8 Such committees are generally 
composed of two or more permanent and experienced officers, 
belonging to tht: particular departments concerned, in the 
proposed investigation, with whom is frequently associated a 
lord of the treasury, or some other subordinate member of the 
administration. But it is not the practice to communicate tq 
parliament the names of persons employed in such inquiries, 
as it would expose them to responsibilities to which they ought 
not to be subjected.' 

If a political officer be included in a departmental com
mittee, and a change of ministry should occur before its 
labours are completed, the committee would necessarily become 
defunct. Although, if the committee were prepared with a 
report, they might be permitted to present an informal and 
unofficial statement, or draft report, to the new administration, 
setting forth what they had intended to embody in their report, 
which would receive the careful consideration of the govern
ment.S 

Salaried public officers receive no additional allowance for 
Expenses of services on a departmental committee. The re
committees. muneration of persons not already in official em
ploy, who are appointed to such service, is authorized and 

1 Ha,lS. D. v. 158, pp. 902,903; v. 203. p. 800. 
I For copy of the treasury minute of April 12, 1853, appointing a com

mittee of inquiry into the organization of the permanent civil service, see 
Com. Pap. 1854-5, v. 30, p. 375. . 

I See Mr. Gladstone's observations on utility of an official committee of 
practi~al men, as a means of breaking ground upon a question of adminis
tralive reform, Hans. D. v. 193, p. 320. 

• I6. v. 215, p. 523. 
• I6. v. 188, p. 1909; Com. Fap. 1867, v. 39, p. 425. 
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Its prerogative is that, in all doubtful questions, in all ques
tions which have not been previously settled in cabinet, and 
which may require instant decision, he is to decide-upon 
communication with his colleagues sitting by him undoubtedly, 
if he be courteously inclined, but he is to decide - with 
or without communication with them, and with or against their 
consent." 1 

The strength and efficiency of a government, and the activity 
and usefulness of the House itself, largely depend upon the 
character, energy, tact, and judgment of the leader of the 
House of Commons.' It devolves upo'n him to control 
the conduct of business in that chamber so as best to promote 
the public interests; and out of the House to contribute, as far 
as possible, to the maintenance of a good understanding 
amongst members, of every shade of political opinion, by a 
frank cordiality and social intercourse.8 

The office of leader or manager of the House of Commons 
is coeval with the existence of parliamentary govern- Origin of .he ' 

ment. It was first filled by Charles Montague, office. 

chancellor of the exchequer in William IlL's first party 
ministry, who for four years (I694-1698) exercised an authority 
in the House of Commons which Macaulay says ., was unpre
cedented and unrivalled."· Under the discordant and vacil
lating cabinets that immediately followed, there was no 
opportunity for the leader of the Commons to assert his true 
position. But in 17 IS, iIi the hands of Sir Robert Walpole, 
the office began to resume its original importance.G It has 
since been held and adorned by most of the eminent states
men who have shed lustre upon our annals from that period 
until now. 

On account of the dignity and influence belonging to this 
office, it is usually held in conjunction with that of Upon ';'hom 

first lord of the treasury, or chancellor of the conferred. 

exchequer, or with both combined. When the prime minister 
. is a peer, the leadership of the House of Commons is most 

1 Mr. Canning's Letter in 1812, citing examples, Life of Wilbtrforce, by 
his sons, v. 4, !'P. 38-40; Stapleton, Canning and His Times, p. 208; and 
see Vonge, Life of Ld. Liverpool, v. I, pp. 408-423. 

• Lord Russell's Recollections, ch. v. ; Ed. Rev. v. 108, pp. 279, 280. 
• Mr. Disraeli, Hans. D. v. 186, p. 1593. 
• Macaulay, HlSt. oj Eng. v. 4, p. 732; v. 5, pp. 157, 165. 
• Mahon, liist. of Ellg. v. I, pp. 165, 198. 
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suitably conferred upon the chancellor of the exchequer.1 

Formerly, it used to be given, by preference, to a secretary of 
state; but, according to recent precedent, it may be aSsociated 
with any cabinet office, provided it be one of the highest 
grade. 

Within the present century, it· has been held by Lord. 
Castlereagh and by Mr. Canning 9 in connection with the office 
of foreign secretary; by Sir R. Peel and Lord John Russell 
with that of home secretary; by Lord John Russell in connec
tion with the office of colonial secretary; and again by Lord 
John Russell in conjunction with the presidency of the council· 
Upon the formation of the Aberdeen ministry, in December, 
1852, Lord John Russell took the office of foreign secretary, 
together with the leadership of the House of Commons. But 
within a few weeks he resigned the secretaryship to the Earl 
of Clarendon, " for the very sufficient reason that no man can 
efficiently discharge in conjunction" the duty of these two 
offices.'. Accordingly, in 1855. it was agreed between Lord 
Palmerston and Lord Derby that, in view of the increasing 
labour and responsibility attaching. to the office, it was no 
longer possible to combine the lead of the House of Commons 
with the duties of an extensive and laborious department.5 
Since then the leadership has been held by Lord Palmerston, 
by Mr. Gladstone and by Mr. Disraeli, while prime ministers, 
as first lords of the treasury; by Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Gladstone, 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, and Lord Randolph Churchill, as 
chancellors of the exchequer; and by Mr. Smith and Mr. 
Balfour as first lords of the treasury. 

In 1868, when, upon the resignation of Lord Derby, Mr. 

1 The office of chancellor of the exchequer was hardly ever associated 
with the lead of the Commons until Mr. Perceval's time, in 1807. It is 
the increasing importance of finance which has invested this office with 
its present influence. Up to the date of Lord Grey's ministry its emolu
ments were inferior to those of almost every other member of the Cabinet. 
-Editor.] 

• In 1812 Mr. Canning claimed a right to the leadership in connection 
with the office of foreign secretary,jin preference to that of chanceUor of the 
exchequer, but was overruled on personal grounds (see Yonge, Lift of 
Lo,.d Liverpool, v. I, pp. 408-423; v. 3. p. 191). 

• Torren's Lift of Melbourne, v. 2, p. 313 j Hans. D. v. 130, pp. 380, 
38i; lb. v. 136, p. 937. 

Mr. Gladstone, CII. Qua,.. Rev. v. S, p. 472. 
• Hans. D. v. 136, p. 1344. 
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Disraeli became first lord of the treasury, he assigned the 
office of chancellor of the exchequer to Mr. Hunt, but retained 
in his own hands the lead of the House of Commons. Upon 
the reconstruction of the Gladstone ministry, after the session 
of 1873, Mr. Gladstone assumed the office of chancellor of the 
exchequer in addition to that of first lord of the treasury. This 
would have naturally involved his retention of the leadership 
of the House, but he was not exposed to this extraordinary 
labour, inasmuch as parliament was soon afterwards dissolved, 
and his administration resigned before the opening of the new 
parliament. The incoming premier (Mr. Disraeli) agam be
came first lord of the treasury and leader of the House of 
Commons, and Sir S. Nortlcote was appointed chancellor of 
the exchequer. 

2. Ministers charged with the moving of Estimates and submit
ting the Budget in/he House of Commons. 

As a general rule, any member of the administration who 
represents a department on . behalf of which votes Moving of 
are to be taken in committee of supply is com- supply votes. 

petent to propose such votes.' 
In the event of the secretary of state for war and the first 

lord of the admiralty being members of the House of Lords, 
the under secretaries of these departments become their official 
representatives in the Lower House. Otherwise, they ought 
not to move the estimates for th~i ·respective departments, 
except in the presence of their 0 cial superior-who is the 
. responsible minister to afford the n essary explanations upon 
~i1atters of importance to parliament unless with the intention 
of merely taking a vote" on accoun ," or upon a minor ques
tion~ 2 But, for special reasons, th~':' first lord of the treasury 
mayl. undertake to propose these ef:Clmates. 3 

The civil service estimates ar''; ordinarily moved by the 
financial secretary to the treasur.f, in presence. of the chan
cellor of the exch~quer ~nd other ~inisters for whose depart
ments the supply IS requlIed, who. hould be at hand to explain 

", I- 4/' 
. See ~ .. n8~. D. "nted V .. n. M~, e~..",..;o hI" . 

• am • .D. v. 185 -. IS' Ib. v. 193. p. 535. 
. I/J. v. 145, p. 85~.P. 1 • va: 
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or defend a vote or item that may be objected to.1 Any 
unusual or extraordinary vote, however, should be proposed by 
the chancellor of the exchequer himself; 9 or, at his discretion, 
by the first lord of the treasury, notwithstanding that the 
chancellor of the exchequer may be present.s 

It is ordinarily the duty of the chancellor of the exchequer 
himself to submit the annual financial statement, 

The budget. 
usually termed "the budget," to. the House of 

Commons.. But in 1842 and 1845 Sir Robert Peel, and in 
J 848 Lord John Russell, introduced the budget, instead of 
leaving it to the chancellor of the exchequer, who was present 
in the House at the time. 

The legal business of the crown' in the House of Lords is 
Law business conduct~d by the lord ichancellor, who is ex-Offido 
in the House speaker of the Hous€! and a prominent and in
or Lords. fiuential member of th~ cabinet in every adminis
tration. He is chiefly responsibl; for the administration of 
justice throughout the, kingdom, in connection with the home 
secretary. And he usually takes fJl active part in furthering 
the measures of government in th,: House of Lords. ' 

The common law judges, alsJ, it may be observed (not 
being of the peerage), may be sp tcially summoned to attend as 
assistants in the House of Lot lis, and their opinion may be 

, asked by the House, not only i.l relation to points of law and 
equity when their lordships are sitting as a court of judicature, 
but also upon public bills per..ding in parliament, and as to the 
strict legal construction ,of existing statutes. But they will 
decline to answer any qu(!stion which they consider should not 
have been propounded to them-or which involves points 
likely to come before ther'll in the courts below.' ,r 

The home secretary is generally a member of the House of 
In the Commons, a0l1 is answerable therein for all matt~rs 
Commons. relating to the :administration of justice, and t; spe-
cially for the exercise of t1' e prerogative of mercy. wh~c,;h is 
administered through him. I 

• 3rd Rep. Com·. on Civ. Ser '. Exp. p. vi. Com. Pap. 1873.,1 7. 
• Hans. D. v. 172, p. 75; v. '81, p. 1°55· (6'-
• lb. v. 171, pp. 9°3-924 . .-:f:i3' \ • __ • .., 'v ~; At", . 
• May, ed. 1883. p. 667. ~; 2 ' • • 5. p. 1122. 
• See cases cited, Macqueen, Ji.. '. _r r ' . 

1831-2, p. 442. See also/b. 1840, p' 
v. 144, pp. 2033, 2050. 

) 
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The law officers of the crown who are now considered 
eligible to sit in the House of Commons are the Crown Jaw 

attorney.general, the solicitor· general, and the officers. 

judge advocate-general, together with the lord. advocate, and 
the solicitor-general for Scotland, and the attorney and solicitor
general for Ireland.' None of these functionaries are ever 
included in the cabinet.' Their continuous presence in the 
House of Commons, though very desirable and most service
able, is not therefore considered obligatory. 

Nevertheless, it is an acknowledged principle that the House 
of Commons ought not to proceed to make any The House 

alterations, which would affect the administration D
J 
otto ~Ihter 

f I d · . h h . d aw. wit out o aw an equIty, except Wlt t e sanction an the .anotion of 
authority of the law officers of the crown.. This law officers. 

sanction cannot be effectually given unless by the presence of 
those functionaries in parliament, when questions of legal 
reform are under consideration, in order that they may advise 
as to the proper method of accomplishing the same. More
over, being the confidential advisers of the government on legal 
subjects, they are the natural defenders and expounders in 
parliament of proceedings or measures which the government 
may adopt upon their recommendation.4 It has accordingly 
been the uniform practice, from a period anterior to the revo
lution of 1688, to require the presence of the attorney and 
solicitor-general of England in the House of Commons, to 
assist in framing laws, and in carrying on the government of 
the crown in parliament. The same principle applies' to the 
law officers of the crown for Scotland and Ireland, since the 
union with those kingdoms, but the practice has not been so 
general or imperative. 

In 1826, when Mr. Canning was leading the House of Com
mons in the ministry of Lord Liverpool, he wrote to the 

• See Return on Offices of P,ofit, Com. Pap. 1867, v. 56, p. 19. 
I 'For constitutional objections to the introduction of the law officers of 

the crown into the cabinet, see Judge Boothby'S paper in Com. Pap. 1862. 
v. 37, pp. 166-17°.; and Votes and ProceedIngs, Leg. Ass'. N. S •. Wales, 
Dec. 3. 1873. 

• Hans. D. v. 162, pp. 1338, 1340; I6. v. 194, p. 1617; v. 204. 
p. 1500; v; 205; pp. 6og-618; V.211, p. 247. The attorney-general reads 
through every government bill presented to parliament, and gives his 
opinion upon it to the minister who has charge of it (Com. Pap. 1875, 
v. 8. Evid. 19:10). 

• British Counter Case, Treaty of Waskington, 1871, p. ISJ. 
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premier representing that there were three legal offices, usually 
parliamentary, "which have been, for the first time, suffered 
to go out of parliament by the present government, and which, 
if not restored in the next House of Commons, will be con
sidered as lost by desuetude;" viz. "the master of the rolls, 
the judge advocate, and the king's advocate; all important in 
the highest degree to the well carrying on of the king's busi
ness in the House of Commons, and all within my memory, 
and till of very late years, useful and efficient supporters of the 
administration." After pointing out the important services 
that could be rendered by these officers, he concluded by a 
protest to his chief "against all these defalcations from the 
constitutional and accustomed support of the government in 
the House of Commons." 1 Since this letter was written, the 
office of king's advocate, though continuing to be held during 
pleasure, ceased to be accounted political, and therefore dis
qualified the incumbent for the House of Commons.~ The 
master of the rolls, though not legally disqualified until 1873, 
was not previously required or expected to find a seat in par
liament. It therefore rests with the attorney and solicitor
general, and other officers above enumerated, to represent the 
legal element of the administration in the popular chamber. 

The secretary for Scotland and keeper of the great seal is 
charged with the business of the crown in parlia-
ment relating to Scotland. _ 

Prior to the Union, and for a short period sub

Secretary for 
Scotland and 
keeper of the 
great seal. 

sequently, the office of secretary of state for Scot
land was in existence. It was abolished in 1725, when the 
Duke of Roxburghe was removed from office. It was again 
restored in 1731, and the appointment was last held in 1745 
by the Marquis of Tweeddale. 8 

But during the past half-century the progress of Scotland in 
wealth and population has been so remarkable, that circum
stances demanded additional facilities for transacting Scottish 
business in parliament, and repeated efforts were made in the 
Lower House to revive the office of a minister for Scotland; 
and, in 1885. Lord Rosebery introduced a bill in the House 

I Stapleton, Ca""i,,¥ a"d his Times, p. 61 I; and see Walpole's Lift (>/ 
Per(eval, v. I, p. 87. 

• But the office itself was abolished in 1872. 
• Smith's Secretar), lor Scot/anti, p. 10. 
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of Lords which, as amended in 1887,1 transferred to the secre-· 
tary {or Scotland' the whole of the duties performed by the 
secretary of state, the privy counci~ the treasury, and local 
government board concerning Scotland, with the following 
exceptions: Factory and Warkshop Act, 1878; Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1872; Metalliferous Mines Regulation Act,. 
1872 j Explosives Act, 1875; Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876; 
and Reformatory and Industrial School Acts, '1866-1879. 

The office of secretary, which may be filled by a member of 
either House, is held during pleasure, and the salary attached 
to it is £2000. 

The lord-advocate is still charged with the legal business of 
the crown in the House of Commons regarding Scotland. 

3. The Responsibility if Ministers. if tne Crown to Parliamen't. 

Notwithstanding the modern rule of parliamentary govern-
ment, whereby responsibility is attached to tile . 
whole administration for the acts of the several ;::i~~:,nts 
members of which the same is composed, the part.icular 

. I" h h .. f h' mmlslers. ancient ru e t at t e constitution 0 t IS country 
always selects for responsibility the individual minister who 
does anyparticlilar act" 8 continues to hold good, and is 
directly applicable in cases of personal misconduct, for which 
the collective administration decline to be answerable. 

The growth of the principle of collective ministerial respon
sibility was, as we have seen, :very gradual, and its entire 
acceptance as a constitutional dogma of but recent date.' So 
lately as in the year 1806, Mr. Fox, when secretary of state, 
repudiated the notion of considering .the whole cabinet to be 
responsible for every ministerial act, claiming that there was 
a greater security against WIongdoing in holding each particular 
minister directly if not exclusively responsible LG p.tliamer.i: 
for the- managem~nt of his own department. But the faHacy 
of this position w.as exposed by Lord Castlereagh; who showed 
that the proceedmgs of the House ()f Commons in regard ta 
the partition treaties, in 1698, proved that even at that early 
period all the prominent members of the ministry were equally 

I 50 & 51 Vict. C. 52. • 48 & 49 Vict. c. 61. 
• Lord Grey, in Farl. De". IV. 18, p. ~075. 
• See ante, v. i. p. 248. 

VOL. II. 
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held accountable for a particular act of public policy, and not 
merely the minister who had been instrumental in giving effect 
to the same.1 

The true doctrine 0.0 this subject was afterwards enunciated 
Collective by Lord Derby,. in the following terms: "The 
responsibility. essence of responsible government is that mutual 
bond of responsibility one for another, wherein a government, 
acting by party, go together i frame their measures in concert; 
and where,. if one member. falls to. the ground, the others, 
almost as a matter of course, fall with him." I 

But the application of this principle would be often partial 

Does not 
extend to· 
personal 
misconduct. 

and insufficient for the ends of justice,. were it not 
for the exceptionimplied in Lord Derby'S definition, 
and which admits of a definite and unqualified 
responsibility being exclusively attached to a 

minister of the crown who is proved to have done anything 
which renders him personally liable to the censure of parlia
ment, or to punishment by legal process. While the general 
responsibility of the whole administration would not suffice to 
screen such a one from the consequences of his own mis
deeds, it would not necessarily follow that his colleagues 
should be made accountable for the wrongful acts of a minister 
in a. matter which peculiarly concerned his own department, 
unless they voluntarily assumed a share of the responsibility, 
or should prove to have been implicated therein.3 

The extent to which the responsibility of a minister of the 
Pll t' crown for misbehaviour in office remains in opera-
ce.:~:C~$~f tion after his retirement from the cabinet, and the 
d~::i:t;'i~h~oW appropriate proceedings to bring such an offender 

within the reach of parliamentary censure and 
punishment, were the subjects of discussion in the House of 
rommons in 18SS, after,~.he report of the Sebastopol com

utteey"l\:·.i::~, t:xposed a grievous amount of mismanagement 
'he part of certain ministers who held office during the 

stages. of the Russian war. The following conclusions 
.arrived at upon that occasion, viz. that a new ministry 

I 5t I r/. Deb. v. 6. PP.3IO-327. I Hans. D. v. 134, p. 834. 
Po af eton'rious cases may be cited, in which an administration did not assume 
~:cB~ ,~. Iffi'nsibility for the conduct of one of its members, e.g. Lord Melville's 
• 5 u . th,e 0 v. Dt/J. vols. 3, 4, 5', and Mr. Stanfeld's case, Ib. v .. 174, pp. 250, 283. 

IDlt s Se",e'.~es. it will be observed~have referenc.e to the personal conduct, 
"ublic policy, of the minister concerned in them.-Editor.] 



PARLIAMENTARY DUTIES OF MINISTERS. IlS 

should not be held accountable for the misconduct of one of 
their number under a previous administration; and that the' 
only available methods of procedure against an ex-minister of 
the crown were by parliamentary impeachment;· or by 
addressing the crown to- remove his name from tm: list of the 
privy council, or otherwise to proceed against hIm by due 
process of law. But where the matter complained of is less 
Ilerious, and admits of justification, it is usual for M.is~nduct of 
the House of Commons to receive and accept from DUmsters. 

the ex-minister who advised the same an explanation of his 
conduct in relation thereto.1 

Responsibility to'parliament permits of and ensures a greater 
degree of vigilance over the acts of public men' than was 
attainable under prerogative govemment. Consequently, it 
tends to prevent the commission of political crimes, such as 
disgraced our history in former periods, and which compelled 
a recourse to the extreme measure of impeachment.· On the 
other hand, it has substituted the mHder but more efficient 
punishments of censure and deprivation of office for such 
ministers as have justly incurred the displeasure of parliament 
by incapacity, misconduct, or misgovernment. Impeachments, 
however, though rarely necessary under our modern political 
system, may still be resorted to on suitable occasions." Since 
Walpole's downfall-. when the last attempt was ineffectually 
made to impeach a minister of the crown for political offences 
-it has been the salutary practice, although not strictly 
according to the theory of our constitution, to consider the 
loss of office and the public disapprobation as punishment 
sufficient for errors in the administration, not imputable to. 
personal- corruption.' But, should any case of administrative 

I Appointment of deputy-master of the mint, Hans. D •. v. 195, p. 31 ; 
appointment of the lord-lieut. of Cumberland and Westmoreland, Ib. p •. 
731; examination of Mr. Corry, ex-first lord of the admiralty, before 
Como. on Public Accts. in 1869 (see Seco.ui Rep. pp. iv. 28; Com. Pap. 
1868-9, v. 6). See proposed voto of censure upon Gladstone ministry on 
April 24, 1874, for advising an .. abrupt" dissolution, and a .. precipitate" 
appeal to electoral body (Hans. D. v. 218, p. 1101). 

I The last impeachment iu England was in 1805, in the case of Lord 
Melville, for alleged malversation in office. 

• See May, Consl. Hist. v. I, p. 464; May, Prac. 0/ Pari. ch. 23 ; and 
see Sir W. Molesworth's speech, Mil'. of Pari. 1836, p. 1306. 

• Macaulay, Essays, v. I, on Hallam's Const. History, p. 204; and see 
AIIl •. L •. Rt:"I1. for Nov. 1882, on impeachable offences under the U.S. Const. 
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abuse, or malfeasance in office, either by a responsible minister 
of the crown or by any other high public functionary, hereafter 
occur, of sufficient gravity to justify a proceeding of such 
pec!lliar solemnity, it would be appropriate to resort to this 
ancient remedy for the investigation and redress of political 
offences) 

The responsibility of the ministers of the crown to parlia~ 
Ministerial ment, as it is now understood, is practically a 
responsibility. responsibility to the House of Commons. For, 
notwithstanding the weight and authority which, is properly 
attached to the opinion of the House of Lords upon affairs of 
state, the fate of a minister does not depend upon a vote in 
that House. 3 "The Lords may sometimes thwart a ministry, 
reject or mutilate its measures, and even condemn its policy; 
but they are powerless to overthrow a ministry supported by 
the Commons, or to uphold a ministry which the Commons 
have condemned." 8 But the verdict of the House of Commons 
itself derives its strength and efficacy from its. being a true 
reflex of the intelligent will of the whole community. Until a 
vote of the Commons has been ratified by the constituent 
body, it will seldom be regarded as conclusively determining 
the existence of a ministry. When, in 1848, Sir Robert Peel 
was first informed of the overthrow of royalty in France, and 
the proclamation of a republic, he shrewdly remarked, "This 
comes of trying to carry on a government by means of a 
mere majority of a chamber, without regard to opinion out of 
doors." , 

It is of the utmost importance that there should be a com
Ministerial plete understanding between the members of a 
explanations. newly appointed administration and the Houses of 
parliament. It is, therefore, customary upon the formation 
of a new ministry, for explanations to be immediately given in 
both Houses, if they are then in session, and if not, as soon as 
possible aft~r they have met.6 This course was pursued in 
1782, upon the reconstruction of the Whig ministry under 

1 Amos, Fifty Years of Eng. Const. p. 345. The expediency of proceed
ing by impeachment against Governor Eyre was mooted in lhe House of 
Commons in 1866 (Hans • .D. v. 184, p. 1838). 

• Hans . .D. v. 188, p. 133; V.: 208, p. 487. 
• May, Comt. Hist. v. I, p. 467 •. 
• Cobden, Political Wntmgs, v. 2, p. 232 n. 
• il'Iir. of Pari. 1835, p. 61. 
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Lord Shelburne, consequent upon the death of thehte premier, 
Lord Rockingham, when the principles which- constituted the 
basis whereon the new ministry was formed were communicated 
to the Lords and Commons on July 9 and ro.l -In like 
manner, when Sir R. Peel resigned on the Corn Law question, 
in I8H, and, after an ineffectual attempt by Lord John 
Russell to fonn a ministry, resumed office, with enlarged 
powers, these events having occurred during a recess, upon 
the reassembling of parliament ministerial explanations were 
given in both Houses; voluntarily, by Sir Robert P-eel, in the 
Commons, and, in compliance with a formal request, by the 
Duke of Wellington, in the Lords.' Until, however, the re
appointment ofthe Palmerston administration, in 18591 it.was 
accounted sufficient if the ministerial statement was made by 
the premier in his own chamber, without its being needful to· 
repeat it in the other House.· But, owing to complaints" in 
18S8, of the irregularity of this course, it has since been the 
usual, though not the invariable, practice for ministerial state
ments upon a change of ministry to be addressed, simultaneously 
if possible,. to both Houses, the consent of the crown to such. 
disclosures having been duly obtained.' 

But the House" has no right to ask for more than a general 
exposition of the main principles on which a government is 
formed. It has no right to inquire into all the conditions 
which may have taken place between the several members of 
the government." Any arrangements, however, which· have 
been "specially referred to" in debate by new ministers as 
the" stipUlations and conditions" upon which they agreed to· 
accept office, may be suitably inquired into by other members." 

The most eminent authorities agree that, when a cabinet is 
reconstructed, it is as necessary to enter into explanations 

I Pari. Hist. v. 23, pp. 152-189. 
I Hans. D. v. 83, pp. 68. 165, 1003. 
• See Lord John Rus.ell, lb. v. 124, p. 17. When Lord RusseIl suc

ceeded to the premiership upon the death of Lord Palmerston, in 1866 
no ministerial statement was made to either House, upon the meeting of 
parliament. When Lord Derby took office in July, 1866, he made his . 
• tatement in the.House of Lords (/b. v. 184, P. 726), and it was not 
repeated to the Commons. But wheu Mr. Disraeli replaced Lord Derby, 
as premier, a ministerialist statement was addressed to each House on 
March 5, 1868 (lb. Vi' 190, pp. 1104, II 16). 

• See lb. v. 154, pp. 457, 478. 
• Mr. Disraeli, confirmed by Mr. Gladstone, lb. v. 138, p. 2039. 
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as when a total change of government takes place; and par-' 
Explanations ticularly in order to avoid the imputation . of,' 
o.n reconstrue- intrigue. 1 But the practice in this respect is Ofrecent ' 
lions. . origin, and has oot been uniform. Up to the year' 
1854, repeated instances occurred of partial changes in an 
existing administration in relation to which no information was 
communicated to parliament; 9 while, on other and similar 
,occasions prior to that time, such information was freely given. 
It is now afforded, as a matter of 'course, to both Houses; s~ 
and, in 1855, Lord Derby observed that he thought it was 
"the duty of every public man, whether he accepts or whether 
he abstains from accepting office, to be ,prepared to give at 
.the proper time a full explanation, both to his own friends and 
to the country, of the motives which may have induced him 
so to accept or abstain." Such ex-planations, however, "should 
never be given until a government is actually formed, and the 
state of affairs is decided." 4 

After what has been already stated, it-will .be -obvious that, 
,upon the resignation of a ministry, or of any prominent 
minister, explanations should be given of the causes thereof, 
when the fact is announced to ,parliament ; 5 provided that the 
permission of the sovereign to disclose the same has been 
·first obtained. But, when a single member of a cabinet 
xetires, until he has made his own statement in the House to 
which he belongs, the government cannot explain the grounds 
of his withdrawal to the .ether House. B . 

All ministerial elCplanations in the House of Commons are 
Rule subject to the rule which provides that" by the 
concerniDg .indulgence of the House, a member may explain 
explanations. 

matters of a personal nature, although there be no 
.question before the House; but such matters may not be 

I Mr. Disraeli, Mir. of Pari. 1840, pp. 24, 70. 
• See M,r. of Pari. 1839, pp .. 5231, 5238; Io. 1840, p. 23; Hans. D. 

v. 130, p. 94; Io. v. 132, p. ,80'; v. ~34,P. 921. 
,~ See IUir. ,of Pari . .183'), p. II4; Hans. n. v. U4, p. 335 ; Io. v. 18$, 

,pp. 1284, 1323, 1339. [The recent practice appears to be, that changes m 
an administration arising from diflerence of opinion are made the subject 
of explanation; changes due to other causes are not, and indeed do nat 
.re~uire to be explained.-Eduor.] -

To.:y. 136, p. 1259. 
• In. v 123, p. 1698; v. 185, pp. 1312, 1323. 
• Ib • . Y.. l.36, pp. ·939, 943, 960. 
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debated." I Any debate, therefore, following upon a ministerial 
explanation would be irregular; and no spe~ch o~ such. an 
occasion should be concluded by a formal mOtion, WIth a ~ew 
to bring on a general debate.' 

In the House of Lords, the practice on such occasions is 
less strict' 

During the progress of ministerial negotiations, it is, as a 
general rule, inexpedient and objectionable to Ministerial 
make inquiries in parliament as to whether par- negotiations. 

ticular individuals have been charged to form a ministry-or 
invited to (orm part of a ministry-and upon what conditions. 
Such questions are inconvenient, as tending to the premature 
disclosure of confidential matters.' But when difficulties and 
delays have arisen in the formation of a ministry, and it is iIi 
contemplation to address the crown on the subject, it is not 
unprecedented to permit inquiries of this kind, "as tending to 
explain the conduct and clear the characters of public men." 
It is, nevertheless, optional with those to whom such questions 
are put, whether they will answer them or not.1 

We have already pointed out the reasons which would 
justify a sovereign .in dismissing his ministers: 8 and the cir
cumstancesthat would naturally lead .to the resignation or 
reconstruction of a. ministry.' It now remains to explain the 
nature and extent of the control over the ministers of the 
crown which is constitutionally exercised by the House of 
Commons. 

As it is essential that the ministers of the crown should 
possess the confidence of the popular chamber, so the loss of 
that confidence will necessitate their retirement from office. 
The withdrawal of th~ ~onfidence of the Hou~e of When 

Commons from a mlDlstry may be shown eIther ministers must 
(I) by a direct vote of want of confidence, or of resign. 

censure for certain specified acts or omissions.; or (2) by the 
rejection of some legislative measure proposed by ministers, 

I May, Pa,./, Prae. 1883, p. 359. 
• The speaker and Mr. Disraeli, Hans. D. v. 174, pp. 1215, 1216. But 

upon May 4, 1868, on a formal motion to adjourn, a debate took place after 
a ministerial statement by Mr. Disraeli (ID. v. 191, pp. 1694-1717)' 

I ID. v. 191, p. 1687. 
• .Lord Brougham, Mi,.. of Pari. 1834, p. 2715. 
• See Pa,.l. D. v. 23, pp. 313-316. Mir. of Pari. May II, 1832, p. 2001. 
• .r __ "/~, v. I, pp. 72, loll. ·f A"t(,p.~o. 
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the acceptance of which. by parliament they have declared to 
be of vital importance; or, on the other hand, by the deter· 
minationof parliament to enact a particular law contrary to 
the advice and consent of the administration. 

The direct vote of want of confidence, as a procedure for 
Vote of want the removal of an obnolCious or an incapable 
of-confidence. ministry, is of comparatively recent origin; and for 
its present accepted form,_ whereby the House declares that it 
has no confidence in an administration, without assigning 
their reasons for such declaration,1 no precedent exists anterior 
to 1841. 

The House of Commons is constitutionally competent to 
express, at any time, eithel1 its- pavtial disapprobation of a 
ministry, or its general want of confidence in the policy and 
proceedings of the administration. The latter, however, is a 
right which should be sparingly exercised, and reserved for 
great occasions. A vote of want of confidence. though justifi. 

able in certain circumstances._ is· open to serious 
When a vote b' . if' be h '1 bl of want of 0 JectlOn It astl y or unreasona y enter-
confide~ce is tained for mere party purposes." For no person 
appropriate. h . h b' fi rd I' f as a ng t to rmg orwa a reso utlOn 0 want 
of confidence, or a vote of censure, in respect to any ministry, 
unless he is prepared to assume the consequences of such 

. .. a proceeding, and the responsibility of placing the 
ResponSlb,hty t . .. Th 
of placing the governmen In a mmonty. ose consequences 
g0"7m~ent in would naturally be either a dissolution of parlia-
a mmorlty. h h . ment, or t at t e sovereign would call upon the 
promoters of the successful attack to assist in the formation of 
a new ministry. And by the return of a defeated ministry to 
office, after an abortive attempt on the part of their opponents 
to form an administration, the position of the opposition itself, 
relatively to the government, would be to some extent in
juriously affected.8 

. 

A vote of censure upon a particular act or policy of the 
V.otes of administration-like a vote of want of confidence 
censure.. -is a matter of vital concern. When passed by 

I For a vindication. of the propriety of this method, see Massey, Hisl. 
of Eng. v. 3. p. 235··. . 

• Mr. Disraeli. Rans. D. v. 135. p. 226; Sir G. C. Lewis, lb. v. 138. 
p. 2129; Hearn. Govl. of Eng. p. 219; Stanhope. Life of Pill. v. I, p. 190 . 

. I Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 214. p. 1928. . . . 
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the House of LQrds, such a vote, though not cess~f»fd.1k* ~ 
is, as we have seen, of very great importance, nd ~ON J 

be counterbalanced by the distinct approval of th e olicy 
by the other House.1 The direct censure ofa mim 
any act or omission in the exercise of their administrative 
(unctions, by the House of Commons, will ordinarily lead to 
their retirement from office, or to a dissolution of parliament, 
unless the act complained of be disavowed, when the retire
ment of the minister who was especially responsible for it will 
propitiate the House, and satisfy its sense of justice. 

I t is usual to give priority over other business to a formal 
vote of censure, or motion of want of confidence,but not to a 
less direct expression of opinion adverse to the policy of 
ministers, however seriously such a motion may be regarded in 
its ultimate consequences." 

Want of confidence in an administration, or disapproval of 
particular a~ts of the ex~cutive government, may be Defeat of 

expressed either by a direct vote of ceDsure, or by min~sters in 

some formal motion-as for the production of cer- parhament. 

tain papers-which is distinctly intended to convey the dis
approbation of the House.' It may also be unequivocally 
declared in other ways, as by the refusal of the House to 
follow the lead of ministers upon any particular occasion.' 
In such cases, however, it must rest with the ministry to deter
mine upon what policy or proceeding they will take their 
stand j and what extent of deviation from the course they 
have advised parliament to pursue will be regarded as a with
drawal of the confidence heretofore reposed in them by the 
House.1 It is in the power of ministers to treat any motion 
that may be made in the House, even a motion of adjourn-· 
ment, in this way j 8 and they will sometimes meet a motion 
on a question of public policy, which was not intended 'to 
be a censure on the government, with a declaration that, if 
agreed to by the House, they will consider it as equivalent to 
a vote of want of confidence.7 

I Hearn, GO'lIt. of Eng. p. 160. 
• Mir. of Pari. 1841, p. Ig8[; Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. lllO, 

p. 1754 j v. 2[[, pp. 1282; v. 228, p. 624. . 
I Hans. D. v. 203, p. 1367. 
• Mr. Gladstone, lb. v. 210, pp. [754, 18"13-1847. 
• lb. v. 228, p. 1768; and see lb. v. zoo, pp. 173, z09. 
I Sir H. Cairns, Hans. D. v. 18z, p. 1489 ; and see p. 1856. 
, Ashley, Lift of Palmers/on, v. I, p. 334. 
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As a general principle, the confidence of the House of, 
Votes of Commons in the ministers of the crown should not: 
confidence. be asserted by any abstract resolution, but should,~ 
rather be inferred from the support given by the House to' 
the executive government, and by its mode of dealing with the;, 
measures proposed for its consideration by the ministry. 
There are undoubtedly occasions which would justify a govern~' 
ment in asking for an express declaration of confidence from 
the House of -Commons, either in reference to their general 
policy, or to some particular feature of it; but such occasions 
are very rare.1 A direct vote of confidence may suitably be 
agreed to by the House of -Commons, when the policy or 
conduct of ministers has been assailed elsewhere, in a manner 
calculated, unless neutralized by the action of the 'Commons, 
to impair their just authority and influence, or to lead to their 
resignation of office. 2 ' 

An expressed opinion ()f either House of Parliament, and' 
especially of the House of Commons, upon any matter-' 
whether it be a legislative question or one that 'comes within 
the sphere ()f prerogative or administrative functions-' even 
if it has been adopted by the House in opposition to the' 
advice of ministers, is always entitled to respectful considera~ 
tion. But the degree of weight ,to be attributed to any such. 
resolution will be g()Verned by the circumstances of the case. 
Ministers have sometimes deferred to the wishes of parliament 
thus formally declared, while at other times they have taken a 
stand and refused, at aU ,hazards, to comply therewith. The 
persistence of either House in a declaration of opinion, upon 
any important question, in which ministers do not concur, must 
ultimately assume the shape of confidence or non-confidence 
in the administration. 

We have next to inquire, how far the inability of ministers 
Ministerial of the crown to control the course of legislation on 
defeats on public questions should be .taken as an indication 
bills. that they have lost the confidence of the House of 
Commons. 

It has been already shown that, whereas, by modern con
stitutional practice, ministers are' required to initiate bill!:\ 

I Sir R. Peel, Mir. of Pari. 1839, pp. 1721, 1731 ; Hans. D. v. 214, 
p. 1912. .'" 

• Hearn. Govi. of Eng. pp. 145-148. 
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upon aU questions affecting the public welfare-it being ill 
the power of private members likewise to introduce similar 
measures-it is customary and expedient that considerable 
latitude should be granted to the legislative chambers in 
amending or rejecting the ministerial measures without its 
being assumed by any such proceeding that they have withdrawn 
their confidence in the advisers of the crown.1 Important 
public measures have been brought ';'n by ministers, which 
have been rejected by -parliament, or so amended as to lead to 
their abandonment" Bills of a constitutional" character have 
been introduced by private members, and carried through one 
House, notwithstanding the opposition of ministers. 8 But we 
find no example of any bill being permitted to pass through 
both Houses to whichmioisters were persistently opposed. 
Where the opinion of parliament has been unequivocally ex
pressed in (avour of a particular bill, regardless of objections 
thereto expressed by ministers, it has been the invariable 
practice (or ministers either to relinquish their opposition, in 
deference to that opinion, and to lend their aid to carry the 
measure, with such amendments as might be necessary to con
(orm it to their own ideas of public policy,-er else to Tesign.' 
Every successive administration, under parliamentary govern
ment, has thus been enabled to maintain-with more or less 
adherence to their party principles, or to their political pro
gramme-the constitutional control over the proceedings of 
parliament in matters of legislation which appertain to their 
office: a control which the majority ordinarily possessed by 
ministers of the crown in the legislative chambers enables 
them to exercise without infringing upon the independence of 
parliament " 

If, however, a bill 'is introduced, or an amendment carried, 
in either House, to which ministers are unable to agree, and 
they are unwilling to permit it to pass that House upon the 
chance of its being rejected by the other, a ministerial crisis 
must ensue; and ministers will either request the House to 

I See aMi, pp. 62, 63. 
• Case of the Irish Church Appropriation question, May, C()1ZSt. Hist. 

v. 2, p. 486; and" see Lord RusseU's comments on this case, Hans. D. 
v. 191, p. 1441. 

I A nit, pp. 63, 64 • 
. • Resignation of the Russell ministry in 1851, on a Franchise Bill, and 
10 1852, 011 an amendment to the Militia BiU being carried against them. 
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reconsider its vote, unless they are prepared to take the con
sequences of defeating the ministry upon a vital question/: 
or they will at once appeal to the country or retire from: 
office. c 

A mere defeat, or even repeated defeats, in the House of 
Commons, upon isolated questions, would not necessarily 
require the resignation of a ministry which retains the general 
confidence of parliament. But, if ministers declare that they· 
regard the passing of a particular measure, in a certain shape, 
as a matter of vital importance, the rejection of their advice by. 
parliament is tantamount to a vote of want of confidence, and 
must occasion their resignation. For, if the ministers of the 
crown "do not suffiCiently possess the confidence of the 
House of Commons to enable them to carry through the House 
measures which they deem of essential importance to the 
public welfare, their continuance in office is at variance with 
the spirit of the constitution." I 

Furthermore, while questions of finance and taxation are 
Defeats on especially within the province of the House of 
financial Commons to determine, and they should be free to 
questions. act in relation to such questions without being 
hampered with the possible effect of their votes upon the 
5tability of the ministry, yet, as regards the estimates, it is 
otherwise. When ministers assume the responsibility of stating 
that certain expenditure is necessary for the support of the 
civil government, and the maintenance of the public credit, at 
home and abroad, it is evident that none can effectually 
challenge the proposed expenditure, to any material extent, 
unless they are prepared to take the responsibility of over
throwing the ministry. "No government could be worthy of 
its place if it permitted its estimates to be seriously resisted by 
the opposition; and important changes can be made therein 
only in circumstances which permit of the raising of the ques-. 
tion of a change of government."· 

t Ld. J. Russell, Hans. D. v. 116. pp. 632--634; and see Ib. v. 151. 
pp. 55 1-563; v. 192. pp. 485-494. 622, 841 ; v. 195. p. 540. 

• Resol. House of .Commons, June 4. 1841. See also Mr. Disraeli 
and Lord J. Russell's observations, Hans. D. V. 101, pp. 704-707, 
710. 

• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. V. 191. p. 1747. [In 1848, however, Lord 
John Russell's government practically underto"k to revise its estimates.
Er/ilor.] 
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. After the defeat of ministers upon a vital question, in the 
House of Commons, there is but one alternative Resignation or 
to their immediate resignation of office-namely, dissolu~onl 
a dissolution of parliament, and an appeal to .the constituent 
body. 1 This alternative, however, is not constitutionally 
available whenever a majority of the House of Commons has 
condemned a ministry; it should only be resorted to in 
certain circumstances, to be presently explained.2 

While the decision of the House upon any question which 
is calculated to affect the relations of ministers Threats of a 
towards the House of Commons is pending, it is dissolution. 

highly irregular and unconstitutional to refer to.a dissolution 
of parliament as a probable .contingency, with a view to 
influence the conduct of members upon the particular occasion. 
For the Houses of parliament should always be ina position 
to exercise an unbiased judgment upon every question brought 
before them, fearing neither the crown on the one hand nor 
the people on the other;' 

But, after an appeal to the country has been determined 
upon, the dissolutIOn should take place with the 
least possible delay; that is to say, as soon as the Xf!:?u~ion 
necessary business before parliament has been s~d take 

disposed of; the opposition meanwhile aiding the P • 

ministry in completing .the same, and .refraining Crom any 
further attempt to embarrass them.. . 

By necessary business is to be understood such measures 
as are imperatively required for the public service, or as may 
be proceeded upon by common consent. "It is inconsistent 
with all usage, and with .the spirit of the constitution, that 
a government should be enabled to select the measures which 
it thinks proper to submit to the consideration of a condemned 
parliament," or "to exercise its ·own discretion, for party 
purposes, as to what measures it will bring forward or what 
it will withhold." , Upon the same principle, it is customary, 

I See Russell's Lift of Faz, v. • .2. pp. 54, 95; Gladstone, Hans. D. 
v. 192, p. 1606. 

• Toulmin Smith, ParI. Rmumb. 1859, p. 74; Ed. Rev.v. 128, 
p. 575· 

• See Hans. D. v. 9, pp. 346-348,435, 449, 588; Romilly's Lift. v. 2, 
p. 194; Mir. of Pari. 1841, p. 21l3; Han,. D. v. ISO, pp. 1076, 1085; 
v. 153, p. 1256; v. 198, pp. 103. 120. 

• Sir.R. Peel, Mir. of Pari. 1841, pp. 21,36, 2137. 
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when parliament is about to be dissolved, whether upon· the 
occurrence of a ministerial crisis, or for any other reason, to 
restrict the grant of supplies to an amount sufficient to defray 
the indispensable requirements of the public service, until the 
new parliament can be assembled,! 

And here it may be suitable to notice the particular 
When it may occasions upon which, by constitutional usage, a 
be advised. minister is justified in advising the crown to 
exercise its prerogative of dissolving parliament. 

A dissolution may properly take place-
First, in order to take the sense of the country in regard to 

the dismissal of ministers by the sovereign, as in 1783, in 
18°7, and in 1834-

Second, on account of the existence of disputes between 
the two Houses of parliament, which have rendered it im
possible for them to work together in harmony. I But happily 
there have been no cases of this kind since the complete 
establishment of parliamentary government. 8 

Third, for the purpose of ascertaining the sentiments of 
the constituent body in relation to some important act of 
the executive government, as in 1806; after the failure of the 
negotiations for peace with France, and to strengthen the 
hands of government in the continued prosecution of the war; t 
or some question: of public policy upon which the ministers 
of the crown and the House of Co,nmons are at issue.' 

Fourth, whenever there is reason to believe that the House 
of Commons does not correctly represent the opinions and 
wishes of the nation. Upon this ground, ever since 1784,' it 
has been completely established, as the rule of the constitution, 

I Hans. D. v. 192, pp. 16°4, 1606. 
• As in 1679. because of the refusal of the House of Lords to proceed 

with the impeachment of Lord Treasurer Danby; in 1701, because of 
dissensions on account of the impeachment of Somers and other ministers; 
and in 170 5, on account of disputes in the case of the U.Aylesbmy men "I 
(Burnd's Own Tirnt, A.D. 1701, 17°5; Siale Tn'alr, v. 14, p. 695). 

• [Lord Brougham stated in 1846 that .. where there is a difference of 
opinion between the two Houses of parliament, an appeal to the people is 
usually' considered necessary'" (Hans. D. v. 83, p. 34); He omitted to 
observe that, so far from being usual, such an appeal had not taken place 
for a hundred and forty years.-Editor.] , 

4 Pari. D. v. 8, p. 27 ; but see Mir. of Pari. 1835, p. 64. 
• As in 1831, in 1852, in 1857, and in 1859. . 
• See Russell .. JJlf1ll0rialr of Fox; v. 2, p. 245 .. 
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that, when the House of Commons refuses its confidence to 
tIle ministers of the crown, the question whether, in doing so, 
it has correctly expressed the opinion of. the country, may 
properly be tested by a dissolution; and that the House of 
Commons cannot attempt to resist the exercise of the preroga
tive, by withholding the grants of money necessary for carrymg 
on the public service till a. new parliament can be asse~b~ed, 
without incurring the reproach of faction.' 

The prerogative of dissolution should be exercised with 
much discretion and forbearance. Frequent, un- When it is 
necessary, or abrupt dissolutions of parliament objectionable. 

" blunt the edge of a great instrument given to the crown for 
its protection," and whenever they have occurred, have always 
proved injurious to the state.' 

"It is not to be supposed," says Professor Austin, in refer
ence to the control exercised over parliament by Austin on the 
means of the royal prerogative of dissolution, "that kinglyoffice. 

the king is powerless because this power of control is seldom 
exercised. As his power depends, in the long run, on the 
rational attachment of the people to the royal office, the 
permanence of the power would be put in. jeopardy if it were 
indiscreetly exercised. The power of the crown to control the 
. Houses operates silently. It is rarely exercised in fact; but 
it could be exercised in fact if the exercise became necessary, 
and were sanctioned by the approbation. of the country." 8 

No minister of the crown. should advise- a dissolution of 
parliament unless he has a reasonable prospect of securing 
thereby a majority of members in the new House of Commons, 
who. will "honestly and cordially concur with him in great 
political principles;" in other words, unless he entertains" a 
moral convict,ion" that a dissolution will procure him a parlia
ment "with a decided working majprity of supporters." ,. 

There is no. constitutional principle which requires that 
there should be an appeal to the country previous to legislation 
upon great public questions, even though they may involve 
organic changes in the constitution itself; for, by the true 
theory of representation, asserted by the highest authorities 

1 Grey, Pari. GUtI. new ed. p. 79. 
. • Peel, Memoirs, v. 2, pp. 44, 294; Ed. Rev. v. 139, p. 547. 

, • Plea for tlte Constitution, p. 5. 
t. Peel, Mtmoirs, v. 2, ~p. 294, 297. See also Grey, Pari •. Govt. new ed. 

p .. 80; Hearn" Govt. o/lf.ng. p. IS/), 
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and enforced by the uniform practice of parliament, the actual 
House of Commons is competent to decide upon any measure 
that may be necessary for the well-being of the nation.1 

A valuable security against the improper exercise of this 

Duty of the 
sovereign in 
respect to a 
dissolution. 

prerogative is that, before a dissolution can take 
place, it must be clearly approved by the sovereign, 
after all the circumstances shall have been explained 
to him, and he shall have duly considered them.9 

Upon stich an occasion, "the sovereign ought by no means 
to be a passive instrument. in the hands of his ministers; it is 
not merely his right, but his duty, to exercise his judgment in 
the advice they may tender to him. And though by refusing 
to act upon that advice he incurs a serious responsibility, if 
they should in the end prove to 'be supported by public 
opinion, there is perhaps no case in which this responsibility 
may be more safely and more usefully incurred than when the 
ministers ask to be allowed to. appeal :to the people from a. 
decision pronounced against them by the House of Commons ... 
For they might prefer this request when there "was no pro
bability of the vote of the House being reversed by the nation, 
and when the measure would be injurious to the public 
interests. In such cases the sovereign ought clearly to refuse 
to allow a dissolution.8 

It is the undoubted right of either House ef parliament to 

Parliamentary 
interference in 
regard to 
dissolution. 

address the crown, praying that parliament may 
not be dissGlved, or to express an opinion in 
regard to the circumstances in which this preroga
tive has been exercised.' But modern authorities 

are agreed in deprecating any interference by parliament with 

I For example, the Septennial Bill of 1716 (Hallam, Consl. Hisl. v. 3, 
p. 316 ; Mahon, Hisl. of En,l{. v. L, p. 3°1); the Unions between England 
and Scotland, and between Great Britain and Ireland (P4"'. Hisl. v. 35, 
p. 857) ; and the repeal of the corn laws, in 1846, by a parliament elected 
in the interest of their maintenance, were severally enacted without an in
termediate dissolution, and the .arguments of those who, upon these 
occasions, urged the necessity for a <Iissolution. were declared to be "ultra 
democratic, OJ .. dangerous," and .. unprecedented," by Whig and Tory 
statesmen alke (Hans. D. v. 83, p. 33; v.84, p. 464; v. 85, pp. 224-226; 
I6. v. 191, and p. 930). 

• Wellington, in Peefs Memo"rs, v. 2, p. 300. 
I Grey, Pa"'. Govl. newed. p. 80. 
• Pari. Hisl. v. 24, p. 832 ; May, Consl. H.sl: v. I, p. 459; Rnd see 

Mr. Smollett's motion, Hans. D. v. 218, p. IfOI. . 
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the right ofthe crown to appealfrom the House of Commons 
to the country whenever it may be deemed expedient; whether 
the House may think such an appeal to be more or less 
advisable.s By general consent, the alternatives of resignation 
of office, or of dissolution of parliament, are now left to the 
discretion and responsibility of ministers; and though, when. 
they have elected to dissolve, ministers have been met with 
remonstrances, there has been no direct attempt, since the 
memorable year of 1784, to interfere with the prerogative ot 
the crown to dissolve parliament when and Jor what reason 
it thought fit. 2 

A dissolution of parliament having taken place-for the 
purpose of taking the sense of the constituencies The" cry" at 
as to a question upon which the executive govern- the elections. 

ment and the House of Commons are at issue, or for any 
other constitutional reason-. ministers are not limited in their 
appeal to the country to the particular question in dispute, but 
are at liberty to raise any other issue, or rallying cry for the 
hustings, which they may consider to be consistent with their 
policy and principles. 8 .. 

While it is usual for the ministers of the crown to appeal to 
the constituent bodies in regard to any given line of policy, or 
public measure, upon which they are desirous of eliciting the 
opinions of the country-an appeal which is responded to by 
the return of members· more or less pledged as to the course 
they will pursue upon the particular question-the British con
stitution rejects the idea that a member of the House of 
Commons is, in any wise, a delegate.' Once chosen to this 
high trust, he should be at liberty to act upon his own inde
pendent judgment, as belonging to a free deliberative assembly; 
and though he is bound to respect any engagement that he has 
distinctly made, yet, if he be wise, he will be 
exceedingly chary of fettering himself with pledges Pledges. 

and conditions, and will always bear in mind his paramount 
obligations as a member of the great council of the crown 
which is convened to decide upon matters of state as they 
arise, not for local reasons, or in accordance with local or 

VOL n. 

I Vonge, Lift 1.( LtI. livtrpool, v. I, p. 222. 
• May, Consl. Hi.l. \'. I, p. 460 .. 
• Peel's Me",oirs, v. >I, pp. 292-297. 
• See Stubbs's Consl.Hisl. v. J, p. ¥s; .. ', , 
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sectional prejudices, but with a view to promote the highest 
advantage ofthe whole community.l 

The verdict of the country having been pronounced against 
N r ministers at a general election, it is, nevertheless, 
m::; ~~ci~;' competent for them to remain in office until the 
ural! th~ fate new parliament has met, and given a definitive and 
o DlIDlS ers. final decision upon their merits; for the House of 
Commons is the legitimate organ of the people, whose opinions 
cannot be constitutionally ascertained except through their 

- representatives in parliament B It is necessary, however, and 
according to precedent, that in such circumstances the new 
parliament should be called together without delay. 

Upon the meeting of parliament, it is usual to take the 
earliest opportunity to obtain a decisive vote upon the fate of 
a ministry, which has been defeated at the hustings. A suit
able occasion is afforded by the address in answer to the 
speech from the throne, to which an amendment may be 
moved, to declare that the advisers of the crown do not possess 
the confidence of the House. This motion, if agreed to, will 
lead to an immediate resignation of the ministry. 

Whenever the Houses of parliament are notified that the 
P",,,,,,,dings on ministers of the crown have resigned, or have been 
re~i~ation of dismissed from their offices, and that the adminis
mmlSters. tration is dissolved, it is customary for them to 
adjourn over to some future day, until a new ministry is formed. 
The motion to adjourn, upon such an occasion, is usually and 
properly made by one of the ex-ministers, at the request of the 
person who has been entrusted with the formation of a new 
ministry.· Any further adjournments that may be necessary 
before the new arrangements are complete should be proposed 

I Upon this subject, see Lord Brougham's excellent canons of repre
sentative government, in his Political Philosophy, part ·iii. ch. xi. ; Con
,titutional opinion of E. Burke, J. S. Mill and T. B. Macaulay in Amos, 
Fifty Years' Eng. Const. pp. 50-55; Grey, Par/. Govt. newed. p. 77; 
Mill, Refrts. GO'tJ. p. 228; Park's Lectures, pp. 134-138, citing a valuable 
article from the Am. Jurist, No.8; Hearn, GO'tJt. of Eng. p. 475; May, 
Const. Hist. v. I, p. 445; North Am. Rev. v. 118, p. 14; and cr. Hans • .D. 
v. 187, p. 719; v. 235, pp. 575, 1513. -

• Russell, Lift of Fox, v. 2, p. 89; Ni,.. of Pari. 1835, p. 47. But 
,n 1868 and in 1880 Mr. Disraeli (Lord Jleaconsfield), and In 1874 and 
886 Mr. Gladstone, being defeated, rf'~il:ned at once before the meeting 
I parliament. " . 
• Hans • .D./v-. ~lJj W. 1)'-), 1706. 
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in a similar way.1 For, notwithstanding their re.ignation, the 
olltgoing ministers are bound to conduct the ordinary business 
of parliament, and of the country, so long as they retain the 
seals of office. They continue, moreover, in possession of 
their official authority and functions, and must meet and incur 
the full responsibility of all public transactions until their suc
cessors have kissed hands upon their acceptance of office.s 

Upon this point, it has been declared by Sir Robert Peel, 
that, .. though the members of an administration A • 

h d d h · . . h ppomtments may ave ten ere t elr reslgnatlons, t ey were to office by 

still entitled to make any appointments which the o~tllo~ 
exigencies of the public, service might require; mmlS rs. 

and these appointments they were undoubtedly entitled to go 
on making until they were actually superseded by the entrance 
into office of their successors. It was always the practice to 
fill up vacancies. Peerages promised by a minister's pre
decessors in office had been granted, though no instrument 
had been signed or sealed oli the subject The moment it 
was proved that those peerages had really been agreed to by 
the outgoing minister, he having taken the pleasure of the 
crown on the point, that moment thlil ministers in power 
agreed to confirm the grant, and thus respected the engage
ments of their predecessors. Occurren~es of this kind con-
stantly took place." 8 , 

Nevertheless, the political power of flling up vacancies 
should be used with discretion, and has) not been invariably 
exercised by outgoing ministers. In 1182, George III. inter
posed to prevent it;' and, when the Russell ministry resigned 
in 1851, they left several vacancies not filled Up.6 But, in 
1858, Lord Palmerston, after his tende~ of resignation and 
before his successor was appointed, allotted "three of t~e 

1 Hanr. D. p. 1717. .ve \ -' 
I Pari. Deb. v. 16, p. 735; Hans. D. v. ~ to ratlry",_ ~\) reference 

to Mr. !'iU's position in 1801, Stanhope, 4nredecessors in thQ6. See 
also Mr. of Par~ Nov. 16, 1830, pp. 273, 53Tds,8 yet they are tl'~9; 
and see Ca~pbell s C:"anc. v. 6, p. 566; Campb. ,_ 
As to colomal Pl'l1ctlce to the same effect, see "", Const. Hist. v. I" p. 46r 
pp. 53-56. 6; v. 184, pp. 1344, 160b.. 

I Hans. D. v. 74. pp. 68, 82. William IV. crea 
after the Grey ministry had resigned, acting upon thL 
Corrtsp. Will. J V. wit" Lord Grey, v. 2, pp. 397, 40 j 

, Donne, Corrap. Gell. III. v. 2, p. 419. 
• Clltn. Pap. 1852-3, v. 25, pp. 344,345; Hanr.J.e ante, P.131, 
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highest honours of the crown-three garters-which were then 
unappropriated, to three eminent noblemen, his friends and 
supporters.1 And in 1866, upon the dissolution of the second 
Russell ministry, an office was filled up by that government, 
which did not become vacant until two days after their resig
nation had been tendered to her Majesty.' The interference 
of parliament with the exercise of the prerogative in such cir
cumstances has never taken place, and would only be justifiable 
in circumstances of a flagrant character.3 

During the interval between the resignation of a ministry 
. and the appointment of their successors in office-

Proceedings • al h· h h . d· d· . hi when ministers an mterv w lC as vane m uratlon, Wit 11 arert of the past century, from one to thirty-seven days-
par .ament. and likewise during the period which must neces-
sarily elapse from the issue of new writs in the House of Com
mons on behalf of the incoming ministers and their re-election, 
it is not customary, by modern usage, for any important 
political question to be discussed in either House of parlia
ment.' It is usual to adjourn, from time to time, over these 
periods, meeting only in order to dispose of " business which 
is absolutely essential, and beyond dispute." & If the Houses 
continue sitting, as a general rule, "no motion on which a 
difference of opinion would be likely to arise" should be sub
mitted.6 

. But this rule admits of one exception. Although it would 
not be regular to ad<;lress the crown to ask for the production 
of papers whilst the\~overeign was without any responsible 
advisers,' and no answer could be given to any such addrc:ss 
until the sovereign had Ii responsible minister through whom 
to act j 8 yet, if a ministerial interregnum should continue for 
an unreasonable l~rigth of time, it would be proper for the 

.. \,;t, 
1 HailS. D. v. 19!;Dt, in,,,. _ • IIJ. v. 184, p. 751. 
• Ib. v; "vl'lntOn of E. Burl 

I • U',aars' Eng. Const. prpp. 272, 337 ; Hans. D. v. 114, p. 889. 
• of", Repres. Gov. p. 22~; v. 136, p. 1309; Ib. v. 148, pp. 1870-1892; 

:arttcle fro~ the Am. Jun!t2. During a ministerial interregnum in 1866, 
. Const. HlSt. v. I, p. 445'n by commission to several bills (Ib. p. 694). 
v. 187, p. 719; v. 235, ; of select committees at such a time, the practice 

• Russell, I;ift of F,;e ~fir. of Pari. 1835, p. 847 ; Hans. D. v. 184, 
.n 1868 and m 1880 
886 ~r. Gladston~41, sess. 2, p. 250; Hans. D. v. 123, p. 1709. 
I rrltament. . ~~5, p. 819. 

Hans. D.)! .• i."J"Js. D. v. 125, p. 72.j. 
./ 
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House of Commons to interpose, and by an address to the 
crown, endeavour to put an end to so injurious and incon
venient a delay.l Such addresses have been passed, or pro
posed to be passed, upon several occasions, and they have 
usually elicited from the sovereign a response in harmony with 
the constitutional opinions therein expressed.-

Upon the occurrence of a change of ministry, it is customary 
for the outgoing ministers to explain to their suc- I . 

al . . h f h ntervlews cessors, at person intervIews, testate 0 t e between the 
public business in their respective departments. B ol!i ~:':ew 
And it is a familiar practice of outgoing ministers IIlIIllS • 

to leave behind them a memorandum on this subject or on 
that, and stating that,. on account of the position of the 
government, they think it expedient to take no step in the 
matter, but they leave it to be dealt with by their successors.' 
They are also bound in honour to communicate to the proper 
officers any private information upon public affairs that may 
have been forwarded to them upon the presumption that they 
were still in office.' 

All public officers are required to leave behind them, when 
they retire from office, whatever public documents Cu tod r 
may have come into their possession during their offi~ial yo 

term of office, in order that a complete history of documents. 

all public transactions may be preserved in the archives of the 
department. Private letters, however, do not come within this. 
rule, even though they may exclusively relate to affairs o( state. 
But no ex-minister is at liberty to quote in parliament from any 
document which he may have received while in office, unless it 
has first been made public by being laid before parliament. 8 

When an opposition comes into office, it is not expected to 
"abandon its own engagements and adopt those of Th .. 
• • ·"T A d h h h . eoppos.hon Its antagonISts. n t oug , as we ave seen, It when assuming 

is customary for incoming ministers to ratify and office. 

give effect to the intentions of their predecessors in the distri
bution of personal honours and rewards,8 yet they are under 

: Ham. D. v • .136. p. 1300. I May, Consl. Hisl. v. I. p. 462. 
Ham. D. v. 119. p. 245; n. v. 135. p. 1226; v. 1840 pp. 1344, 1606. 

Lewis Administratiotu. p. xviii. 
• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 195, p. 751. 
I IIJ. v. 1 so, pp. 404-409. 526. . 
• n. v. 169. pp. 378, 475. 
1 Sir G. C. Lewis, IIJ. v. 153. p. 142+ . 8 See ante, P.13I. 
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no such obligation in any matter which involves a question of 
public policy. If they disapprove of contemplated arrange: 
ments, agreed upon by their predecessors, but not fully com·" 
pleted when the change of ministry took place, they are justified 
in peremptorily overruling such arrangements j and they may 
properly avail themselves of any technicality to refrain from 
the formal completion of a grant, appointment, or commission; 
issuable by the crown, for which they are not willing to become 
responsible.1 

It is, indeed, most unusual, if not, in modern times, unprece
dented, for a new ministry, in a new parliament, to attempt to 
pass reactionary measures, unless they had the strongest 
evidence that the national policy had undergone an entire 
change.· But, at all events, a new ministry should faithfully 
adhere to whatever policy has been accepted by the crown and 
the country in relation to other countries, notwithstanding that 
they may have individually expressed opinions adverse to 
the same when in opposition. For, on acceding to office, a 
statesman is constitutionally bound to do his utmost to maintain 
that unity of policy which is essential to the conduct of public 
affairs by a great nation.s It is also necessary to maintain the 
principle that-whilst the government is administered by rival 
parties succeeding one another-the government of the queen 
is continuous, and is conducted without being unduly biased 
by political hostility.' 

Since the establishment of parliamentary government, it has 
Complaints never been the use in England for any ministry, 
a~a!nst ex~ upon acceding to office, to make use of its power 
nllDlsters, .or d' fi "1' b . d' . misconduct in an In uence m par lament to rmg un er mvestlga-
office. tion the acts of its predecessors. Those acts were 
open to parliamentary criticism when they were performed, 
and, being uncondemned at the time, must be presumed to have 
been sanctioned. It is, of course, competent to parliament to 
investigate particular matters of complaint against individual 

1 See cases in Hans. D. v. 9, p. 426; v. 169. p. 777; v. 18S, p. 1321 ; 
v. 198, p. 1372; v. 201, p. 574. 

• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 220, p. 1707. See debates in House of 
Commons on Endowed Schools Act Amendment Bill. July, 1874; and 
Hans. D. v. 229, p. 931. 

• Ld. J. Russell. IIJ. v. 150, p. 759; Lord Salisbury, citing cases; IIJ. v. 
204. p. 250; and see Ib. v. 219. pp. 717.724; Quar. Re'lJ. v. 146• p. 93. 

, Hans. D. v. 212. p. 799; Ib. v. 221, p. 373. . 
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ex-ministers, whenever facts are brought to light which call for 
inquiry.l But the power of a government should never' be 
employed against their predecessors in office to obtain a 
censure upon their past policy for mere party considerations, 
or to promote an inquiry into the policy and justice of public 
measures which were undertaken by them whilst they held the 
reins of government,· except with a view to the reform of 
administrative defects or the correction of abuses. 

Our sketch of the origin, development, and present state of 
the governmental system of England, and of its relation to the 
crown on the one side, and to parliament on the other, is now 
complete. 

In reviewing the successive stages through which the con
stitution has passed, from the Norman conquest Review of the 

to our own day, we observe that they exhibit, in past. 

turn, the supremacy of political power in the crown, under 
prerogative government; in the higher classes, from the period 
of the Revolution to the Reform Bill of 1832 j and in the 
aristocratical and middle classes combined, from that epoch until 
~867. By the enlargement of the representation Beginningofa 
In 1867 and 1884, we have entered upon a new era, Dew political 

wherein the democratic element is undoubtedly in era., 

the ascendant. 
It seems fitting, at such a time, to point out, to those who 

are now entrusted with political power, the practical operatiol\ 
of that system, wherein the various excellences of the mon
archical and aristocratica1 elements have hitherto harmoniously 
combined, with those of popular representation, to ensure a 
vigorous and stable government, to promote the national 
welfare, and to maintain the liberty of the subject unimpaired. 

The continuance of these blessings to the British nation, 
under their extended franchises, must depend upon their hold
ing fast their allegiance to those fundamental principles of 
government which form th,e unwritten law of the constitution, 
and embody the wisdom and experience of many generations. 

I See e.g. the proceedings against Lord St. Vincent, ex-first lord of the 
admiralty, the complaints against Lord Palmerston in 1861, for alleged 
falsification of despatches, under a former administration, Hans . .D. v. 162, 
P·37· 
. • Ld. J. Russell and Sir Robert Peel, Hans • .D. v. 67, pp. 147, 184; lb. 
v. 219, p. 747. 
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By a recognition of these principles, the authority of the crown, 
and the influence of property, have each been permitted a 
legitimate share in controlling the deliberations of the House 
of Commons, which has now become the centre of supreme 
political power in the state. A House of Commons wherein 
the executive is strong-and wherein the advisers of the crown 
can administer the government, and guide the course of legis
lation, upon a definite policy, known and approved by an 
adequate majority of that chamber-is the last chamber of 
the ancient monarchy of England. But, in order to secure 
this result, the House of Commons itself must be free; not 
subservient to the fluctuating will of the people, or hampered 
by pledges in respect to its future actions. Otherwise, it 
cannot give an intelligent support to the queen's government, 
by whomsoever it is administered, or rightly fulfil its appointed 
functions. A House of Commons dependent upon popular 
caprice, and swayed to and fro. by demagogues out of doors, 
will inevitably produce a ministry which will be a reflex of its 
own instability, and which will attempt to govern without 
having a fixed policy, and as the mere exponent of the will of 
an unenlightened and tyrannical democracy.l 

I cannot more appropriately conclude this chapter than by 

:Mr. Mill's 
timely advice 
to the House 
.rCommo .... 

quoting the words of one of the most eminent 
expounders of representative government, whose 
ideas, though elaborated in the closet, have been 
tested and confirmed by practical experience in 

parliament. In one of his latest speeches in the House of 
Commons Mr. Mill said-

II When a public body knows what it is fit for, and what it 
is unfit for, it will more and more understand that it is not its 
business to administer, but that it is its business to see that 
the administration is done. by proper persons, and to keep 
them to their duties. I hope it will be more and more felt 
that the duty of this House is to put the right persons on the 
treasury bench, and when there to ·keep them to their work. 
Even in legislative business it is the chief duty-it is more 
consistent with the capacity-of a popular assembly, to see 
that the business is transacted by the most competent persons: 
confining its own direct intervention to the enforcement of 

I See an able and instructive article on .. Democratic Government in 
Victoria," in the West • .Rev. v. 33, p. 481. 



PAR.LlAMENTARY DUTIES OF MINISTERS. 137 

real discussion and publicity of the "reasons offered pro and 
eon; the offering of suggestions to those who do the work, and 
the imposition of a check upon them if they are disposed to 
do anything wrong. People will more value the importance 
of this principle the longer they have experience of it." 1 

I Mr. 1. S. Mill, 111ne 17, 1868; Hans. D. v. 192, p. 1731. 



PART V. 

PARLIAMENT. 

CHAPTER I. 

PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE. 

I. The Condud of Business. 

THE parliament of Great Britain is composed of the king (or 
queen) and the three estates of the realm-the 

Parliament. Lords spiritual, the Lords temporal, and the, 
Commons. But it is in the crown, and not in the body which 
the law assigns to advise and assist the crown, that the legisc 
lative authority is vested by the constitution. In the words of 
the old Year Book (of 23 Edward III.) it may still be said, 
that" the king makes the laws, by the assent of the peers, etc.; 
and not the peers and the commune." 1 In its collective 
capacity, parliament exercises supreme authority in and over, 
the empire, to which the constitution has assigned no limit. 
In the words of Sir Edward Coke, the power of parliament 
"is so transcendent and absolute that it cannot be confined, 
either for causes and persons, within any bounds." 

From the supremacy of the sovereign in a constitutional 
Its dependence mon~chy, it ne~essarily fol~owd~ that, wblhilehregular

l upon the meetmgs of parlIament are 10 Ispensa e, t e lega 
crown. existence of this high court results altogether from 
the exercise of the royal prerogative. It is summoned, by 
virtue of the king's writ, to meet for despatch of business, at 
whatsoever time or place he may please to direct. The 
necessary interval between the date of summons by royal 

I Stubbs, v. 2, p. 572; Hearn, Govt. of Eng. p. 51; Ld. Redesdale in 
Colchester's Diar)', v. 3, p. 47. 
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proclamation and the meeting of parliament was formerly 
fourteen days, but by a recent statute, it has been reduced to 
six days.' 

The statutable provision in regard to the meeting of parlia
ment now in force merely requires that no longer Assembling of 
a period than three years shall elapse between the parliament. 

determination of one parliament and the issue of writs for 
another.· Nevertheless, by constitutional practice, the annual 
assembly of parliament has become necessary. Supplies for 
the public service are voted annually, and the acts for the 
control of the army and navy are limited in their duration to 
one year, and must be renewed before the expiration of that 
time.' 

In order to give life and existence to a parliament, and to 
enable it to proceed to the execution of its func- Opening of 
tions, the personal presence or delegated authority parliament. 

of the crown is required for the formal opening of the session. 
At the beginning of every new parliament, and of every 
session after a prorogation, the cause of summons must be 
declared to both Houses, either by the sovereign in person, or 
by commissioners appointed to represent him, in a speech 
from the throne; until this has been done neither House can 
enter upon any business.' The act of the Commons in 
choosing a speaker is no exception to this rule, for they are 
specially empowered to make choice of a presiding officer by 
command of the sovereign, who refrains from making known 
the purpose for which parliament has been convened until the 
Commons are completely organized, by the election of their 
speaker.s 

Parliament can only commence its deliberations at the time 
appointed by the king, and cannot continue them any longer 
than he may allow. Formerly, upon the death of the reigning 
monarch a dissolution immediately ensued. But after the 
revolution an existing parliament was empowered to continue 
in existence, for a period of six months and no longer from . 
the death of the sovereign. And by a clause in the Reform 

I Hans. D. v. 20J. p. 1146; J3 & 34 Viet. c. 81. 
I 16 Chas. 11. c. I; 6 and 7 W. and M. c. 2, Hats. Pr~&. V. 2, p. 292 • 
• May. Pari. Prae. ed. 1883. p. 659 • 

. • For the history of the speech from the throne, see a"t~, p. 52. 
I 2 Hatl. Pree. pp. J08, 327; and see Mir. q Pari. 1833, p. I. 
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Act of 1867, it is provided that it shall be no longer com~ 
pulsory for a dissolution of parliament to take place at any 
future demise of the crown.1 The power of adjournment is 
discretionary with each Ifouse; but the crown is empowered 
by law to put an end to an adjournment extending beyond 
fourteen days.- The deliberations of parliament may be' cut 
short at any moment by the exercise of the royal power of pr~ 
rogation,S which quashes all proceedings pending at the time, 
except impeachments by the Commons, and writs of error and 
appeals before the House of Lords-which, being judicial pro~ 
ceedings, continue in statu quo from parliament to parliament.' 

All trials in progress before election committees are sus~ 
pended by a prorogation of parliament, but are resumed, by 
statutable authority, in the ensuing session.6 By a proroga~ 
tion, all resolutions,' bills, and other proceedings, pending in 
either House, are naturally terminated, and cease to have any 
further effect, except in so far as they may be continued in 
operation by the express authority of parliament.7 . 

When once parliament has been formally opened, by the 
Independence declaration of the causes of summons, each branch 
of parliament. of the legislature has a separate and distinct juri~ 

1 Hans. D. v. 189, p. 738; Act 30 & 31 Vict. C. 102, s. 51. See 
Anstey's Notes on the Represmtation olille People's Act, 1867, p. 22. 

I May, Pari. Prac. 1883, p. 52; and see Colchester's Diary, v. 2, 
p. 463. • IIJ. v. 2, p. 374. 

• Hats. Free. v. 4. p. 273 ft. • Act I I & 12 Vict. c. 98. 
a Com. Pap. 1861, v. II, p. 439. 
, The only apparent exception to the rule concerning resolutions is in 

the case of standing orders. By the custom of parliament these are ac~ 
counted to be inJlorce, in succeeding sessions, until rescinded. And in 
the case of private bills, relief has been repeatedly granted to the parties 
concerned in promoting or opposing such measures, when a session of 
parliament has been brought to a sudden and premature close, on account 
of the exigencies of political warfare. This was done in. regard to all 
private bills,-in 1820, 1831, 1841, 1857, and in 1859-and as respects 
railway bills only, in 1845 and 1847, by the adoption, in both Houses, of 
resolutions permitting such bills to be reintroduced iu the following session, 
and by means of pro forma and unopposed motions advanced to the stages 
at which they severally stood when the prorogation took place. So in 1871, 
the Tramways (Metropolis) Bills were suspended in a si~ilar manner (see 
Com. Journals, v. 75, p. 119; v. 86, pt. 3, p. 525; N.r. of Pari. 1841, 
pp. 2303, 2346; Ham. D. v. ,144. p. 2209; I6. v. 153, pp. 1528, 1607 ; 
May, I'arl. Frac. ed. 1883, pp. 194. 779 i Co",. Pal. 1859, S. I, v. 3, 
p. 37 i ComO. on the Jews' Act, Hans. D. v. 152, p. 462; and see HailS. D. 
v. 192, p. 1078). 
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" diction; and business may be entered upon by either House, 
in conformity with its recognized rules, usages, and customs, 
irrespective of the royal will and pleasure." It is an ancient 
and undoubted privilege of the two Houses of parliament, 
after the speech from the throne has been delivered, to pro
ceed upon any matter, at their discretion or convenience, 
without giving priority to the discussion of the topics included 
in the royal speech. As a deliberate assertion of this right, 
both Houses invariably read a Bill a first time, pro forma, 
before they enter upon a consideration of the speech; and 
there are many instances of their postponing the consideration 
of the same in favour of other business for one or more days.l 

Formal communications between the sovereign and parlia-
ment, in the shape of royal speeches or messages, Co • 

and the interposition of the authority of the crown tio:'be":.."!-.. 
to effect the adjournment, prorogation, or dissolu- theJ;;:wn and 
. f)" h" f d par ent. t10n 0 paraament-w lcn hereto ore emanate 

from the mere personal will of the reigning monarch-are, 
under our present constitutional system, considered as the 
acts of the sovereign's responsible advisers. Ever since the 
introduction of ministers into parliament, they have been held 
directly responsible for every exercise of the royal authority. 
The recognition of this principle has produced important 
changes in the relations between crown and parliament. If 
bills are introduced into either House that are disapproved, 
the royal veto need not be invoked for their rejection. If it 
be necessary, on the other hand, to propose for the acceptance 
of parliament the adoption of unpopular measures, ministers 
are at hand to explain and defend them, upon their personal 
responsibility. And, if it be impossible to continue to carry 
on the government successfully without appealing from the 
House of Commons to the constituent body, ministers of the 
crown are themselves responsible (or the act of dissolution. 

The opinions o( either House of parliament are constitu
tionally expressed either by means of an address ResolutioDS of 
of advice or remonstrance to the crown, or by their parliament. 

agreement to a 11il1 to add to, alter, or repeal an existing law. 
But no mere resolution of either House has any legal validity, 
except in so far as it records the opinion of the House upon 
some matter which comes within the sphere of its acknow-

I 2 Hals. Pre(. p. 309; May, Pari. Prac. ed. 1883, P.48. 
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ledged authority, as a component branch of the legislature, to 
determine. 

Either House may declare the expediency of an alteration 
of the law in a given direction, but it can only give effect to 
its opinions by the regular method of parliamentary procedure 
-that is to say, by the introduction and passing of a bill, which 
is assented to by the other branches of the legislature. No 
Cannot dis. mere resolution of either House, or joint resolution 
pe!,s~ with an of the two Houses, can override an act of parlia
eXlstIDg law. ment,l or dispense with its requirements, even 
although it may relate to something which directly concerns 
but one chamber of the legislature. But provision is some
times made by statute to declare a "resolution of the House of 
Commons," 9 or, a resolution of " both Houses of parliament," S 

to be valid and effectual for confirming or allowing some act of 
government, which would not otherwise be legal. 

In the ordinary course of procedure, resolutions of either 
Abstract House of parliament should be the embodiment 
re~olu~ions of well-ascertained opinions, or facts, as a basis or 
obJecllonable. preliminary step towards some proximate parlia
mentary action. Mere abstract resolutions upon any question, 
while they are too commonly regarded as allowable weapons 
in the exigencies of party warfare, are open to grave objection. 
They are generally made use of to assert a principle, perhaps 
undeniable in itself, but which it would be impossible or in
expedient to carry out at the time. They have, accordingly, 
a tendency to fetter the present action of government, to pre
cipitate the solution of great public questions, before they are 
ripe for settlement, and to impede the current of useful legis
lation. Upon these grounds the most eminent statesmen have 
concurred in condemning them.' 

1 Hans. D. v. 203. p. I u5; and see debates upon a proposed new 
standing order, which was erroneously assumed to be in contravention of 
the provisions of an Act of Parliament, Ib. v. 233. pp. 693. 1527; and see 
objection taken to a proposed resolution of the House of Lords. in a Scotch 
peerage case, that it was an infringement of the provisions of an act of 
parliament. Hans. D. v. 235. p. 957. And so the Board of Trade will 
not sanction a provisional order in which it is proposed to repeal any part 
of a general statute (see Com. Pap. 1877. v. 16. p. 605). 

• As by Act 2S & 26 Vict. c. 78. sec. regarding contracts. 
• As by Act 21 & 22 Vict. c. 106. sec. 55. concerning the employment 

of Indian troops out of India. 
• Ld. Althorp and Ld. Stanley (Earl of Derby). Mir. 0/ Pari. 1835. 
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2. Pariiammtary Pro(eetiincs Oe/wfm the Two Houses. 

For nearly seventy years, it has been a frequent and in
cre~sing cause of ~omplaint. tha~, ,?wing to the l~te Le • lative 
penod of the session at which It IS usual for bills me~ures . 

to be sent up from the Commons to the Lords for ;tween both 
their concurrence, sufficient time is not afforded ouses. 

to that House for the adequate consideration of legislative 
measures. 1 In 1848, Lord Stanley (afterwards Lord Derby) 
submitted to the House of Lords a bill enabling the Lords, 
when they saw fit, upon the receipt of a bill passed by the 
other House of parliament, to adjourn the consideration 
thereof from the period of the session at which they could not 
deliberately enter upon its consideration t6 an early day to be 
named at the commencement of the next session, to be then 
proceeded upon at the stage at which it had been postponed.1 

The bill, which passed the Lords, was referred in the Commons " 
to the select committee on public business. 8 It was carefully 
considered by this committee, but they simply reported that 
they did not think it advisable to recommend it for adoption 
by the House;' a conclusion which is said to have been· 
arrived at "in order to avoid any points of controversy between 
the two Houses." 6 .' 

In 1852, a Parliamentary Proceedings Facilitation Bill, 
similar to that brought in by Lord Derby in 1848, was laid 
upon the table of the House of Lords, by Lord Lyndhurst. 
It was read a first time, but was afterwards dropped.B 

In 1854, the project was revived by another committee of 
the House of Commons on the business of the House. In a 
draft report, which appears upon their minutes, the committee 
state that" they have considered a resolution in favour of a 

p. 682: Sir R. Peel, 1lJ. 1840, p. 3524: Lord Lansdowne, Hans. D. v. 94, 
p. 177: Mr. Cardwell, lb. v. 125, p. 615; Mr. Disraeli, 1lJ. v. lSI, p. 125; 
lb. v. 214, p. 1931; Mr. Gladstone, lb. v. 161, p. 1448. Any attempt to 
obtain from ~inis~ers a pre";lature admissi?n of the principles to be after. 
wards embodied m legIslahve measures IS equally objectionable; see lb. 
v. 200, pp. J13Q-J.l46. . . 

I lb. v. 159, p. 2145; and v. 194, p. 593. t lb. v. 98, p. 329. 
I lb. v. 100, pp •. 131-137.' • Co"," Pap. 1847-8, v. 16, p. 146• 
• Ham. D. v. 1940 p. 619. May (Pari. Prat:o ed. 1883, p. 338) gives a 

summary of the attempts, from 1848 to 1869, to pass such permissive .bills 
and of the objections thereto. • lb. V. 119, p. 317. 
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plan brought into the Upper House by the Earl of Derby in 
1848, for facilitating public business by • enabling either House 
of parliament to adjourn proceedings during the prorogation 
of parliament, upon certain bills passed by the other House, 
and to resume proceedings thereupon aftet such prorogation;" 
and they have considered a proposal which will shortly be' 
submitted to the House of Lords to ensure an earlier termina
tion of the session by making a rule that no bill shall be read 
a second time after a certain day, except under special and 
urgent circumstances." .. Upon these suggestions," it is added, 
"your committee is unprepared to offer any decided opinion." 
But this paragraph was omitted in the report which was finally 
adopted by the committee.1 

The other proposal referred to in the draft report above 
cited, was designed' to apply to public bills a restrictive prin
ciple of a similar nature to that already enforced, with the best 
ettect, in reference to private business. In 1854, the House 
of Lords, upon the motion of Lord Redesdale, agreed to a 
sessional order, declaring "that this House will not read any 
bill a second time after July 25, except bills of aid or supply, 
or any bill in relation to which the House shall have resolved, . 
before the second reading is moved, that the circumstances 
which render legislation on the subject-matter of the same 
expedient are either of such recent occurrence or urgency as 
to render the immediate consideration of the said bill neces
sary." I But in the same session, after a long debate, the Lords 
resolved to allow a bill concerning bribery to proceed notwith
standing this order, upon the ground of urgency.3 In the 
session of 1855, the order was renewed, with the consent of 
the ministry.' Certain bills were nevertheless allowed to 
proceed, on the ground of urgency.6 The order was again 
renewed in 1856.6 in 1857,' in 1858,' and for the last time in 
1860.g During this session the rule was pronounced-by Mr. 
E. P. Bouverie, who had filled the office of chairman of com-

I CDm. Pap. 1854, v. 7. pp. 31-32. 
• Hans. D. V. 132. p. 1188. See observations in the House of Commons 

concerning this order. DJ. v. 135, p. 417. 
I 16. V. 135. pp. 943. U82. • DJ. V. 138. p. 94. 
• 110. V. 139. pp. 1850, 1895. 1923, 2023. 
• llJ. V. 142. p. 245 ; V. 143. p. u80. 
, 16. v. 147, pp. 419, 557. 714. 717. sDJ. v. 149. p. 1353. 
• lb. v. 159. p. 550. 
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mittees in the House of Commons-to be "a great infringe
ment of the privileges of the Commons;" but it was vindicated 
by Mr. Disrael~ who considered that" the effect of the rule,' 
has, on the whole, been salutary." 1 Several debates took 
place, in the Lords, during this session, upon "motions to 
exempt particular bills from the operation of the rule.2 

On August 13, 1860, the resolution of urgency was pro
posed on behalf of the Savings Bank, etc., Investments Bill, 
a government measure affecting the financial arrangements of 
the country, though not strictly a bill of supply, but on division, 
the numbers being equal, the motion was negatived.8 On 
account of the importance of the bill, and an apprehension 
that its being laid aside would occasion a misunderstanding 
between the two Houses, ministers resolved upon again taking 
the sense of the House upon this motion. Admitting ths: 
advantages which had resulted from the use of this ordet, 
Lord Granville (the president of the council) declared that he 
had often thought" that strictly and in principle that resolu
tion could not be defended, and that, if it were thoroughly 
examined, it would be found not to be in accordance with our 
relations either with the other House or with the crown." 4 

Accordingly, on August 20, the resolution of urgency was 
again proposed on behalf of this Bill and agreed to.6 

In 1861 Lord Redesdale defended the principle of his 
annual resolution, but declared that he should refrain from 
moving it while the matter was under consideration by com
mittees of both Houses, now sitting on public business.6 Sub
sequently (in 1869) Lord Redesdale stated that, "in deference 
to a feeling of jealousy on the part of the Commons, he gave 
up pressing for a renewal of the order; but he did so on the 
understanding that the principle of it would be adhered to by 
the governments of the day.' "" 

The select committees, appointed by both Houses in 1861 
to consider alterations for the promotion of the despatch of 
public business, having been empowered to communicate with 

• Hatu. D. v. 159 ,pp. 1958, 1961. 
I ID. v. 160, pp. 346, 417,627, 1031. 
a lb. v. 160, p. 1180. • lb. pp. 1347, 1445, 2145. 
• lb. v. 160, pp. 1551-1554- " 
• lb. V. 162, p. 414; but see ID. v. 164, p. 1358 ; v. 199, p. 424; Smith, 

ParL Rnnemb. 1861, p. 9. 
, HailS. D. v. 198, p. 1474." 
VOL. II. L 
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each other, certain conclusions arrived at therein were trans
mitted by letter from the chairman of one committee to.the 
chairman of the other. The initiative was taken by Sir James 
Graham, the chairman of the Commons committee, who wrote 
to Lord Eversley, the chairman of the Lords committee, to the 
effect that the Commons committee were" disposed to adhere 
to the report of the committee in 1848," which declared 
"that, having considered the provisions of the Parliamentary 
Proceedings Adjournment Bill, they do not think it advisable 
to recommend it for adoption by the House." 

Whereupon, the Lords committee, on the motion of Lord 
Grey, agreed to the three following resolutions, to be adopted 
by both Houses· of parliament :- . 

1st. That it is expedient, in certain cases, to adopt an 
abridged form of proceeding with reference to bills which shall 
be again brought before this House after having been passed 
by it in the immediately preceding session of the same par
liament. . 

2nd. That the bills in respect to which such abridged form 
of proceeding may be adopted shall be, mutatis mutandis, the 
same bills which the H.ouse may have passed and sent to the 
other House, and as to which that House may have resolved 
that there did not remain time for their due consideration in 
the session in which they were received. 

grd. That on a resolution being moved, that it is expedient 
again to pass, and to send to the other House for its con
currence, any such bill, the question shall be put whether the 
House will agree to the same; and, on such resolution being 
agreed to, the bill to which it relates shall be forthwith sent to 
the other House for its concurrence, without any further ques
tion being put, or any debate allowed. 

The foregoing resolutions were transmitted to the Commons 
committee, with an intimation that, if they met with the con
currence of that committee, the Lords committee were pre
pared to agree to them; and to give due consideration to any 
amendment that might be suggested therein. It was added • 

. that the resolutions" would not, in any degree. fetter the dis
cretion of the House. or interfere with the passing of .& bill in 
the ordinary manner, nor would they apply to any case where 
it was introduced in an amended form." In reply, the Lords 
committee were informed that the Commons committee would 
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not agree to the proposed resolutions, being of opinion that 
instead of furthering the prompt transactions of public busi
ness, they would have an opposite tendency; "and that, if 
common to both Houses, they would afford new facilities for 
retarding and postponing legislation." 

The Lords committee, on May 7, reported these proceedings 
to their own House. They referred to the regret, which had 
been so frequently expressed, "that bills have been sent up by 
the other House of parliament. at so late a period of the 
session as to render it impossible to give them that full con
sideration which the public interests require;" a complaint of 
long standing, as is "proved by the standing order of May S, 
1668, and the subsequent proceedings of this House." But as 
the Commons committee had declined to agree to the plan 
devised by their lordships' committee, "for the reasons set 
forth in their report," the committee deemed it useless to 
prolong its sittings. 1 

Meanwhile, the Commons committee made their report. 
After recapitulating various improvements in the method of 
transacting public business, which they recommended for 
adoption by the House, they referred to the three resolutions 
above mentioned, which had been communicated to them by 
the Lords committee, and explained the reasons for which 
they had been unable to agree to them. They also noticed 
the "proposal made in the other House that a power should 
be given by statute to either House of parliament of suspend
ing (at any stage of proceeding) bills which shall have been 
passed by the other House, and of resuming such bills in the 
succeeding session at the precise stage where they had been 
dropped." They observed that "the objections to .this pro
posal are grave and numerous;" for that by it efficient legisla
tion would be retarded, and" the opportunities for re·consider
ing, improving, and amply discussing, important measures 
would be inconveniently abridged." 

"Moreover, this suspending power in either House of 
parliament, if exercised at its own discretion, would be at 
variance with' the prerogative of the crown." 3 In the bill 
introduced in the House of Lords in 1848, there was a pro-

. vision that the consent of the crown should be first duly 

I Com. Pap. 1861, v. II, pp. 422-429. 
I Ld. Colchester's Diary, v. I, p. 432• 
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signified to such suspension. This consent of the crown to 
the mode of dealing with the bills not perfected by the con
currence of the" other branches of the legislature, would be a 
novelty at variance- with constitutional practice, not to be 
defended by any necessity. The prerogative of the crown, 
in all cases where the rights, interests, and property of the 
crown are not specially affected, is limited to assenting to or 
rejecting bills which have passed both Houses. It is barred 
from all interference during the discilssion of them in either 
House of parliament." For these reasons, the committee 
agreed with the committee of 1848, in thinking it unadvisable 
to. sanction any such enactment.1 

In 1869, Lord Salisbury revived the consideration of this 
question in the House' of Lords, by the introduction of a Bill 
to enable either House of parliament to suspend proceedings 
on a Bill in one session and to resume the same in the next. 
The Bill was read a second time; 9 but, a few days afterwards, 
a joint committee of both Houses was appointed" to consider 
whether any facilities can be given for the despatch of business 
in parliament, especially in regard to the relations of the two 
Houses." 8 . 

This committee considered "that considerable expedition 
might be made in the progress of legislation, if more bills, 
especially those of a legal or ecclesiastical character, were to 
originate in the House of Lords:" but that "the arrange
ment of public business between the two Houses can only 
be left to the discretion of her Majesty's ministers." The 
committee, however, submitted copies of new standing orders, 
framed by Lords Eversley and Redesdale, and substantially 
approved by Sir E. May, to provide for the postponement of bills 
-sent up to the Lords too late for their due consideration
until the next session j and for the re-introduction and summary 
passing of bills which had passed one House in the preceding 
session and had been dropped in the other (without having 
been actually rejected).' 

In 1871, in view of the continued delays in sending up 

J Ld. Colchester's Diary. v. I. PP.439. 440. 
• Hans. D. v. 194. pp. 588-620. 
• lb. pp. 1309. 1560. 

·Co",. Pap. 1868-9, v. 7. p. 173; Rep. Como. on Despatch of business. 
pp. iii. iv. 21, 23.· 
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important bills for the consideration of the Lords, Lord Grey 
again urged the adoption of some plan of the sort, 1 and in 
187 S a Commons committee on acts of parlia- Acts of 
ment recommended that, where aU the clauses of parliament. 

a consolidation bill cannot be got through before the proroga
tion, the bill should be suspended till the ensuing session, 
and resumed where it had been left off. But, beyond the case 
of such bills, parliament still regards this project unfavourably, 
so far as public bills are concerned.' 

The same committee recommended the adoption of a series 
of resolutions reported by them, for referring Opposed. 

opposed private bills to a joint committee of both private bills. 

Houses, a method which they considered would introduce 
greater simplicity, and rapidity of proceeding, and a corre
sponding economy. This plan was considered in 1854, but 
was then deemed to be impracticable, because "it was sup
posed to be one of the privileges of the House of Commons 
that on joint committees the members of that House must 
be double the number of the Lords." "It is now well under
stood that the numbers from each House serving on joint 
committees should be equal" 8 . 

Sir Erskine May, in his evidence before this. committee, 
warmly advocated this novel procedure of a joint committee 
on opposed private bills. He said it was considered by a 
committee of the Commons in 1854, and had it been then 
introduced, .. would have saved the promoters and opponents 
of private bills many millions in costs." If this plan should 
be approved, it would be necessary, at the outset, to relal( 
the privileges of the Commons, .. so that all private bills could 
be introduced indifferently into either House, according to the 
desire of the parties who petition." He then proceeded to 
show, with great minuteness of detail, the probable advantages 
of this new machinery, and the mode of giving effect thereto, 
in both Houses.' 

In 1872, Mr. Gladstone expressed a strong opinion in favoul' 

I Hatu. D. V: 207. p. 1079. 
• Rep. Com. on Acts of ParI. 1875. v. 8. p. 213; Evid. pp. II. 112. 

1140 For papers and a discussion on this subject see Social Scimce:. Trans. 
1875. p. 185. 

t Com. PafJ. 1868-9. v. 7, p. 174. 
• lb. pp. 189. 199. . 



150 PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

of joint committees of both· Houses on private bills,! and in 
1873, when bills for railway amalgamations of great magnitude 
were to come before parliament, it was agreed, between both 
Houses, that such bills should be referred to a joint committee. 
In 1876 a joint committee of both Houses was appointed to' 
report on the expediency of making further regulations con-

. cerning the admission and practice of parliamentary agents." 

3. The Relations between Crown and Parliament in 
Matters of Administration. 

Freedom of speech in parli,ament is an essential part of 

Parliament 
may advise 
the crown in 
any matter. 

the liberties of Englishmen. This privilege was. 
guaranteed by the Bill of Rights, and it includes 
a licence to discuss all matters affecting the public· 
welfare, whether the same have been formally com. 

mended by the crown to the consideration of parliament or no~ 
From the time of Edward III. to our own day, parliament has 
freely exercised the right of tendering advice to the sovereign, 
unasked, upon matters the final determination of which apper
tained to the sovereign alone. The House of Lords, as repre
senting the ancient Great Council of the realm, always possessed 
this right; and, after the House of Commons arose, its position. 
as the Grand Inquest of the kingdom, justified it in claiming 
similar privileges. The two Houses of parliament collectively 
represent the whole community, and are the Great Council of 
the nation, while "ministers are merely the council of the 
prince." 3 They are. therefore, entitled to approach the 
sovereign with advice or remonstrance upon all affairs of state, 
and in regard to every grievance under which any subjects of 
the realm may be suffering. But it is equally necessary to 
remember that parliament is designed for counsel and not 
for rule-for advice, and not for administration. ,There are 
some prerogatives with the exercise of which the Houses of 
parliament must ordinarily refrain from intermeddling, lest 

I Hans. D. v. 209, pp. 155, 156. 
I I6. v. 230, pp. 316, 1767. Certain rules, the most recent of which 

were sanctioned by the speaker in March, 1873, were in force in the House 
of Commons. though the House of Lords had no such rules (Com. Pap. 
1876, v. 12, p. 541) until 1876 (Hans. D. v. 231. pp. 3. 319. 1061). For 
an able criticism of these rules, see L. T. v. 62, p. 295. 

• Rt. Hon. C. W. Wynn, Mir. (If Pari. 1835. p. IS83' 
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their intrusion should be equivalent to an unwarrantable inter
ference with executive functions. 

The true responsibility of ministers depends upon their 
freedom in exercising the lawful authority of the Free exercise 
crown. Without freedom of action there can be of executive 
no genuine responsibility. It is this which renders functions. 

it so essential to the successful working of parliamentary 
government that ministers should be sustained by a pre
dominant party in the legislature, who are prepared, on general 
grounds of public policy, to approve their acts, and to assume 
a measure of responsibility for their conduct in office. 1 De 
Lolme, in anticipating the events that would be likely to 

- destroy the fair fabric of the English constitution, strikingly 
remarks that, .. when the representatives of the people shall 
begin to share in the executive authority," the government will 
be overthrown.· 

. Great weight must necessarily be attributed to the opinions 
of either House of parliament on public affairs; If 
but, in ordinary circumstances, these opinions are tr:'k3b~ 
constitutionally expressed by .the degree of support parliament. 

they consent to afford to the ministers of the crown in the 
conduct of the government. If the queen's ministers possess 
the confidence of parliament, it is inexpedient and unwise, as 
a general rule, to interfere with their decisions in regard to 
the details of administration, -except in cases wherein it may 
appear that the public interests have been injuriously affected 
by the action of ministers. 

The abstract right of parliament, in this matter, has been 
asserted by the best constitutional authorities. Thus Lord 
Russell says: "The two Houses of parliament constitute the 
Great Council of the king, and upon whatever subject it is his 
prerogative to act it is their privilege and even their duty to 
advise. Acts of executive government, however, belong to 
the king."· And of the House of Commons Burke says: .. It 
is their privilege to interfere, by authoritative advice and 
admonition, upon every act of executive government, without 
exception.'" 1n 1784 the House of Commons resolved-in 

I Ed. Ref}. v. loS, p. 285. . 
• De Lolme, Const. pp. 439-450 j and see Cox, Inst. p. 3. 
I Russell, Eng. Const. p. I51. . 
• Rowlands, Eng. Const. p. 498; see also Wynn,in Pari. Dell. N.S., 

V.2, p. 369. 
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conformity with the report of a select committee to search for 
precedents on the subject :-" That it is constitutional and 
agreeable to usage for the House of Commons to declare their 
sense and opinions respecting the exercise of every dis
cretionary power which, whether by act of parliament or 
otherwise, is vested in any body of men whatsoever for the 
public service." 1 . 

In 1788, on a motion for inquiring into the conduct of the 
Right of admiralty in a certain matter, Mr. Pitt (the prime 
inquiry. minister), said: "That the House had a constitu-
tional power of inquiring into the conduct of any department 
of the government, with a view either to censure or punish
ment, was unquestionable; and, whenever a case was made out 
strong enough to warrant a suspicion of abuse that deserved 
either censure or punishment, he should ever hold it to be 
the indispensable duty of the House to proceed to inquire." 
Mr. Fox, on the same occasion, remarked, that "it was the 
constitutional province and the undoubted duty of the House 
to watch over the executive departments, al\d where they had 
cause to suspect abuse, to institute an inquiry, with a view 
either to censure or punishment." 9 In 18°9, the irregular 
promotion of Lord Burghersh to higher military rank, contrary 
to the prescribed regulations, was complained of in the House 
of Commons, and notwithstanding the claim of the secretary 
for war (Lord Castlereagh) that "it was part of her Majesty's 
prerogative, as the undoubted head of the army, to dispense 
with his own regulations when he thought proper;" it was 
insisted, on the part of Lord Temple, that "the House of 
Commons had over that, as well as over every other branch 
of the royal power, a privilege to inquire and control." 
Whereupon, on a division, ministerS were defeated, and com
pelled to cancel the objectionable promotion.· 

It is now an acknowledged principle that" every act done 
by the responsible ministers of the crown having any political 
significance is a fit subject for comment and, if necessary, for 

censure in either House of parliament." , The 
~~!:!sth~ House of Commons, says May, "has a right to 
advise the advise the crown even as to the exercise of the 
crown. prerogative itselfj and should its advice be dis-

I Pari. Hist. v. 24. pp. 534-571. • .llJ. v. 27, pp. 277., 2SI. 
• FonbJanque, Lift oj em. Burgoyne, p. 458 ... 
• Lords Derby and Russell, HaIlS. D. v. 171, pp. 1720, 172&. 
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regarded it wields the power of impeachment, and holds the 
pursestrings of the state." 1 

But it is evident that these extraordinary powers of inter
ference ought not to be evoked except upon special When neces

necessity i as a general principle, parliament should sity ~uires. 
confide in the discretion of the responsible advisers of the 
crown, who are the trustees of the royal prerogative, for the 
rightful administration of the same. So long as parliament 
continues its confidence in ministers, it ought to be willing to 
leave the exercise of the prerogative in their hands, unfettered 
by restrictions in regard to its exercise, and should ordinarily 
refrain from interference therewith. The general responsibility 
of ministers for the wisdom, policy, and legality of the measures 
of government should be sufficent guarantee, in all ordinary 
cases, for the faithful discharge of the high functions entrusted 
to them. In fact, "the ministry of the day are responsible 
for everything that is done in any department of the state i" . 
and, while" it is true that the House of Commons ought to 
have a control and supervision over every such department, 
its functions are those of control, not of administration." 9 

" The House can interfere with great advantage in prescribing 
the principles on which the executive government shall be 
carried on i but beyond that it is impossible for the legislature 
to interfere with advantage in the details of the administration 
of the country." 8 

Any direct interference, by resolution of parliament, in the 
details of government is inconsistent with and subversive of 
the kingly authority, and is a departure from the I rfi b 

fundamental principle of the British constitu- p:fi=~:in y 

lion, which vests all executive authority in the details of t 

sovereign, while it ensures complete responsibility governmen. 

for th~ exercise of every act of sovereignty. Experience 
has uniformly demonstrated the unfitness of large deliberative 
assemblies for the functions of government. The intrusion 

I May, Co"sl. Hisl. Y. I, p. 458. 
• Palmersto~, Hans. D. Y. ISO, P. 1357; and .[6. Y. 164, p. 999; and 

see Prof. Austm's observations on tbis point, Plea for Ike Constitution, 
p.24-

• Cobden, Hans. D. Y. 176, p. 1909. See also Lord Russell's obserya
tionsin his Life~ Fox, Y. 3, p. 3II; Rep. Come. Board of Admiralty, Com. 
Pap. 1861, Y. S, pp. 33S. 363; Eyid. 26u, 290S; Fitz-James Stephen on 
Pari. _ GOyt. in Con. Rev. y. 23. 
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of parliamentary committees into matters which appertain to 
the jurisdiction of the executive government is equally to be 
deprecated, as it tends inevitably to the overthrow of all 
genuine Tesponsibility, and the substitution instead of an 
arbitrary tyrannical power.' During the reign of Charles I. 
the Long Parliament assumed, on the part of its committees, 
various executive functions; but this is admitted to have been 
a usurpation, and it is now acknowledged without dispute that 
all acts of administration belong exclusively to the crown. 

Accordingly, no resolution of either House of Parliament 
Interference of which attempts to adjudicate in any case that is 
parliament. within the province of the government to determine 
-or 1:0 ·define the mode in which any prerogative of the 
crown should be exercised-has of itself any force or effect. 
Hit be intended merely to express the sense of the House 
upon some objectionable system, practice, or act of adminis
tration, or to complain of an existing grievance a,nd suggest 
a remedy, parliament is perfectly competent to entertain and 
pass a resolution on the subject, or to approach the crown, by 
address,with advice upon the same. It then becomes the 
duty of the government to give respectful consideration to the 
matter, 'but nevertheless to decide upon the course to be_ 
followed on their -own responsibility. Sometimes, indeed, the ' 
government themselves invite the assistance of parliament to -. 
institute, by means of select committees, inquiries into questions 
of administration, for the purpose of obtaining the fullest 
information to enable them to accomplish some desirable 
reform; or express their willingness to be guided in a particular 
matter by the general sense of parliamentary opinion. But 
where the government deprecate interference, or refuse to 
concur in any such recommendation, the persistence of the 
House therein woul~ either amount to an infringement of the 
royal prerogative, or it would be tantamount to a vote of 
censure upon the existing administration. And it would be 
highly irregular to confer supervisory or administrative duties 
in matters of public concern upon private members of either 
House of parliament. 

"The limits," says May, "within which parliament, or, 
either House, may constitutionally exercise a control over the 

I See .the injurious operation of Standing Com'. ill the U.S. Congress, 
NortA Am. RnJ. V. uS, ,po 12. . 
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executive government have been defined by usage upon 
principles consistent with a tl"';1e. distribution of Limits of 
powers in a free state and limlted monarchy. parliamentary 

Parliament has no direct contIol over any single control. 

department of the state. It may order the production of papers 
{or its information; it may investigate the conduct of public 
officers and may pronounce its opinion upon the manner in 
which every function of government has been or ought to be 
discharged; but it cannot convey its orders or directions to the 
meanest executive officer in relation to the performance of his 
duty. Its power over the executive is exercised indirectly, 
but not the less effectively, through the responsible ministers 
of the crown. These ministers regulate the duties of every 
department of the state, and are responsible for their proper 
performance to parliament as well as the crown. If parliament 
disapprove of any act or policy of the government, ministers 
must conform to its opinion or forfeit its confidence. In this 
manner the House of Commons, having become the dominant 
power of the legislature, has been able to direct the conduct 
of the government and control its executive administration 
of public affairs, without exceeding its constitutional powers." 1 

.. Every measure of the ministers of the crown," says Lord 
Grey, .. is open to censure in either House; so M' . 
that when there is just or even plausible ground for ac:~:;'le to 

objecting to anything they have done or omitted parliament. 

to do, they cannot escape being called upon to defend their 
conduclBy this arrangement, those to whom power is 
entrusted are made to feel that they must use it in such a 
manner as to be prepared to meet the criticisms of opponents 
continually on the watch for any errors they may commit, and 
the whole foreign and domestic policy of the nation is sub
mitted to the ordeal of free discussion." I 

4- Pradia of Parliament in the Appointment of Select 
Committees. 

Of late years it has become a frequent practice in both 
Houses of parliament to appoint select committees Select com

to ta~e evidence and ~eport up?n il~portant .publ~c =~li~ on 
questlons, upon whlch preclse mformatlon 15 questions • . 

I May, emil. Hul. v. I, p. 457. I Pari. Govl . . p. 20 •. 
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needed, with a view to legislation.1 It is also desirable, 
and in accordance with constitutional practice, that select 
committees should be appointed, from time to time, to 
examine into the constitution and management of the various 
departments of state. i But parliament is sometimes invited to 
institute inquiries, by a select committee, into matters which 
are strictly within the province of the executive government to 
determine; a proceeding which tends to shift the labour and 
responsibility of administrative functions more and more from 
those to whom it properly belongs; and to increase, in equal 
proportion, the power and influence of the House of Commons 
in details of government.3 

When restricted in their inquiries within constitutional 
limits,· select committees are often very serviceable, in bring
ing members to a common agreement upon great public ques
tions upon which legislation, founded upon an impartial 
investigation of facts, is necessary. Such committees are 
usually appointed either at the suggestion or with the direct 
approval of the government, and are composed of a fair pro
portion of leading men from both sides of the House, including 
members of the existing and of former administrations, in 
order that, as a general rule, the balance of parties may be 
maintained, and the feeling of the House represented thereon! 
In the appointment of select committees, it is the usage that a 
majority of one should be given to that side which possesses 
the majority in the House itself. But it is not customary 
" that minute attention should be paid to the representation of 
the three kingdoms." 6 Men should be selected to serve on . 
public committees who, from their abilities, experience, or the 
special interests they represent, are peculiarly qualified for such 
service.' As a rule, "strong partisans on each side are know-

I Hans. D. v. 214, p. II 16. 
• Mr. Gladstone, Ib. v. 203, p. 1613. 
• See the objections taken to the appointment of a committee of inquiry 

into the existence and best means of suppressing unlawful combinations in 
Ireland, which nevertheless was agreed to. But the order of reference was 
afterwards discharged, and another order substituted, more in accordance 
with constitutional precedent (see Com./our'. 1871, pp. 66, 73). 

• See Mr. Disraeli, on this point, in Hans. D. v. 161, pp. 1866-1868; 
Mr. Cobden, IIJ. v. 176, p. 1908; Mr. Lowe, Ib. v. 182, p. IS8. 

• .llJ. v. 202, p. 596. 
• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 199, p. 795; v. 204, p. II 12; v. 206, 

p. 1117; v. 209. p. 1120. • r lb. p. 195. p. 124. 
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ingly and advisedly chosen, in order that truth may be elicited 
from the conflict of opposite and possibly interested opinions. 
If such committees consisted wholly of impartial men, their 
investigations would be most unsatisfactory." 1 

After taking evidence from every available source, the com~ 
mittee reports the same to the House, generally with ol;>serva
tions embodying practical suggestions, which they submit for 
the consideration of the government. It then becomes the 
duty of the administration to consider these propositions, to 
subject them in turn to careful scrutiny, and to decide, upon 
their own responsibility,S to what extent, and in what way,the 
proposed reforms can be carried out, in conformity with the 
general principles upon which the public service isconducted.3 

s. p,.actice in rt'gartllo the Granting or Withholding of 
Information by the Executive • . 

The rule which forbids any encroachment by I ' . 
I· h' h' f h n.ormallon par lament upon t e executive aut OrIty 0 t e given to 

crown has a further application, to which our ~3:hidnt, or 
attention must now be directed. WI e. 

It is imperative that parliament shall be duly informed of 
everything that may be necessary to explain the policy and 
proceedings of government in any part of the empire; and the 
fullest information is communicated by government to both 
Houses, from time to time, upon all matters of public con
cern. For it is in parliament that authoritative statements are 
made, or information given, by ministers upon public questions; 
and no action in parliament should be based upon declarations 
of policy made elsewhere.· 

Considerations of public policy, and a due regard to the 

1 Sec'. Sir G. C. Lewis, Hans. D. v. 162, p. IOI2; and see n. v. 187, p. 
13640 But in 1872 it was considered desirable to exclude any direct repre
sentation of railway companies upon a select committee which had to 
inquire into the subject of the Amalgamation of Railway Companies (Ib. v. 
209, p. 944)· • n. v. 235, p. 1478, 1725. 

I Rep. Como. Diplomatic Service, Com. Pap. 1870, v. 7, pp. 420, 421 ; 
Evid. 1767-1770; .IlJ. 2nd Rep. 1871, v. 7, p. 359; Hans • .D. v. 161, pp. 
496, 817; .IlJ. v. 168, pp. 626-633; v. 173, p. 1239; v. 235. p. 1478. In 
1850 the Commons addressed the crown to appoint a commission to follow 
up certain inquiries instituted by a Sel. Come. Com • .f. 105, p. 85. 

• Ham • .D. v. 230, p. 1814. 
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interests of the state, occasionally demand, however, that 
Information information sought for by members of the legis
withheld. lature should be withheld, at the discretion and 
upon the general responsibility of ministers. This principle is 
systematically recognized in all parliamentary transactions: 
were it otherwise, it would be impossible to carry on the 
government with safety and honour. Whenever it is declared, 
by the responsible servants of the crown, that any information 
sought for in parliament could not be supplied without incon
venience to the public service, or for other sufficient reasons, 
the House refrains from insisting upon its production. l And 
Information if the government object to produce any docu-
given and ments. on the ground that they are of a private and 
withheld., confidential description, it is not usual to insist 
upon their being furnished,· except under peculiar and impera
tive circumstances. S 

In like manner, if the government declare that a discussion 
Prejudicial I on any particular subject could not take place 
debate.:, without inconvenient and injurious consequences 
to the public service,' or without eliciting expressions of 
opinion from the ministry, or from members generally, which 
it would be premature and prejudicial to make known,G the 
debate ought not to proceed. 

It would, moreover, be highly irregular to communicate to 
P t parliament copies of despatches addressed by a 

remau... f h .. h 
communication secretary 0 state to t e govel'nor of any Bntls 
of despatches. dependency, until the receipt thereof had been 
acknowledged by the p~rson to whom they were addressed.8 

But it is contrary to the respect due to parliament to commu
nicate, beforehand, to the public, through the press, important 

I Mir. of Pa,./, 1828, p. log; 1833. p. 626; 1836. p. 971 ; 1837-8. p. 
658; and see Ld. Derby in Hans. D. v. 173. p. 1055. 

• Mi,.. of Pari. 1834. p. 2774; 1835. p. 1634; 1838. p. 5999; 1840, p. 
'1130; RalfS. D. v. 163. p. 822; I6. v. 230, p. 422. 

• See Ld. Hatherton's Memoir on the occurrences in 1834. 'pp. 93-95 ; 
Mi,.. of Pari. 1831• p. 524-

• Hans. D. v. 128. pp. 1420-1429. 
I Mi,.. of Pa,.l. 1831. pp. lIog. 1184; Hans. D. v. 195. p. 1533. 
• Mi,.. of Pa,.1, 1838, p. 5824; 1840. p. 1710; Hans. p. v. 208. p. 

954; but see I6. v. 87. p. 669. In 1854 the government consented to lay 
before parliament copies of instructions that had been ... or hereafter might 
be issued," to commanders of the Arctic Searching Expedition (I6. v. 132, 
p. 438). 
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information intended for the use of parliament.' Although it 
is not unusual to furnish the press with advance copies of 
official reports, with a view to give early publicity to such 
documents.1 

"The system of laying upon the table of the House reports 
from officers addressed to particular departments Departmental 

of the executive government is most .objection- reports . 
able." I And the House ought not to insist" upon confidenbal. 

the production of papers and correspondence which concerned 
the preparation and preliminary consideration of measures." 4 

If the House were to insist upon the production of such docu
ments, .. instead of the government getting, what we get now, 
confidential reports, containing the most minute details of the 
opinions of officers, given frankly and freely, for the heads of 
departments, we shall have a system of reports framed for lay
ing upon the table of the House of Commons, and those will 
be accompanied by' confidential reports tor the head of the 
department alone.'''' "There have been cases in which 
reports of a confidential character from officers of the govern
ment have been laid upon the table of the House, to prepare 
the public mind, and also that of parliament, to consent to 
some large measure, or perhaps some considerable vote of 
public money j but, generally, I think it is a course which the 
House ought not to sanction." S 

The administration have refused to concur in motions fo-r 
the production of papers, whether by order or upon When papers 

an address to the crown, on the ground that there ~ !"fused by 

was no public officer whose duty it was to furnish mID"""" 
the required infonnation.' In these circumstances, ., it is par
tiucIarly desirable that the House should make no such orders 
without, at the same time, determining by what means they 
shall be carried into execution." 8 

Returns are sometimes refused on account of their volumi
nous character, and the length of time it would take to prepare 

I Hans • .D. v. 131, pp. 637, 641, 759. 875. • lb. v. 231, p. 972. 
: Lord ~. P~\'t (Sec. to the Admir.), Hatu • .D. v. 177, p. 961. 

Mr. Dlsraeh, ID. v. 193, p. 1273. 
• ID. v. 177, p. 1402; and see p. 1455. 
• Mr. Disraeli,16. v. 178, p. 154-
: Mir. of Pari. 1830, p. 24; 1830-31, p. 50 j 1831-32, p. 3254. 

The Speaker, 16. 1836, p. 887. 
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them. 1 In order to obviate this objection, " it is very desirable 
that members, before moving for very voluminous returns, 
should. communicate with the department possessing the infor~ 
mation, when it might be supplied in a much smaller compass." . 
Sometimes returns which are not of sufficient general impor~ 
tance to be supplied at the public expense are granted when 
the member asking for the return, or others interested therein, 
undertakes to defray the cost of obtaining, or of printing, the 
same, or both charges.' It is not customary, however, to 

Cost of 
furnishing 
returns to 
parliament. 

object to motions for returns merely on account of . 
the trouble and expense to individuals that would 
be occasioned by their production, notwithstanding 
that there may be no funds available for the re~ 

muneration of the persons employed in the execution of the 
order. ' In fact, it. has been the practice of parliament to 
order from public officers, of various grades, returns which they 
were not required by law to furnish, and for which no remunera
tion was provided. "That might be considered a customary 
right exercised in the public interests;" and although, upon 
rare occasions, some remuneration has been given to the 
parties employed, in order to accelerate their labours, yet" no 
public officer has any right to refuse to obey an order of the 
House until he shall be paid; the question of remuneration 
must not be raised between him and parliament." .. Every 
public officer holds his situation under the control of parlia
ment, and he is bound to give information." It is for the 
executive government afterwards to decide whether he has 
any claim for compensation for such a service.' 

The que en's ministers are not only the rightful guardians of 
P the prerogatives of the crown in parliament, but it apers con.. . 
ce~ing private also devolves upon them to protect the liberty of 
affairs. the subject, and the interests of private individuals 
and associations, who have no direct representation therein, 
from the assumption by parliament of arbitrary and unjusti-

I lIfir. of Pari. 1837, p. 601. 
• IlJ. 1829, p. 1900. . 
I HatU • .D. v. 197, p. 1887. 
• lIIir. of Pari. 1830, sess. 2, p. S0l. To pay the expense of preparing 

returns to the secretary of state or to parliament out of county rates has 
been declared to be illegal (0. v. 1834, p. 3331 j 1835, p. 245 j IlJ. 1841, 
p. 2014 . 
. • Ib. 1841, p. 2199 j 1835, p. 1700 j Ham • .D. v. 182, pp. 1644, 1775. 
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liable authority.' On this principle the g ernms-t01U~ 
uniformly resisted all attempts, on the part of e' er H~C1N 
obtain, whether by their own order or through a aress to 
the crown. any documents or information concerning t . 
of private individuals,- or to sanction the appointment of com~ 
mittees to inquire into private and personal affairs," unles~ 
presumptive proof of delinquency, calling for parliamentary 
investigation, could be shown.' This rule includes the case 
of private educational institutions not being in the receipt of 
public money! It has even been held to apply to Private 
the affairs of private companies, and of "public companies, etc. 

institutions which are not in receipt of allsistance from public 
funds." • But it was distinctly laid down by Sir Robert Peel 
and'Lord John Russell, in the case of the Royal Academy, 
that the inquisitorial jurisdiction of p~liament P r t 

could not be limited to such U public institutions" ":.1 ~riv~':. 
only as were the recipients of public money j but corporatlons. 

that .. when an institution is established to assist in promoting 
the cultivation of the arts, or other strictly public object, it 
could not be denied that the House had a right to inquire into 
its affairs, even though it did not receive public aid." 7 And 
on a later occasion it was declared by Sir Robert Peel that, 
"where parliament has given peculiar privileges to any body of 
men [as," for example, banks or railway companies], it has a 

I See the debate in the House of Commons on the Ancient Monuments 
Bill, Han,. D. v. z18, pp. 579-595. For the constitutional doctrine in 
the United States as to the sacredness of private rights, see Judge Miller's 
decision, in 1874, 20 Walltu:. Sup. Ct. R.p. p. 662. 

• Mi,.. of Pari. 1830, p. 449; 1831,. p. 193; 1833, p. 1614; 1836; 
p. 125; Hans. D. v. 199, p. 998. Ministers will often require motions 
asking for information affecting a particular class of individuals to be made 
numerical, instea~. of nominal, in order to screen private persons from 
unnecessary publiCIty (16. v. 169, p. 1581; 16. v. 218, P. 2025; v. 232, 
p.634)· 

I 16. v. 201, p. 71. 
, Mi,.. of Pa,.l. 1831-Z, p. 1237; 1840. p. 2053. 
• n. 1836, p. 873; 1840, p. 1772. . 
• 16. 1837-8. p. 367z; Hans. D. v. 73, p. 1759. See debates in 

the House of Commons on May 23. 1876. on a motion for an address 
for detailed statements of the property. income. and expenditure of the 
City of London Guilds or Companies; and on April 10, 1877. on a motion 
in favour of the introduction, by ministers, of some bill to empow:er the 
crown to inquire into the same. 

, Mi,.. of Pari. 1839. pp. 4238, 4503; Hans. D. v. 229, p. 295. . 
• See the proceedings in the House of Lords, in regard to an order that 
VOL.IL M 
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right to ask that body for information upon points which it 
deems necessary for the public advantage to have generally 
understood." The great point to be aimed at in such inquiries, 
he considered to be" that, 'while you extract all the informa
tion the public require ·to ·have, you ·should, at the same time, 
avoid all vexatious interference in the details of the business of 
the respective undertakings." 1 . 

Again, no motion for papers should contain argumentative 
matter, or should assume facts of which the House was not 
officially cognizant. S 

It is " the rule of parliament, that no papers shall be laid on 

Parliamentary 
ground for 
ordering 
papers. 

the table of either House, unless some sufficient 
reason has been stated for their production." 8 It 
is irregular to move for the production of papers 
merely to further the interests or views of private 

persons, or except for the purpose of founding, or facilitating, 
parliamentary proceedings.' Government have refused to 
grant papers, "unless it be intended to found some proceed
ings upon them." 5 

The foregoing pages, it is hoped, will serve to explain more 
S · • dearly the constitutional position of parliament in 

ummarym d h . f d .. . W' h 
regard t~ this regar to t e prerogat1ve 0 a mIn1stratlOn. 1t-
prerogative. out denying the abstract right of either House to 
address the crown, or to institute inquiries by select com-

. mittees, upon any matter, they will show the great public in-

the corporation of the City of London should lay hefore the House a 
detailed account of their income and expenditure between certain years; 
the corporation having applied to parliament for an act to enable them 
to increase their revenues, by imposing a tax on coals (Mi,. oJ Pari. 1829, 
pp. 1805, 1834). 

l.lb. 1840, p. 4840; and see Ib. 1828, p. 825. See further, in 
regard to the principle in question, showing the respect entertained by 
both Houses for private rights, Ib. 1837, pp. 787, 997, 1030; 1838, 
p. 5400; 1839, p. 3421; Hans • .D. v. 74, p. 25 ; V. 131, pp. 135, 785; 
v. 156, p. 1I03. And on the general question of the power of parliament 
to.compel the production of documents, see Smith's Pari. Ref1lm,brancer, 

'1860, p. 29. • Hans • .D. v. 218, p. 2023. . 
• Ld. Melbourne, Mi,. oJ Pari. 1838, p. 5387. 
• .lb. 1831, p. 2248; 1833. p. 547. 
• .lb. 1839. p. 4422. But see the following cases, wherein members of 

parliament, being in possession of valuable statistical or other information, 
obtained orders, or addresses, for the production of the same, to one or 
other Houses of parliament (.lb. 1830, sess. 2, p. 416; 1838, p. 5273; 
J839, p. 4372). 
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convenience attending an attempt on the part or parliament to 
interfere with the ministers of the crown in the details of 
government, the inexpediency of applications for documents 
which the responsible advisers of the crown consider it impera
tive to withhold, and the unwarrantable nature of any intrusion 
by parliament into the private affairs either of individuals or of 
corporate bodies, without just cause. So long as any existing 
government retain the confidence of parliament, it is unsafe 
and unwise, as a general principle, to interfere with them in 
matters of administration. Those who are directly responsible 
for the conduct of public affairs are they who possess the neces
sary information for the proper discharge of the same. Parlia
ment exercises a direct control over the ministers by whom all 
public affairs are transacted. It has a right to inquire into 
every grievance or abuse of power, whether on the part of 
those ministers or of any other 'public functionary. It may 
also express its opinion in regard to any act of government; 
and it not unfrequently happens that the mere declaration of 
opinion in parliament upon some objectionable departmental 
regulation, unaccompanied by any formal motion, suffices to 
induce the government to modify their plans, conformably to 
the views entertained by the House.1 But all this is very 
different from an attempt on the part of the legislature to 
usurp the fupctions of the executive, or from the endeavour by 
the House of Commons to compel the adoption of their 
opinions upon a question of administration, irrespective of 
those of the government or of the other chamber; a proceed
ing which must tend to destroy the harmony which should 
exist between the different powers .in the state, and to transfer 
the executive authority from the hands of responsible ministers 
to those of an irresponsible and uncontrollable democracy. I 

I See the case of the treasury warrant respecting unpaid letters, 
discussed in the House of Lords on February 22 and 24, 1859. . 

I See remarks on this head in Stockmar's Mem. V. 2, pp. 449. 545. 
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CHAPTER II. 

THE CONTROL OF PARLIAMENT OVER THE EXECUTIVE. 

WHILE parliament is constitutionally debarred from inter-
Abuse 01 fering, by order or resolution, with the ordinary 
executive routine of government, except for the purpose of 
authority. expressing an opinion as to the expediency of any 
particular proceeding, or line of policy, it is otherwise· if the 
crown itself attempts to encroach upon the functions of parlia
ment, and endeavours to accomplish by its own action that 
which cannot lawfully be effected, except with the sanction and 
co-operation of parliament. It is then the duty of parliament 
to interpose, and to call to account the ministers of the crown 
who are responsible for the abuse or excess of executive 
authority. In like manner, if any individual minister is guilty, 
in his official capacity, of any illegal or oppressive act, it is the 
privilege of the injured party to apply to parliament for redress j 
and the matter of complaint being substantiated, parliament 
will hold the offending minister personally responsible for his 
misconduct. 

There are certain forms of procedure, of ordinary occurrence 
in the administration of public affairs by the ministers of the 
crown, which need to be strictly confined within constitutional 
limits, lest they should become the instruments of oppression 
or misgovernment. These are: (I) The issue of orders in 
council and royal proclamations; (2) the issue of minutes of 
committees of council, and other departmental regulations j 
(3) legislation by public departments; and (4) the entering into 
contracts by government departments for the public service. 
The proper limits of executive authority in relation to each of 
these administrative acts will be briefly explained.,· We shall 
then proceed to define the responsibility which attaches to 
indlvidual ministers of state for personal acts of misconduct in 
their official capacity. 
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I. Authority of tlu Cr01tln in the ISSU4 of Orders in Coundl 
anti Royal Proclamations. 

The legislative function properly belongs to parliament, and 
no single branch thereoC may legislate without the L' 'ted 

Th 'h .m. concurrence oC the other two. e executive as authority of 
a limited power of legislation by order in council I.he executive. 

and rules framed by departments of state, but only where the 
exercise of such power has been authorized or sanctioned by 
parliament. It is a fundamental law of the English constitu
tion, that the sovereign can neither alter, add to, nor dispense 

. with, any existing law oC the realm.1 
This important point was first established beyond dispute in 

the reign of James I., by the proceedings in parlia- Orders in . . 
ment upon the case of Bates, an English merchant, council, 

who refused to pay a duty on currants imported into the 
country from abroad, which duty was sought to be levied by 
the sole authority of the king. The Court of Exchequer, in 
1606, sustained the claim of the crown; but, when the matter 
was discussed in the House of Commons, it was shown that 
this decision was contrary to the provisions of the Great 
Charter, and therefore void. It was further alleged that the 
sovereign could not) without the assent of parlia- T . b 
'd 'I f h d' axat.ony ment, Impose a uty on any artlc e 0 mere an Ise !he crown 

imported into or exported from the country; or, in dlegal. 

fact, any duty whatsoever either upon foreign or domestic 
commodities, whether in time of war or peace. The conclu
sions arrived at upon this occasion were embodied in a petition 
of grievances, which was addressed by the House of Commons 
to the king, in the year 1610, and favourably received by his 
Majesty.' 

This important doctrine was confirmed, in the following 
reign, by the celebrated case of Rex v. Hampden, wherein, not
withstanding that the contrary doctrine was asserted by a 
majority of the judges, parliament annulled the judgment, and 
by the Statute ,16 Car. 1 Co 14 declared that the sovereign can
not, without the consent of parliament, assess or levy ship
money upon the subject.8 

I Thomas, Lea/inff CaUl in Conll. Law, pp. 5. II. 
I Broom's C{)1Ut. Law, pp. 247-305. • See lb. pp. 306-370, 404:-4Q8. 
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Following the example of the Church of Rome, the 
sovereigns .of England, from an early period, claimed the right 
to dispense with the laws of the land, by the issue of pro
clamations, and by making grants or decrees, "non obstante 
any law to the contrary." In this way they assumed a power, 
virtute corona, to dispense with existing laws, or with the 
penalties consequent upon a breach of them; or else they 
undertook to dictate to the people in respect of matters 
indifferent, and in regard to which perfect liberty of action 
ought to have been allowed.1 The current of authority 
indicates that the prerogative of dispensing by non obstante 
with Acts of Parliament was, subject to certain restrictions, . 
recognized in former times as vested in the crOWD, and was 
repeatedly exercised during the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries. The use and abuse of this prerogative occasioned 
repeated conflicts between the crown and parliament and the 
courts of law, and eventually cost King James II. his crown.S 

This branch of the royal prerogative was finally annihilated 
by the Bill of Rights, which declared that "the pretended· 
power of suspending of laws, or the execution of laws, by 
regal authority, without consent of parliament, is illegal;" 
and that" the pretended power of dispensing with laws, or 
the execution of laws, by regal authority, as it hath been 
assumed and exercised of late, is illegal.?' "Since then no 
one has presumed to advocate the existence of a dispensing 
power, in any circumstances whatever, as inherent in the 
crown." 8 

From the epoch of the revolution of 1688, whenever the 
Orders or crown has ventured, upon occasions of public 
proclamations. emergency, to issue royal proclamations or orders 
in council, which appeared to sanction any departure from the 
laws of the land, the necessity for such a proceeding on the 
part of government has been narrowly investigated by parlia
ment; and when it has been shown to have been illegal, 
although justifiable, acts of indemnity have been passed, to 
exonerate all persons who have advised or carried into execu
tion the same.' Legislation of this kind is a parliamentary 
acknowledgment of the principle that, in times of danger or 

I Cases cited, Broom, pp. 375-396. . 
• .£6. pp. 494-507: Stubbs's Consl. Hist. v. 2, p. 580. 
• Broom's c.tmSl. Law, pp. 50 7, 508. • .16. pp. 379 ". 508 ". 
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emergency, the crown, acting under the advice of responsible 
ministers, may properly anticipate the future action of parlia
ment, by a temporary suspension of certain classes of statutes.1 

Although the crown has no constitutional right to issue any 
such orders or proclamations, yet, in the words of Sir Robert. 
Peel, "Governments have assumed, and· will assume, in 
extreme cases, unconstitutional power, and will trust to the 
good sense of the people to obey the proclamation, and to 
parliament to indemnify its issuers." I 

Nevertheless, with the important limitations above t:eferred. 
to, considerable powers are still inherent in the Orders in 
sovereign in council; and express authority for council. 

the issue of orders in council is frequently conferred upon the 
crown by legislative enactment .. A large proportion of what 
may be called the details of legislation rests upon the authority 
of orders in council, some of which are issued by her Majesty 
in virtue of her prerogative, while others derive their force 
from the provisions of acts of parliament." It is competent 
to a court of justice to inquire into the validity-or accuracy, 
in the statement of alleged facts-of an order in council, duly 
passed and gazetted.· As examples of the variety and im
portance of the subjects to which this form of quasi-legislation 
is applicable, it may be stated that orders in council, or royal 
proclamations which are usually issued in pursuance of the 
same, are promulgated for the assembling, prorogation, and 
dissolution of parliament; for declaring war; for confirming 
or disallowing the acts of colonial legislatures; for giving 
effect to treaties; for extending the terms of patents; for 
granting charters of incorporation to companies or municipal 
bodies; for proclaiming ports, fairs, etc.; for deciding causes 
on appeal; for creating ecclesiastical districts or circuits for 
judicial purposes; for granting exemptions from the law of 
mortmain; for the regulation of the Board of Admiralty,. and 
of appointments to offices in the various departments of state; 
for creating new offices, and defining the qualifications of 
persons to fill the same; and for declaring the period at which 

I Cox, Eng. Govl. p. 29; Campbell's Chane. v. S, p. 267. 
• Peel's Mmo. v. 2, p. 131. 
• Attomey-~n.era~ fl. B.ishop of Manchester, L. R. 3 Eq. p. 436; and 

see Judge Ritchie lD Wmdsor and Annapolis Ry. case, Nova Scotia 
E'Iuil)! LJedsiOlU, v. I, p. 307. 
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certain· acts of parliament (the o,peration of which has been 
left by the legislature to the discretion of the queen in council) 
shall be enforced.1 

It is difficult to draw the line between what may and what 

When they 
require the 
sanction of 
parliament. 

may not be accomplished by an order in council, 
without special legislative sanction. As a general 
rule, all orders in 'council restricting trade, unless 
issued under the authority of an act of parliament, 

or justified by ·reference to cases coming within the prerogative 
of war-and all orders suspending the operation of any statute 
-would require an act of indemnity. But, when duly 
informed by the crown of the proceedings had upon any such 
occasion, parliament has always been willing to indemnify the 
government for the timely ·exercise of authority for the public 
welfare, although it may have led to an overstepping of the 
constitutional limits of executive power.s 

So far as proclamations, as distinct from orders in council, 
PI' are concerned, it is an indisputable branch of the 

roc amatlODS. royal prerogative to issue proclamations in refer
ence to the existing state of the law, warning those who may 
be likely to commit offences, encouraging respect for the law, 
and offering rewards for the apprehension of offenders. These 
documents are regarded as solemn expressKms of the royal 
will, and are invariably issued upon the advice of responsible 
ministers. They are usually based upon orders in council, 
and are intended to promulgate decisions arrived at by the 
sovereign in council. Their exact force has been a matter of 
dispute, which even now cannot be precisely determined, since 
it labours under the uncertainty which affects all questions 
bearing on the limits of the prerogative. It is clear, however • 
. that, while a proclamation cannot make a law, it can add force 
to a law already made.8 When the sovereign declares war 
against a foreign power. proclamations are usually issued. 

I Rep. on the Privy Coun., Com. Pap. 1854. v. 27, p. 253; Rep. on 
Misc. Exp. I6. J847-lS, v. 18, pt. I, pp. 371, 377. The duration of the 
Endowed Schools Act. I8E9, was limited to three years, with authority to 
her Majesty in council to renew it fur another year without applying to 
parliament. The power was exercised by order in council in 187:01 (Hans. 
D. v. 212, p. 340; and see 40 & 41 Viet. c. 38). 

I See cases cited in Lieber's Her",fflnIIics, 3rd ed. 1880, p. 67 n. 
I See Forsyth, Consl. Law, p. 180 n.; Hallam, COllsl. Hisl. v. I. 

p. 337· 
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materially altering the ordinary laws relatin~ to trade, and 
imposing rules for the conduct, of trade with neutrals .or 
belligerents.1 Proclamations are also issued to fix tl!e mode, 
time, and circumstances of putting into execution certain laws, 
the operation of which .has been left to the discre~on of the 
executive governm~nt ; I or for the pu.rpose of makll~g forI?lal 
declaration of existmg laws and penalties, and of the mtentlOn 
of government to enforce the same; or to appoint and direct 
the keeping of a day of observance, whether as II; fast or 
thanksgiving. But" proclamations have only a bindmg force 
when they are grounded upon and enforce the laws of the 
realm." • And to be valid in law they must be published in 
the official gazette of the kingdom.' The king cannot authorize 
by proclamation the creation of an offence which is not a 
crime by the existing law; "for, if so, he might alter the law 
of the land by his proclamation.'" 

2. TIte Issue of Ori(1'S anti Minutes of Council, anti otlzer 
.Departmental Regulations. 

The responsibility of ministers to parliament necessarily 
implies the right of either House to express its Minutes of 
opipion as to the legality or expediency of any council 

particular act of administration; and to proceed to call to 
account any minister of state who may have exceeded the 
limits of constitutional authority in the execution of public 
duty.' 

In the working of constitutional government, experience 
has proved that certain subordinate powers of legislation must 

I See Cox, bul. Eng. Govl • .28; Ed. Rtf). v. 100, p. 192 • 
• Ex. gra. 6 Geo. IV. c. 78; Municip. Corp. Act of 1835; Health of 

Towns Act of 1848; Royal Titles Act of 1876. . 
I Coke, 3 ~nst: 162. See Lords Deoates, May 2, 1876, on the terms of 

the proclamatIon ISsued pursuant to the Royal Titles Act. 
• Act 40 and 41 Viet. c. 41. 
I Bowyer, CfIIfIl • .Law, p. 173; Alt.-Gen. 'Collier, HatU. D. v. 203. 

p. 1370. 
• See the debates, in 1811. upon the circular letter of the secretary of 

slate for. the Home, Department (Lord Sidmouth) to the lords lieutenants 
of counties, respectmg the authority and duties of magistrates in regard to 
~1asphemous ~r seditious. libels ; which letter was alleged to have been an 
mterfe~ence wI~h ~e ordmary course of justice, and an assumption by the 
executive of legISlative power (May, COtUl. Hisl. v. 2, p. 188). 
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be entrusted to almost every leading department of state. So 
long as these powers are exercised with the knowledge of 
parliament, and in direct subjection to its control, they can 
be more advantageously discharged by responsible ministers. 
than if it were obligatory that they. should emanate from. 
parliament itsel£l For all such regulations are framed by 
a responsible minister, for the sanction of the crown. And 
Departmental no premature interference therein ought to be 
regulations. attempted by either House.lI Minutes of counci~ 
departmental regulations, and other authoritative directions 
emanating from the heads of the principal executive depart
ments, must needs be frequently issued in regard to particular 
matters of administration, which require to be determined by 
competent authority, but it is essential that all acts of quasi
De tal legislative authority, which may be performed by. 
le~~n any department of state, shall be within the limits 
~=e~ to defined and prescribed by parliamentary enactment; 

en and also that, whenever either the expenditure of 
public money, or other great public interests, are concerned 
in the matters thus disposed of, an opportunity should be 
afforded to parliament of expressing its opinion upon the 
same, before the government proceed to take action thereon. 

3, Leg;slalion by Public Depar/men/s. 

(a) Public Legislation. 

The constitutional control of parliament over the exercise of 
C I r legislative powers by ministers of state, executive 
~~e':.t departments, and other public bodies, being ad
ov~r ex~cutive mitted, it is evident that there is an undeniable 
legIslation, d 'h "1£· h Ii . a vantage In t e practIce Itse. T e proper mlts 
within which such powers may be exercised having been pre
scribed by statute with directions that all such minor or pro
visional legislation shall be duly submitted to parliament- . 
either for tacit approval or direct ratification-it is often ex
pedient to entrust the settlement of details of practical legis
lation, requiring special or local knowledge, to the public 

I See the Evid. of the Rt. Hon. R. Lowe, H. A. Bruce, and C. B. 
Adderley, and of Lord Granville, before the Come, on Education, Co".. 
Pap. 1865, v. 6, pp. 54. 55. 68, 71, 72, 76, 153. • 

• Hans. D. v. 157, p. 342. 
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department immediately concerned. By this means the benefit 
of local experience is obtained in the determination of such 
questions, and-especially where the consent of parties in. 
terested has been freely given-parliament is relieved from 
the consideration of matters which may be troublesome to 
decide, without infringing upon local interests. 

In Mr. Gladstone's address to the electors of Greenwich on 
January 23, 1874. announcing the dissolution of parliament, 
and again offering himself for re-election, he remarks that 
II the duties of parliament have reached a point where they 
seem, for the present, to defy all efforts to overtake them. I 
think we ought not only to admit, but to welcome, every im
provement in the organization of local and subordinate 
authority which, under the unquestioned control of parliament, 
would tend to lighten its labours and to expedite the public 
business. l • 

Within the past thirty years numerous acts have been 
passed, to confer and regulate the exercise of such powers, 
in subordination to general principles established by law. 

Thus, in 1845, by the Act 8 & 9 Viet. c. uS, the Inclosure 
Commissioners were constituted, and empowered, Inclosure 
in certain cases, to complete inclosures, and in commissioDers. 

other cases to make provisional orders for the inclosure of 
lands, to be ratified by public acts of parliament.2 Thus, by 
the Contagious Disorders of Animals Act of 184S, the privy 
council were empowered to make orders and regulations to 
carry out the intent of the act, the same to be laid before both 
Houses of parliament within a specified time; 8 and thus, in 
1866, upon the outbreak of the cattle plague in Great Britain, 
it was determined to enlarge the powers conferred upon the 
privy council by the act of 1848, and to empower any two 
lords of the council to frame orders to meet the emergency in 
particular parts of the country, such orders to be afterwards 
communicated to parliament. Under this authority nearly 
150 separate orders in council were issued.' The act was 
continued in the following session, with enlarged powers. 6 

1 LotUlon Timn. Jan. 24, 18740 p. 8. 
I May. Pa,l. Prat:. ed. 1883, p. 760. 
I II & 12 Vict. c. 107, sees. 4-0. 
, Ham. D. v. 187, p. 864; Act 29 Vict. c. IS; Com. Pap. 1866, v. 59. 

pp. 213-297; 16. 1867. v. 59. p. 1. 
• 30 & 31 VicL Co 125. 
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. The orders issued under the authority of the statutes afore
Questioning mentioned, though enjoined to be laid before par
orders. liament, were not required to be directly or 
indirectly sanctioned by either House. But this did not 
prevent them from being questioned. 

The mode of questioning these orders is shown by a pro
ceeding in the House of Commons on June 21,1867, when, as 
an amendment to going· into committee of supply, it was 
moved to resolve that a particular order respecting the impor
tation of cattle" is inexpedient." 1 But, after an explanation by 
a minister, the motion was withdrawn. 

It is customary to provide that orders in council, depart
Should be mental regulations, representations, rules of court, 
sub~tted to or tables of fees, framed and issued under the 
parbament. authority of particular acts of parliament, shall be 
laid before both Houses, within twenty, thirty, or forty days 
(as the case may be) after the making thereof,-or after the 
re-assembling of parliament, should they have been issued 
during a recess,s before they became operative and binding. 
But sometimes this restriction is omitted; 3 and it is some
times expressly enacted that in the event of an order, or rule, 

. being annulled in consequence of the disapproval therefore, by 
either House of parliam~nt, the rescinding thereof shall be 
"without prejudice to the validity of any proceedings which 
may in the meantime have been taken under the same." 4. If 
a scheme has been upon the table of both Houses for the pre
scribed time, without any address against it, it passes out of the 
hands of government, who can no longer delay its operation." 

It was laid down as a principle-by the commissioners 
appointed in 1864, to inquire into the management of en-
P I, t th dowed schools in England-" that parliament is the ar lamen e . . 
trustee of only body that can be considered as the supreme 
endowmen~ trustee of endowments, and that in some form or 
other the approval of parliament ought to be obtained to 
all schemes for the re-settlement of educational trusts. 8 

1 Hans. D. v. 188, p. 349. 
• Acts 28 & 29 Viet. c. 1I2, sec. 3; c. 1240 sec. II; C. US. sec. 26 ; 

32 & 33 Vict. c. 42. sec. 8; 38 Vict. cc. 5 and 28. 
I See 39 & 40 Viet. c. 5f; and 40 & '41 Vict. c. 23. 
• 38 & 39 Vict. c, 77, sec. 25; and c. 91. sec. 7. 
• Hans. D. v. 2340 p. 857, . 
• Com. Pap, 1867-8, v. 28, pt. I, p. 635. 
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Pursuant to this report, the act oC 1869 was passed, which 
provided Cor the appointment of a small commission to draw 
up schemes and trust deeds Cor the re-constitution oC the 
endowed schools.. These draft were schemes to be submitted 
to the governing bodies oC the particular schools; and, after 
due inquiry, to the committee of council on education, for their 
sanction. An appeal is allowed, in certain cases. to the Privy 
Council Finally, all such schemes (unless objected to, by 
a petition) must be laid before both Houses oC parliament Cor 
.. forty days." I If within that time either House Withholding 

address her Majesty to withhold her consent from royal ........ 

any scheme, or any part thereo~ the crown can only assent to 
80 much of the same as may not have been objected to" 

By the Public Schools (England) Act oC 1868, the governing 
bodies of the &even great public schools enume- p UDder 

rated therein, are empowered to make or amend h:" Schools 
any existing statutes or regulations relating to such Ace. 

schools, under certain restrictions and limitations defined by 
the act. These statutes are to be approved by the special 
commissioners appointed "under the act, and afterwards by the 
queen in council, beCore coming into operation. If within a 
certain time the governing bodies oC any oC those schools shall 
Cail to make the necessary statutes and regulations Cor the 
management of the same, the commissioners shall frame thetn, 
and submit them Cor the approbation of the crown; but, with 
this proviso, that the approval, or disapproval oC the crown to 
any statute, etc., made by the commissioners shall not be signi
fied until the same "has been laid beCore both Houses oC 
parliament for not less than Corty days.· So that if the govern
ing body and the commissioners agreed as to a particular 
scheme it would not be necessary to submit the same to parlia
ment; but, if they did not agree, any scheme framed by the 
commissioners must be laid before the two 1I0uses.· , 

The General Inclosure Act oC 1845,' first empowered com-

I Extended to .. four months" in the case of certain speci6ed sch~es 
which were submitted to parliament in 1873 by Aet 36 &: 37 Viet. c. 7; 
amended and extended to .. two months .. in all other cases by Aet 36 &: 37 
Viet. Co 87. sec. 1.5. 

I Aet. 32 &: 33 Viet. c. 56, sec. 41 ; Hans. D. v. Z07. p. joo; ~. v. 
213. P. 55 1•• ,""" 

I Act 31 & 32 Viet. c. 118. sec. 19; and see Ham. D. v. 201. P. 188; 
v. 203. P. 1047. • 8 & 9 Viet. c. 118. 
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missioners to issue provisional orders for authorizing the 
Provisional inclosure of commons, subject to the ratification of 
orders. parliament, 1 instead of the method previously re-
sorted to of obtaining private acts for such a purpose. In 
the execution of their powers, however, the commissioners did 
not sufficiently consider the general convenience and comfort 
of the neighbourhood interested in the preservation, as com
mons, of the lands in -question, but were too ready to grant 
all applications for inclosures, on compliance with certain fixed 
conditions. Accordingly, in 1869, the House of Commons 
appointed a committee to investigate the matter, which recom
mended that no further inclosures should take place until a 
revised Inclosure Act had been passed. Whereupon, several 
years elapsed before the House again passed an act to give 
effect to provisional orders for inclosures. And, in 1872, the 
inclosure commissioners reported that they had suspended their 
operations, until parliament should have agreed upon a definite 
policy in regard to inclosures,-the government, meanwhile, 
making repeated attempts to pass a new Inclosure Act, but 
without success. I At length, on February 10, 1876, the home 
General secretary brought in a General Inclosure Bill, which 
Inclosure BilL was agreed to by parliament. Under this act 
provisional orders may be issued for the regulation or inclosure 
of commons, after affording to all parties interested an oppor
tunity of being heard for or against the proposal: such pro
visional orders to be afterwards subjected to the investigation 
of a standing parliamentary committee, who shall consider the 
details of the schemes, report thereon, and remit for the con
sideration of the inclosure commissioners any proposed modi
fications therein. Then the bill to confirm the orders is to be 
introduced and passed.8 Such a committee was first appointed 
by the House of Commons (upon the first report of the in
closure commissioners under the new act) on February 26, 
1877. It reported in favour of the confirmation of the pro
posed inclosures, subject to certain conditions, but not requir-

J [The orders issued under this act did not require parliamentary con
firmation till 1852 when the IS & 16 Vict. c. 70, declared that all such 

. nrovisionaI orders must be confirmed by parli,...uent before they are pro_ 
(;l. .... ...lI_ • .l_~.~.., __ ~ 

: Hans • .D. v. 212, p. 488 i-v: -21b,p;'433; v. 225, p. 1941• 
I6. V. 229, p. 1533; v. 230, p. 1034 j Act 39_& 40 Vict. c. 56. 
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ing the reconsideration of the schemes by the commis-
sioners.1 . 

The select committee on commons {to consider reports of 
the inclosure commissioners} appointed in 1877, was nominated 
in part by the House, and in part by the committee of selec
tion. The inclosure commissioners appeared before the com
mittee, and explained their course of proceedings under the 
new act, and the mode in which their reports are investigated 
and dealt with by this committee.· All the necessary forms to 
be used under the act are appended to the report of this 
committee.' 

In 18n ministers having proposed that rules .to be made 
pursuant to the Prisons Act should not come into Priso A 
operation until they had laid for forty days before os ct. 

both Houses of parliament-an amendment was moved to 
require such rules to be distinctly approved by resolution of 
each House. It was urged that, in the present pressure of 
business, it would be difficult for an unofficial member to get 
an opportunity of moving adverse resolutions to these rules. 
On the other hand, it was stated that, if special approval was 
obligatory, the House might be the whole session discussing 
rules on very trivial points. After much debate, the amend. 
ment was negatived and the ministerial proposal agreed to.4 

By the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, the Board of Trade is 
empowered to grant provisional orders authorizing the supply 
of electricity for any public or private purpose at their discre
tion, subject to confirmation by parliament.· 

This act has given occasion to much criticism on the pro
visional order system. It is evident "that the system can 
only be worked efficiently in conjunction with thoroughly 
comprehensive general acts applicable to each object for 
which provisional orders are recognized.' 

These examples will suffice to show that the practice of 
entrusting legislative powers, under certain restrictions and 
limitations, to executive departments is increasingly resorted 
to by parliament. But, admitting its obvious advantages, it is 

I C_. Pap. 1~77, v. 10, P. 39. 
I lb. Evid. p. 7. • Ib. App. Nos. I, 2, 3. 
• HaM. D. v. 233, pp. 515-528; and see v. 2340 p. 1801. 
a See also the Educational Endowment (Scotland) Act, 1883. 
• See further L. To v. 75, p. 251. 
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liable to serious abuse. It has been well observed that there 
"is no modern innovation which needs to be Necesoary 

cw~ of • watched with more jealousy than the practice of ==:- delegating the authority ~f parliament (even in 
legislative small and local matters)., WIth no better check than 
powers. the chance that some unusually vigilant legislator 
may move an address to reject the scheme of law before it has 
bad time to mature into an indefeasible enactment. The 
whole scope and genius of om legislative system is to afford 
by the forms of parliament every possible security that no lalV 
shall be made which has not been deliberately and repeatedly 
affirmed in all its details, and it would be alien to the essence 
of free government to substitute for this a system in which the 
relations of the crown and parliament should be reversed, and 
statutes should be odroyes by the governmen~ and nothing but 
a bare veto left to the Lords and Commons. " 1 

(b) Privau Legislation. 

Nevertheless, since 1845 there has been a gradual and 
Growth of successful extension of the principle of provisional 
~nal legislation to matters of local concem.1 This has 
legislaLioo. contributed very materially to relieve the imperial 
parliament from the great and growing pressure of local business, 
and to ensure the determination of such questions after previous 
inquiry by tribunals more competent for their satisfactory settle
ment.· By various acts of parliament authority has been given 
to the Home ()ffice, the Board of Trade, the Local Government 
Board, the Inclosure Commission, the Charity Commission, 
the Commissioners of Public Works (Ireland), the Education 
Department, and other departments of state, to grant pre
visional orders or certificates, and to approve of schemes for 
the construction, improvement, or management of particular 
works, or local affairs, which have hitherto required the direct 
sanction of parliament; or else have been undertaken by the 
executive government upon its own responsibility.' 

I Sal. RnJ. May 7, 1870. p. 602 l and see Halu. D. Y. 187, p. 6c). 
• CII",. Pap. 1877, Y. 68, p. 16c}. 
• Fitz. J ames Stephen on ParI. Govt. in CI1IfI. RnJ. v. 23. p. I. 
• May, ParI. Prac. cd. 1883, pp. 760-767, 787 l Mr. Bruce, HaN. D. 

v. 210, p. 320. 
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By the use of such machinery legislation is simplified, while 
the supervision and control of parliament is main- s· lifieo 

tained. For the enabling statutes invariably require a-....,.. 
the departments, from whence a provisional order, ....... 
certificate, or scheme may issue, to lay the same before both 
Houses of parliament for confirmation.,l 

There will always remain a large number of applications, 
e.g. where compulsory powers are sought, or where Ad tages of 

there are strong competing interests, which ,~ be JIIori!oual 

initiated and proceeded with in the ordinary manner ordoets. 

by bill But it is a manifest advantage to permit the pro
moters of schemes locally approved, and involving no serious 
principle, to have recourse to provisional orders-which can 
be obtained 'at a comparatively moderate cost-thereby 
lightening materially the barden of private· business before 
parliamentary committees, while the hearing and adjudication 
of all important questions, and the final decision in all cases, 
are still reserved to parliament." The sanction of parliament 
is given to provisional legislation by an act which in its progress 
through parliament is treated as a public bill Such bills 
either refer (as in the case of provisional orders under the 
Public Health Acts or Inclosures Acts) to the particular orders 
in the body of the confirming act, and enumerate them in a 
schedule; or (as in the case of orders issued in relation to 
fisheries, harbours, or railways) set them out at length in the 
schedule of the confirming act. When the orders are merely 
referred to in the acts, ,and not set out, they are rarely dis
cussed in detail, but are confirmed or rejected without change.' 

AU persons aggrieved by any provisional orders have a 
right to petition parliament against them, as they would against 
a private bill Their objections will be carefully considered 
by the House, wherein the petition is presented, before the 
order is confirmed.' 

• For a return of the several ads, authorizing the issue of provisional 
orders, etc., by any public department, see CtIm. Fap. 1871, Y. 58, pp. 397, 
403· 

• C_ Pap. 1872, Y. 54. p. 314: and see the evidence of Mr. Wyatt, 
au experienced parliamentary agent, as to the working of the provisional 
order system, with suggestions for an amended procedure, D. 1877, Y. 16, 
pp. 581, 638· . '," , : . 

• D. 1867-8, Y. 28, pt. I, p. 635. ' 
• See Mr. Coates' evidence before Com. Come . .!'!l_ the T.PW""Jr D'ill; 
VOL. lL .-- . ,.' N 
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Ample power is thus secured to parliament to control and 
amend all provisional legislation; a, power which is sometimes 
exercised to alter or to reject particular orders.1 But even if 
no formal confirmation by parliament is required on behalf of 
a local scheme, authorized by executive authority, a mere 
direction in, the enabling statute, that the same shall be laid 
before both Houses of Parliament, will justify legislative inter
position, if need be, to ratify or amend it.· 

Hitherto the provisional orders made by government 
departments have dealt only with matters in which the capital 
at stake was small, the parties affected generally, agreed, and 
the opinion of the locality specially interested could be easily 
ascertained. But on March 15, 1872, Mr. Dodson (the chair
man of committees) submitted to the House of Commons a 
series of resolutions, to provide for substituting, as far as possible, 
an extended and improved system of provisional orders for 
the present system of legislation on local and personal bills. 
Such orders to be obtained on application to a permanent 
tribunal of a judicial character, which should hold its sittings 
in various parts of the 'United Kingdom, and before which 
promoters and opponents should be heard in open court; the 
decisions of this tribunal to be submitted for the confirmation 
of parliament. In case of either House admitting an appeal 
against any decision of this tribunal, the same to be referred 
to a joint committee of both Houses, to be composed in the 
manner recommended in 1869, by the joint committee on the 
despatch of business in. parliament. After a brief debate on 
these resolutions, their further consideration was adjourned.· 
Upon a resumption of the debate, it appeared that, while 
members were generally in favour of a further extension of the 
system of provisional orders, they were scarcely prepared to 
depute to any body outside parliament the determination of 
such questions. Finally, the House agreed to resolve, that 

. Com. Pap. 1870, v. 10, p. 691; S.O. House of Commons, 1871. No. 146; 
Act 35& 46 Vict. c. 790 § 45; and see Mr. Wyatt's evidence before 
Com. Como. on Tramways in Com. Pal. 1877, v. 16. p. 581. 

I See Act 34 Vict. c. 3, to empower committees on Bills confirming 
provisional orders, to a ward costs and examine witnesses on oath; and 
see Acts 27 & 28 Vict. ce. 58 and 93 ; 28 & 29 Vict. c. 59. 

I See the Huddersfield Burial Ground Act, 15 & 16 Vict. c. xli ; May, 
ParI. Prac. ed. 1883, p. 788 • 

..... -...... I) 17 30. -. ., v. ,~J.P. op. -
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the system of private legislation calls for the attention of 
parliament and of government, and requires reform.l 

4- C()nlrads enteret! in/() 6y PulJlie Departments. 

An important question-akin in principle to that which has 
been just considered-has arisen of late years with Public 

regard to contracts, to be entered into between contracts. 

any department of the executive government and other parties, 
for the performance of any work or service, the undertaking of 
which has been, or may afterwards be, authorized by parlia
ment. It is manifest that the responsibility of entering into 
such contracts properly rests upon the executive alone. But 
it is equally clear that the government have no constitutional 
authority to make a contract which shall be binding on the 
House of Commons, I by whom the necessary funds for 
carrying on the contract must be supplied; and that the 
consent ot parliament should be first obtained to all new 
contracts. 

The principle of the control of parliament, and especially of 
the House of Commons, over contracts, was first established, 
in the years 1859 and 1860, by a committee of the House of 
Commons appointed to inquire into certain transactions arising 
out of existing contracts for postal services j and by a standing 
order, adopted by the House of Commons on S din ord 
March 4, 1861, it is provided that "the chairman ":~m~g er 
of the committee of ways and means shall make a CODtracts. 

report to the House previously to the second reading of any 
private bill, by which it is intended to authorize, confirm, or 
alter any contract with any department of the government, 
whereby a public charge has been or may be created j and 
such report, together with a copy of the contract, and of any 
resolution to be proposed in relation thereto, shall be cir
culated with the votes two clear days at least before the day 
on which the resolution is to be considered in a committee of 
the whole House, which consideration shall not take place 
until after the time of private business; nor shall the report of 
any such resolution be considered until three clear days at 

I Hans. D. v. 210, pp. 507-529. 
I See Smith's Pa,.l. Rememb. 1860, p. 75; judgment of the Court of 

Queen's Bench in the: Churchward case, 1865. ' 
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least after the resolution shall have been agreed to by the 
committee.1 

Moreover, in all new contracts for the conveyance of mails 
Mail and by sea, or for the purpose"of telegraphic communi-
telegraph cations beyond sea, it has been resolved by the 
contracts. House of Commons that a condition shall be in-
serted that they shall not be binding until they have been 
approved by a resolution of the House. t 

It is understood that all contracts should come before the 
House in such a state that the House should be free to ex
press its opinion thereupon, without incurring any pecuniary 
responsibility to the contractors! But it is undesirable to 
fetter the government, or the House, by the adoption of an 
abstract resolution in regard to the terms upon which all postal 
subsidies shall be granted hereafter.· 

In the years 1863 and 1867 sp~cial resolutions were passed 
by the House of Commons, approving contracts which had 
been laid upon the table, before the expiration of the month.s 
But this was done in peculiar and exceptional circumstances. 
As a general rule, it has been agreed that "the House should 
not be asked to share in the responsibility of the details of 
mail contracts," and that it is "far better that they should come 
into legal force on the sole responsibility of the executive, 
after an opportunity of rejecting them (by their remaining for 
one month upon the table) had been afforded to the House, 
than that the House should be called upon to affirm them by 
a positive vote." 8 

In" the event of any such contract being disapproved, it is 
of course necessary that a substantive resolution should be 
proposed in relation thereto. 

Although -at present these rules merely extend to the case of 
certain specified contracts, it has been admitted, by the 
highest authority, that the executive has no constitutional 
right to make a contract which shall be binding on the House 

I Com.'/ou,.. 1861, p. 89; S. O. House of Commons, 1862, No. 78. 
I Com • .Iou,.. July 13, 1869-
I See debates on a proposed contract for the. conveyance of the India, 

China, and Australia mails, Hans. D. v. 189. pp.658-702. 1561. 
• Hans. D. v. 190. pp. 2010-2020. 
• Co",. lou", 1863, pp. 389,404; Ha". D. v. 190, p. 450. 
• The chane. of the ex. (Mr. Gladstone). Ham. D. v. 172. p. 1201. 
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of CommonL I It may, therefore, be safely assumed that here
after no contracts, inyolving any considerable amount of public 
expenditure beyond that which has been granted for the 
service of the current year, will be carried out until the sanc
tion of parliament has been obtained on behalf of the same. 

In 1862, the control of the House of Commons over con
tracts received a still more extended application, Contracts for 

and was embodied in an act of parliament. In a miliW'}'worb. 

previous session (that of 1860), the House had resolved to 
grant the sum of two million pounds to construct necessary 
works for the fonification of the British coasts j and, in 1862, 
a bill was brought in to provide for a large ponion of this. 
expenditure. On July 10, in committee on the bill, a clause 
was proposed by Sir Stafford Nonhcote to declare that any 
contracts to be entered into by government for this service 
which involved the expenditure of a greater sum than that 
which had been already voted by parliament must be pre
viously approved by the House of CommoDL The ministry, 
at first, opposed this clause. The chancellor of the exchequer 
remarked that .. the practical wisdom and the good or bad 
economy of such contracts was a matter on which the House 
of Commons, as a deliberative assembly, had not the oppor
tunity of forming an opinion in the same way as the executive 
goyernment; and it was not according to usage that the 
government should be able to relieve itself of its special re
sponsibility with regard to these contracts by a resolution of 
the House of CommoDL The responsibility of the government 
would be better preserved by giving the House the power of 
interfering with these contracts before they became valid than 
by asking the House to approve each of them by a resolution. n I 

On a division the clause was negatived by a majority of five. 
On July 14, however, the ministry announced their acceptance 
of this provision;' and a clause was introduced What coutnclS 

into the bill, declaring that, whenever a contract require ":clbe 
&hall be entered into by government which involves t.= 
the expenditure of a greater amount than had been Com ......... 

actually granted for such service, such contract shall not be 

I Mr. Gladstone in 8_. D. v. IS7, p. 1412; aDd Ill. v. 189, P. 702. 
• J~. v. 168, p •. 199-
• Ill. pp. Z9O> 635; 25 &: z6 Vact. e. 78. § z. See Smith's Pari. 

Knu./J. 1862, P. 149-
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binding until it has lain for one month on the table of the 
House of Commons without disapproval, or has been formally 
approved by resolution, within that period. This clause was 
agreed to by both Houses, and forms part of the statute.1 

But, in 1874, ministers declined to present to parliament a 
copy of the contract foc building the new courts of justice, on 
the ground "that it would be injurious to the public service 
and unjust to the contractor.'" In reply, however, to a 
question, the House was informed of the amount of the 
contract." 3 

5. The Remedy against Dlegalor Oppressive Acts by Ministers 
of the Crown. 

If a minister of the crown be guilty of any abuse of authority, 
R 'b'I'1 or dereliction of duty, he is personally liable, under 

esponsl II Y hId .. fi h' d 'B . of ,,!inislers t e aw an conStItutIOn, or IS con uct. ut, In 
for illegal acts. determining the liability of a public functionary 
for damage caused by his act to a fellow-subject, a seeming 
conflict between principles is noticeable, and an anxiety in the 
breast of the law on the one hand to assist the suitor, who 
perchance complains of wrong, and on the other to protect the 
officer who, inflicting an apparent injury, has perchance but. 
done his duty.' Any direct infringement of the law of the 
land by a minister or officer of the executive government 
would render the offender liable, in a court of justice, to pre
cisely the same consequences as if he were a private person. 
Nor would it be any justification, in an English court of law, 
to plead the command of the sovereign as the warrant for an 
unlawful act. It may be stated, as a general principle, that, 
in assuming on behalf of the crown a personal responsibility 
for all acts of government, ministers are privileged to share, 

I '1 f with the crown, in a personal immunity from mmunt yo • • . 
minislers in vexatIOUS proceedmgs, by ordmary process of law, 
courts of law. for alleged acts of oppression or illegality in the 

1 25 & 26 Viet. c. 78, § 2. See Smith's Pari. Rememb. 1862, p. 149. 
I Hans. D. v. 218, p. 345. 
I 16. p. 628. For previous debates in the House of Commons in regard 

to the erection of the Law Courts, see JlJ. v. 210, v. 216, and v. 217 • 
• • Att.-Gen. in JlJ. V" 176, p. 2121. 

• Broom, Const. Law, p. 525. 
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discharge of their official duties, and are responsible to parlia
ment alone for acts of misconduct in their official capacity. 
Nevertheless, the courts of law have established certain rules 
which, so far as they go, afford protection to the subject against 
the irregular exercise or executive authority. Thus it has 
been determined that general warrants, issued by a General 
secretary of state to search for and seize the author warrants. 

-or the papers of an author--of a seditious libel, are iIIegaL1 
Also, that a warrant issued by a secretary of state, to seize the 
papers (generally) of the author of a seditious libel, is illegaL I 

By a decision of tlie Superior Court of Lower Canada, in 
1875 it was ruled, that an act of government can- u 'ty f 

not be set aside in a court of law, on the allegation ~.!bil.ity 
that a majority of cabinet ministers had sanctioned ID the cablDe •• 

it, upon the representation and influence of particular ministers, 
and (as it was afterwards alleged) upon .insufficient grounds; 
for .. there is no divisioD of responsibility in a cabinet," 
and .. the crown must. be held to have known what it was 
about."· 

Apart from the security afforded .to the subject by these 
decisions, the law accords to persons who are Pro.ectioD'O 
clothed with an official character a peculiar protec- officials. 

tion. On grounds of political expediency all such persons are 
preserved from liability to actions at law. Whether the 
alleged liability arises out of contract or out of tort, or from 
any matter of private and individual complaint against a 
minister of the crown, f<>r acts done, or directed to be per
formed by him, in his official capacity, the ordinary tribunals 
of justice will afford him special immunity and protection.' 

I Leach fl. Money; 19 State Trials, p. 1001 ; Wilkes fl. Wood, IlJ. p. 
lIi3. . 

. Entick fl. Carrington, IlJ. 1030; Broom's Const. Law, S2S-617. See 
the proceedings in relation to general warrants, Pari. Hist. v. 16, p. 
207; Hmu. n. v. 77. pp. 90S. 960. 

• Alt.-Gen. fl. Middlemiss, L. CfJ".J. v. 19. p. 263; IlJ. V.21, p. 319. 
See also Molson fl. Chapleau and Lynch, MontretJi Legal News, v. 6. 
p.222. 

• Broom, Cond. Law. pp. 617-623, 726. See also the case of Sullivan 
fl. Lord Spencer, showing that the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland was not to 
be held liable at law for an act done by him in his official capacity (I,.;s" 
L T. Rep. v. 6, p. 2S; HfJm. D. v. 236, p. 611); also Palmer fl. 

Hutchinson. before the Privy Council on appeal from Natal. 6 L R. App. 
p. 619; and liCe cases cited in Forsyth, Const. LInt" pp. 84-88. 
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But, if ministers oLthe crown· think fit, for reasons of public 
policy, to take upon themselves the responsibility of directly 
infringing an existing law, they are bound to apply to· parlia
ment for an Act of Indemnity, to relieve themselves, and those 
who have followed their directions in the particular matter, 
from the legal consequences of their conduct. On the same 
principle, the government is bound to compensate all subordi
nate officers for losses incurred, or damages awarded against 
them, in the execution of their duties. 

The constitutional remedy against an executive government 
Their for political crimes, or misdemeanours, which may 
respon~ibility operate injuriously to private individuals--or 
to parliament. against a minister of state who may be guilty of 
injustice or oppression in .the exercise of his administrative 
functions-is an appeal-to parliament j and more especially 
to the House of Commons. Attempts to obtain redress, in 
such circumstances, by resort to the courts of law are unavail
ing j inasmuch as such complaints are not properly cognizable 
by these tribunals, which have no jurisdiction to coerce or 
otherwise control high public functionaries.1 Whereas, the 
House of Commons, as the grand inquest of the nation, is 
fully competent to investigate every case of ministerial abuse 
or misconduct, anc;l. to visit upon the offender the consequence 
of his misdeeds.! . 

In theory of law, the judgment and decision upon every 
Swomtokeep matter. of state. -is .that?f the soverei~, ~ho ac~s, 
the king's accordmg to hIS dIScretIon, upon adVIce gIven hIm 
counsel secret. by a responsible minister, who is sworn to keep the 
king's counsel secret, and who may not disclose elsewhere the 
nature of the advice given, without his sovereign'S express 
permission.· Nor is this secrecy enjoined merely as a personal 
privilege or protection to the sovereign or the minister, to be 
waived as they may think fit j it is founded upon constitutional 
principle and public policy which unite in recognizing the 
importance of entire and unfettered freedom in any advice to 

I See Cooley's article in Inlet". Ref!. v. 3, p. 326. . 
• See Judgment of Court of Queen's Bench in case of The Queen •• The 

Lords of the Treasury, L. To Rep. N.S. v. 26, P. 65; and debates there
on ill Ham. D. v. 210, pp. 51-72; V. 211, pp. 504, 1868; and see 
Wallace el ailer v. Ross; 2 Russell and Chesley, N. Scotia Rep. p. 190. 
See Hans. D. v, ISo, PI>- 1019-102 
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be given to the sovereign, and the necessity for preserving the 
king's counsellors from being harassed by actions on false pre
tences of malice or corruption. I 

Every minister is directly responsible to parliament for his 
conduct in office~ and for the advice he tenders to· his 
sovereign; but he is responsible· to no other tribunaL Ii he 
be put upon his trial by parliament,. it is right that he should 
be at liberty to disclose the secrets of the council chamber; so 
far as they may affect his personal responsibility Co '1 

for the acts under review; and permission- to· that DO~:::" be seaets 

end is invariably accorded by the sovereign. But divul~:a 
it is not right for a minister to disclose before a ""un ... 
jury, or before all ordina1')T court of law, the counsels of the 
crown, because these tribunals have no power to follow up the 
matter, and to sit in judgment upon the advice given to 
the sovereign by her ministers, or upon the acts of the sovereign 
consequent upon such advice. And even if, on any particular 
occasion, permission to divulge the advice given by a minister 
should have been granted by the sovereign, for the purpose of 
evidence in a court of law, it is very doubtful whether the 
court would be justified in allowing the disclosure to be made. 
In the case of Irwin. v. Grey, where the secretary of state for 
the home department had been summoned as a witness, the 
court would not permit him to be questioned as to the advice 
he had given to his sovereign; and the ca~e was stopped by 
the judge.1 

I See the American practice,.to the" same effect, in Am. L4w. Rnl. v. II, 
P. 164-

• 3 Fost. and Fin. p. 636. 
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CHAPTER III. 

SUPPLY AND TAXATION. 

"THE crown, acting with the advice of its responsible ministers, 
. . being the executive power, is charged with the 

!:,';,,~~ve m management of all the revenues of the country, 
suppIyaod and with all payments for the public service. The 
\axaUOB. h < • hfi' k k crown, t ere lore, 10 t erst Instance. ma es nown 
to the commons the pecuniary necessities of the government, 
and the Commons grant such aids or supplies as are required 
to satisfy these demands; and provide by taxes, and by the 
appropriation.of other sources of the public income, the ways 
and means to meet the supplies which are granted by them. 
Thus the crown demands money, the Commons grant it, and 
the Lords assent to the grant. But the Commons do not vote 
money unless it be required by the crown; nor impose or 
augment taxes unless they be necessary for meeting the supplies 
which' they have v"ted, or are about to vote, and for supplying 
general deficiencies in the revenue. The crown has no con
cern in the nature or .distribution of taxes; but the foundation 
of all parliamentary taxation is its necessity for the public 
service, as declared by the crown through its constitutional 
advisers." 1 

In entering upon a more detailed investigation of the relative 
functions of the crown and of parliament in the matter of 
supply, it is proposed to divide the subject into three parts, 
and to consider, first, the constitutional restrictions upon par
liament in respect to (a) supply and (b) taxation; second, the 
rights and privileges of parliament, and especially of the House 
of Commons, in .the grant of money for the public service; 
and third, the oversight and control of the public expenditure. 

I May, Pari •• Pra&. pp. 650, 651, ed. 1883. See also Mill, .Rep. Gov. 
P·90 • 
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I. (a) TIle RfStrictions upon Parliament in Mallerl of Supply. 

According to ancient constitutional doctrine and practice, 
no moneys can be voted by parliament for aRY 
purpose whatsoever,. except at the demand a.nd :,o~~ ~t 
upon the responsibility oC ministers oC the crown.1 :he d.mao~ of 

In Cormer times, when any aids and supplies crown. 

were required (or the public service, the crown made known 
its wants to the House o( Commons by message; this message 
was taken into consideration by the Commons, and the 
necessary supplies were voted by that House, according to its 
discretion. This mode oC procedure in obtaining grants oC 
money admitted oC no exception. It therefore leCt no oppor
tunity to any priv.lte member to introduce any scheme of his 
own whereby any charges would be made upon the people. 
But in the beginning oC the last century a specious evasion oC 
this constitutional rule crept in. The wholesome system of 
exchequer control in the custody of public moneys-which 
afforded protection alike to the crown and to parliament 
against illegal appropriations-was made the occasion oC 
attempts to induce the crown, by the exercise of parliamentary 
intluence, to sanction expenditures that were extravagant and 
unjustifiable. Finding that there was generally a balance oC 
public money remaining in the exchequer, as yet unappropriated 
to any specific service, there was a growing disposition on the 
part oC private members to regard this money as available Cor 
any purpose they might be disposed to Cavour. Petitions were 
presented to the House from various persons tit" r. r 
claiming pecuniary assistance or relief; which;:ru..:;' 0 

being often promoted by members who were (riends relief -....,d; 

to the parties, and carrying with them the appearance of justice 
or of charity, induced the House to approve, or at utmost to 
be indifferent to, their success. By this means large sums 
were granted to private persons improvidently, and sometimes 
upon insufficient grounds! In the year 1705 this abuse 
became. so notorious that, early in the next session, on 

I Hals. Prtc." v. 3. p. 168; Hearn, GinJI. 0/ Ene- pp. 349-351; Mr. 
Gladstone's speeches, HaN. D. v. Ifn, p. 1131 ; n. v. 18z, p. 597. 

• Hall. Pr«. v. 3, p. 242; Mr. Ayrton's speech on proposing the new 
supply order, on_March 20, 1866; Hans. D. v. 18z, p. 591. " 
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December 11,_ 1706, before any petitions of this sort could be 
again offered, the' House- resolved, "That they would receive: 
no petition for any sum of money relating to public service, 
but what is recommended froml the crown." This resolution 
was made a standing oDder on June II, 1713, and amended 
June 25. 1852, to. bring- it into conformity with existing 
practice, by the substitution of a new order to declare, "That 

Ii
• r this House will receive no petition for any sum of 

:.::~ or::.;:!Y money relating to public service, or proceed upon 
entertained; any motion f@r granting any money, but what is 
recommended from the crown • ." 1 

The uniform practice of the House has construed this rule 
to extend to any motion which involves the expenditure of 
public -money,_ even though it may not directly propose a 
grant.s 

And, although the House is not precluded from appointing 
a select committee to inquire into an alleged grievance or 
or reports of matter of complaint against the government,S it 
committees. has been held that a select committee cannot 
recommend that public compensation should be made to 
individuals for losses incurred, unless the same had been 
previously sanctioned by the crown.4 This is a striking proof 
of the strictness with which this rule is enforced; as the mere 
report of a committee, though entitled to respectful considera
tion, does not bind the House to anything, unless it be 
formally agreed to by the House itself. 

But, while the House of Commons has invariably maintained 
the principle embodied in the foregoing standing order, so far 
as it was directly applicable, the ingenuity of members has 
<liscovered a way of practically evading it. Of late years it 

• For cases illustrating the strictness with which the House of Commons 
adheres to this rule, see Mir._ of Pari. 1837. p. 259; 10. 1837-8. p. 
2026; 1839, p. 123. The standing order of June. 1852. was extended to 
charges upon the Indian revenues,_ by standing order of July 21, 1856. 

• May, Pari. Prat. 1883, p. 652. The recommendation of the crown is 
signified either by a message under the sign-manual, or by a formal noti- _ 
fication by a minister of the crown (Hans. D. \t. lOS, p. 471 i 3 Hall. 
Pree. pp. 169, 196). 

• Fourdrinier's Patent._ Com. Jour. v. 92. p. 309 ; Mir. tif Pari. 1837. 
p. 1888; claims of J. Clare. Hans. D. v. 174. p. 1460. _ 
. • Fourdrinier's case. Com./our. June IS. 1837; and see Hans. D. 166, 

p. 710, 
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has become customary to permit the introduction of bills by 
private members, which, though not professedly Bills imposing 
in the natUIc of money bills, do yet necessitate, to public chargee 

a greater or less extent, the imposition of new charges upon 
the people, the precise extent of which cannot always be 
estimated at the outset. These bills have been either for the 
construction of certain public works, or for the establishment 
or encouragement of certain new ,institutions, or they have 
proposed to grant new salaries to officials to be appointed 
under the bills, or to grant compensation or aid to individuals, 
or associations for various causes assigned. But, whatever 
may be the precise object of these bills, inasmuch as they 
establish grounds of expense, they are an evasion of the con· 
stitutional rule which forbids the grant of money by parliament, 
except on the application of the crown. In order to admit of 
the proposed grant without a direct violation of constitutional 
practice, bills of this description invariably contain a clause to 
the effect that the necessary expenses to be incurred thereby 
should be .. defrayed out of moneys hereafter voted by parlia. 
ment." The facilities attending the introduction of such 
bills has frequently induced ministers themselves .to take 
advantage of this mode of obtaining the sanction of parliament 
to their legislative measures. Moreover, in certain circum· 
stances, and with a view to facilitate the progress of public 
business, bills of this class have even been permitted to 
originate in the House of Lords. 1 

. 

While it is obvious that the introduction of such bills by 
ministers of the crown is not open to the same objections as 
when they are brought in by private members, yet it is most 
desirable that measures of this description should be subjected 
to careful scrutiny, and that the probable expense they would 
entail should be duly estimated, and made known to the House 

1 Provided that any clauses which infringe upon the privileges of the 
Commons are formally struck out of the bill before it is sent to that 
House. But for the sake of convenience, and to make the measure intelli. 
gible, such clauses may he either written, or printed in red ink, in the 
copy of the bill which is sent down from the Lords; in which case they 
are understood not to form part of the bill, but to be merely suggestions, 
to be offered for the acceptance of the Commons in committee (see Rpt. of 
Joint Com. on Despatch of Business with Evidence, Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 
7; and proceedings on Divorce Court Bill, Ham. D. v. 160, pp. 1628, 
1734. 176S)· . 
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by a responsible minister, before it is called upon to sanction 

h b · them.~Where such bills have originated with ave een . 
productive of pnvate members, they have, as a general rule, been 
great abuse. productive of great abuse, by encouraging in
judicious and extravagant expenditure. If the principle of the 
bill obtains the sanction of parliament, the faith of parliament 
becomes pledged to the outlay involved, and ministers are 
obliged to include, in future estimates, distinct provision for 
it; and, when the particular grant that is required to carry out 
any such measure is brought forward in committee of supply, 
any objection to its principle is commonly met by the assertion 
·that it is useless, if not unfair, to oppose it at this stage, inas
.much as parliament has already agreed that the proposed 
expenditure ought to be incurred. So long as private members 
are permitted to initiate measures which involve the expendi
ture of public money without the previous consent of the 
crown, It would bt! In vain to expect an economical administra
tion of the public funds. These considerations were brought 
New standiog under the notice of the House of Commons by a 
ord ... to private member (Mr. Ayrton), who proposed, in 
:~~:':~~n- 1866, that, "The standing order of June 25, 1852,. 
sent ofth. relating to applications for public money, be re-
crown to such 
bills or pealed, and, in lieu thereof, that this House will 
motions. i receive no petition for any sum relating to public 
service, or proceed upon any motion for a grant or charge upon 
the public revenue, whether payable out of the consolidated 
·fund, or out of moneys to be provided by parliament, unless 
recommended from the crown;" and that the further standing 
order of the same date, relating to public aids or charges upon 
the people, be repealed, and that, in lieu thereof, it be resolved, 
" That if any motion be made in the House for any aid, grant, 
or charge upon the public revenue, whether payable out of the 
consolidated fund, or out of moneys to be provided by parlia
ment, or for any charge upon the people, the consideration and 
debate thereof shall not be presently entered upon, but shall 
be adjourned till such further day as the House shall ~hink fit 
to appoint; and then it shall be referred to a committee of the 

• I The Kensington Road Bill, and British Museum Bill, Smith, ParI. 
. Rnnemb. 1862, pp. 25, 101. See the debate in the Commons, on the 
Public Offices (Site and Approaches) Bill, on March 7, 1865 •. 
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whole House, berore any resolution or yote of the House do 
pass therein." The proposed new orders were accepted. by 
the government, approved of by experienced members, and 
agreed to by the House.' 

Under these rules a bill by whieD it is illtended to authorize 
a charge upon the public revenues may be introduced upon 
motion, provided that the money clauses are printed in italics. 
Thus they form no part of the bill, bllt are treated as blanks. 
Berore they are discussed the queen's recommendation must 
be signified, and a committee of the whole House appointed 
to consider, on a future day, the resolution authorizing the 
charge.' But, whilst private members are not precluded from 
introducing bills of this description, it is obvious that it is most 
desirable that such legislation should, as a general rule~ be 
initiated by ministers of the crown! 

And here it may be noticed that the practice of the House 
of Lords, in these particulars, is less stringent than P . r 
h . ~w~o 

t at o( the House o( Commons. There IS no rule House of 

or usage o( the House of Lords to forbid the ~~;~;:' 
presentation, discussion, and reference to a com-
mittee of a petition for pecuniary redress or compensation; 
or (or the expenditure of public money ill the construc
tion of particular public works, or for grants of money to 
particular institutions.' And, although the House of Lords 
has no right to initiate measures of taxation, or proposi
tions (or increasing the pecuniary burdens of the people, 
yet they are not constitutionally debarred from instituting 
inquiries, by their own. committees, into financial matters, 
or into questions which involve the expenditure of public 
money! 

I Hans. D. v. 182, pp. 591-003. Notwithstanding the increased 
stringency of these new orders, Ihe ingenoity of members has succeeded in 
evading Ihem by a form of motion not directly contrary to the words of the 
standing order (see Ib. v. 209, pp. 1966, 1996). 

• The speaker, n. v. 209, p. 1952. 
• lb. v. 218. p. 59D; also n .. v. 220, p. 854. 
• Baron de Bode's case. n. v. 173, p. 1622; v. 174,·P' 962. 
• See May's Pari. P,IJC. ed. 1883. P. 647. Lords committees were 

appointed in 1847. to inquire into the receipts and charges of the post 
. office, and into the manner of keeping the accounts thereof; in 1858. 

on spiritual destitution in populous places; and in 1860, on the levying 
and Lo;sessment of church rates. . 
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Should any case arise, wherein it may appear to be the duty 
Resolution or of the House . of Commons to point out to the 
address of the government public charges which ought to be in
:!~~~~~~a curred, .they have still undoubted authority to do 
particular SO, either by the adoption of a resolution, express-
expenditure.. b .,. f: d' mg an a· stract oplDlon In avour of a procee mg 
which will necessitate a future grant of money, or by agreeing 
Resolutions to address the crown to incur certain expenditure, 
an4 add,ersses with an assurance of their readiness to make good 
on Issue 0 h A b I' d public t e same. n a stract reso utlOn oes not finally 
expenditure, bind the House to make the grant, and it imposes 
upon the government the responsibility of either accepting or 
rejecting the recommendation. But this is a right which the 
House exercises, and should exercise, with very great reserve, 
and only in peculiar and exceptional circumstances. More
over, the adoption of an abstract resolution, for the express 
purpose of evading a wholesome rule in matters affecting the 
public expenditure, should be discouraged as much as possible. 1 

Addresses from the House of Commons to the crown, re-
questing an issue of public money for some parto originate 

in committee ticular .purpose, with the assurance "that this 
of supply. House will make good the same," are required, by 
standing order, to originate in a committee of the whole 
House. • This" ancient and truly constitutional method of 
expressing the desire of the House, that some public charge 
shall be incurred," remains unimpaired, notwithstanding the 
increased restrictions imposed upon the initiation of money 
charges in 1866.3 But such addresses are only justifiable when 
there is no reason to apprehend that the supposed advance 
would be disapproved by the other House of Parliament, whose 
concurrence is necessary to' give legal effect to any measure of 
supply or appropriation. Addresses have generally been 

1 See May (citing precedents), Pari. Prat:. ed. J883, p. 654; Hans. D. 
v. 197, p. 1807; v. 205, pp. 340, 663, 1871 ; V. 211, p. 1238; also Mr. 
Gladstone's speech on Mr. Ayrton's motion, March 20, 1866; Hearn, 
Govt. of En/[. p. 350. 

• May, Pari. Pra,. ed. 1883. p. 691. 
I Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 182. p. 598; address concerning transit 

of Venus in 1874; Com. Jour. V. 124, p. 404. By the Brit. N. Am. Act, 
. 1867. sec. 54, the Canadian House of Commons is debarred from adopting 
an address for the advance of public money without a previous recom
mendation from the governor-general: 
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adopted upon occasions of urgency which have arisen after the 
- committee oC supply has closed its sittings-as, in order to 

submit to the crown a proposal to confer a pecuniary benefit 
on a particular person j or to show respect to the memory oC 
some illustrious person lately deceased, by the erection oC a 
monument to his honour j or Cor the purpose of obtaining the 
co-operation oC the crown in a matter affecting the privileges oC 
the House.1 

If a proposition be submitted to the House oC Commons, 
on behalf oC the crown, Cor a supply Cor a particular . 
service, and an opinion should be generally ex- !,".::.~=i:.ns 
pressed by the House in favour of a more liberal fayourofa· . 

appropriation on this behalC than that which has ~e~t 
been asked for by the government, while it is con- rb<commeb oded 

Y. t e croWD. 
Cessedly beyond the power oC the House to vote a . 
larger sum of its own accord, the ministry, in deference to the 
opinion oC members, will sometimes agree to submit a motion 
Cor the increased amount suggested; I or will undertake to 
reconsider the matter, and to apply to parliament for a further 
grant, at a Cuture period, should it appear expedient so to do. 

(b) ·The Resln'etions upon Parliament in Mailers of 
Taxation .. 

As no supply can be voted, so no taxes can be imposed· 
upon the subject, by parliament, for purposes oC Proposition 

public revenue except upon the recommendation concert°.5d 
oC the crown. Accordingly any proposition Cor the :'::::t.°from 

_ levy oC a new tax or duty--or for the increase oC ministers. 

particular taxes-should emanate from the government. 8 But 
1 3 Hall. Pre(. p. 178-180 n. 
• See case of the provision on behalf of tbe widow and children of 

Spencer Perceval, Walpole's Life of Perceval, v. 2, p. 303; the proposed 
grant for purchase of an annuity for the Duke of Wellington, when 
government recommended a vote of £300,000; but, in deference to the 
wishes of tbe House, consented to ask for £400,000 for this purpose 
(Hanl. D. v. 27, p. 831). See also case of Sir H. Havelock, D. v. 151, 
p. 2355 l and that of Lady Mayo, I6. v. 210, p. 1479 l v. 212, p. 1576. 
But no grant can be recommended, salary proposed, or otber item in 
estimates increased, except upon recommendation of the croWD (May, 
ParI. Prae. ed. 1883, p. 673). It may be reduced in committee of supply, 
or by the House itself, as in case of Prince Alhert's annuity (Mir. of 
Pari. 1840, pp. 364, 380, 449). 

• Ham. D. 182, p. 592; v. 228, p. 1781 l May, ParI. Prae. ed. 1883, 
p.674-

VOL. n. 0 
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there is a distinction in this respect between imperial and local 
taxes. "No private member is permitted to propose an 
imperial tax upon the people; it must proceed from a minister 
of the crown, or be in some other form declared to be neces
sary for the public service. But any member may bring in 
a bill to impose heavy local burdens." 1 

It should be observed, however, that the rule confin~ng the 
initiation of all taxation to ministers of the crown is one of 
constitutional practice merely, and is not enforced by any 
standing order. Accordingly it has not been invariably insisted 
upon.· But, if not positively forbidden, it is nevertheless highly 
inexpedient for a private member to introduce a measure 
affecting the public revenue. It is only when such measures 
are in the hands of ministers that legislation upon them can 
be successfuP 

It is also an invariable rule of constitutional practice that 
Inquiries of mini~ters are not req,uired to ans~er questions in
min\sters con- volvmg an explanation of their mtentlons as to 
cerDlng taxes. matters of taxation, until they may deem it ex
pedient to the public interests to declare them.' 

The general question of a revision of a certain class of duties 
having been submitted to the House by the crown, 

Amendments . 
to government it is perfectly competent for any member, in. com-
=ti:n~f mittee of ways and means, or in committee of the 

whole House upon the Customs or Inland Revenue 
Acts, to offer an amendment to a particular rate of duty pro
posed to be levied, either for the increase or diminution of the 
same: it may even be proposed to insert in the schedule a 
new rate of duty, provided it relates to an article which is 
already included therein.' And, when the House resolves 
itself into a committee of ways and means to consider of raising 
supplies for the service of the current year, it is competent for 
any member to propose another scheme of taxation of equiva
lent amount as a substitute for the government plan.s But a 

I Sir T. E. May's evidence before Joint Come. on Despatch of Business. 
Com. Pap. IS6S-69. v. 7. p. ISS; Hans. n. v. 215. p. 1676. 

• n. v. 115. pp. 660-668. 
• I6. v. IS6, pp. 160, IS49. 
• Mir. of Pari. IS40, p. 1203; Hans. n. v. ISS. p. 1879; v. lSI. p. 

963· 
• Com. Jour. 1842, p. 367; Hans. n. v. 75. p. 1020; V. 2IS. p. 1041. 
• May. Pari. Prac. edt 18S3. p. 675. And see a case on June 20, 

1836, where a member proposed a reduction of the soap duties in lieu 
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proposition made by the chancellor of the exchequer, in com
mittee of ways and means, to require licenses to be taken out 
by brewers, cannot be amended, upon the motion of a private 
member, by extending such licenses t() other manufacturers, 
iron-masters, and coal-owners; inasmuch as this would be a 
new and distinct tax, and Dot the mere increase of a duty upon 
an article already recommended by government for taxation.1 

On July I, 1853, in committee of the whole House on the 
stamp duties, the opponents of a proposed rate of duty on 
advertisements succeeded in negativing the government pro
position altogether.' And on May n, 1862, in committee on 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Bill, so much thereof as 
imposed a tax for brewing beer in private houses was struck 
out; the government agreeing to the same, in deference to 
the wishes of the House.' And, if a proposed tax which has, 
been announced in the budget excites general dissatisfaction, 
it IS not unusual for the government to acquaint the House, at 
a subsequent stage of proceeding, that they have resolved to 
abandon it.· 

The introduction of a bill or resolution for the reduction 
or repeal of an existing rate of taxation, whether for fiscal 
purposes or for the regulation of trade, is a parliamentary 
question, in which the crown has no direct concern.6 The 
strict right of a private member to take the initiative in such 

, a proceeding cannot therefore be denied, and has been acknow~ 
ledged of late years by leading statesmen." It is Inexpedient 
nevertheless in. the highest degree inexpedient for private . fi. members to under parlIamentary government or private mem- introduce such 
bers to assume the responsibility of proposing such questions. 

questions to parliament. It is an important financial principle, 
that" the House should not be called upon to condemn taxes 
of the 'government scheme for a reduction of the duty on newspaper 
stamps (Mi,.. of Pari. 1836, p. 1963; Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 223, 
p. 389). ' 

1 16. Y. 202, p. 307. 
• lb. v. 128, p. 1129. • n. v. 166, p. 1574 • 

• ' Proposed duties on club-houses, and on charities in 1863, Ib. Y. 170, 
pp. 846, 1102, 1125, 1365, 1395 ; and on matches, lb. v. 205, pp. 1418, 
1528, 1585-1659. 

I Hearn, G01tt. of Eng. p; 3SI; May, Pari. Prac. ed. 1883, p. 684 ; 
Hans. D. v. 211, p. 1903. 

• By Mr. Disraeli, 16. Y. US, p. 1174; by Mr. Gladstone, n. v. 
161, p. 1667. 
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which they are not prepared on the instant to repeal," 1 as by 
so doing they unsettle the minds of commercial men in their 
business transactions, and occasion embarrassment to the 
government in their plans for the regulation of the public 

finances. Abstract resolutions advocating changes 
Abstract • h h d"b' f . h resolutions on In t e sc erne or Istrl utlOn 0 taxation, or t e 
particular imposition of new duties;' or the reduction of 
taxes. pl),rticular branches of taxation, have been not 
infrequently submitted to the House of Commons by private 
members, but they have been generally resisted by the govern
ment as being inexpedient and impolitic. 

2. The Rights and Privileges of Parliament, and especially of 
the House of Commons, in the Grant of Money for the 
Public Service. 

From a very early period in the history of England the 
Grant of principle has been established, that, the right of 
supplies by taxation and the granting supplies for the public 
parliament. service belong exclusively to parliament. 

The old prerogative claim of the sovereign to levy taxes on 
the subject at his own will and pleasure, was first expressly 
restrained by the declaration, in Magna' Charta, that "no 
scutage or aid shall be imposed in our kingdom unless by 
the general council of our kingdom; " with certain exceptions 
peculiar to the person and family of the king himself. 

This concession lies at the foundation of our parliamentary 
institutions, and especially of the House of Commons as a 
distinct branch of the legislature. The growth of the Com
mons in power and influence was strikingly exemplified by the 
statute De tallagio non concedendo, in the 25th Edward I., by 
which it was declared, "That no tallage or aid shall be taken 
or levied without the good will and assent of the archbishops, 
bishops, earls, barons, knights, burgesses, and other freemen' 
of the land.'" 

Concurrently, however, with parliamentary taxation, other 
imposts used to be levied by royal Jlrerogative,' independently 

1 Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 125, p. 1149; v. 173. p. 1462. 
I Com. Jour. v. 88, p. 336; v. 940 p. 510;; v. 102, 'p. 580; v. 103. 

p. 886; Hans. D. v. 229. p. 778. 
• Stubbs. Const. Hist. v. 2. pp. 142, 564. 
• Cox, Inst. pp. 600-603. 
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oC the action oC parliament; but none oC these survived the 
revolution oC 1688. It was guaranteed by the Bill oC Rights 
that henceforth" no man be compelled to make any gift, loan, 
or benevolence, or tax, without common consent by Act of 
Parliament." And it was finally established by the Act of 
Settlement, "That levying money for or to the use of the 

. crown by pretence and prerogative, without grant of parlia
ment, for longer time or in other manner than the same is or 
shall be granted, is illegal." 

Since that memorable period the crown has been entirely 
dependent upon parliament for its revenues, which N . 

d . d . h ~ 1 fi 'Ii o.uppbesto are enve elt er .rom annua grants or specl c be used unless 
public services, or from payments already secured gra::::,: by . 

and appropriated by acts of parliament, and par ent. 

which are commonly known as charges upon the consolidated 
rund,' 

While the crown is not at liberty to invite or receive gifts or 
loans of money for any public service without the Consentof • 
consent of parliament, no person may voluntarily parliament 

lend money to the crown, or to any department of ::i~f= 
state, for public purposes, without the sanction of or loans. 

parliament, under penalty of a misdemeanour.· The charter 
of the Bank of England contains a clause forbidding money 
transactions between the bank and the treasury, that have not 
received express parliamentary authority." 

The constitutional principle of parliamentary control is also 
applicable to advances or loans of public money, LoaDS. 

to foreign powers, corporations, or private persons; Debts due'to 

to the remission of debts due to the crown by any the crOWD. 

I Broom, Consl. Law, pp. 398-40Z. [The statement in the text is 
practically, but not literally correct. At the time of the revolution the 
crown enjoyed-as it still enjoys-certain hereditary revenues, but the 
hereditary revenues formed so small a portion of the whole that the croWD 
was practically dependent on parliament.-Edilor.] 

• See debates in the Commons on Mr. Sheridan's motion respecting 
voluntary aids for public purposes without the .consent of parliament, 
Pari. Hisl. v. 31, pp. 8.1. 97; and in the Lords, 10. p. IZZ. See Lord 
Brougham's comments on this case, Hans. D. v. 83, p. 37; Mr. Massey's 
observations in his George Ill. v. 4. p. 77; Clode, Mil. Forces, v. I, 
p. 101 ; Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 35, p. 963. 

• Hans. D. v. 16z, p. 887; and see Report of the ComptrolIer of the 
Exchequer, in Rep. Como, on Public Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857, sess. z, 
v. 9. 
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such persons or powers; 1 and even to the sale of property by 
Government one department of the state, and its purchase by 
sales. another department for public uses. It equally 
applies to the gift of public money, or public stores, in the 
name or on behalf of the crown.' Public departments are 
not now at liberty to give away stores without the direct 
sanction of parliament. The rule, that no public property 
should be disposed of in kind, has been "one of the most 
difficult achievements of financial reform during the last 
half-century." Before the establishment of this rule the 
public never knew when anything was given away, or what 
was the value of the gift.8 But by a treasury minute, issued 
on May 13, 1871, pursuant to the First Report of the Com
mittee of Public Accounts in that year, every public depart
ment is now required to notify the treasury whenever it is 
propOSed to relinquish a claim due to the public, whether 
of cash or stores. 

Advances out of the public funds, for whatsoever purpose, 
Advances of should ordinarily be made only by express authority 
public money. of parliament' 

In urgent cases, requiring immediate relief, or when, on 
grounds of public policy, secrecy is advisable, the government 
can have recourse in the first instance to the "civil con
tingencies," or the "treasury chest" funds, the nature of 
which will be hereafter explained. But they are strictly 
accountable to parliament for all such transactions, and the 
advances so made out of these funds must be replaced out of. 
moneys voted by parliament for that service.5 Upon this 
principle the surrender of the rights of the crown in cases of 
"treasure trove," by relinquishing the same to the finders, 

I S. O. House of Commons. March 25, 1715, and March 29. 1707. 
compounding debts due to the crown, CfJm. Jour. v. 75, p. 167; v. 81,. 
p. 66; case of the Crinan Canal Co., I6. v. 83, pp. 213. 219, 251. 

• Hans. D. v. 193. p. 1279: Clade, Mil. Forees, v. 2, p. 445. 
I Mr. Gladstone, on an address for the grant of gun-metal to erect a 

statue to Visct. Gough. Hans. D. v. 203, p. 779-
• See Act 57 Geo. III. c. J4, appointing Public Works Loan Com

missioners, and several Acts since passed extending powers of that board; 
also Acts 29 & 30 Vict. C. 72; 30 Vict. c. 32. 

• See Mr. Pitt's advance to Messrs. Boyd, Benfield & Co. in 1796. 
Pari. D. v. 5. pp. 385-424; also Hans. D. v. 63, pp. 1139- 1314; Peel's 
Memoirs. v. 2. p. 174: Knight's Hist. of Eng. v. 8, p. 548; Rep. on Pub. 
Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, V. 9, p. 615. 
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would be unjustifiable, had it not been authorized by the Civil 
List Act.l 

Directly the House of Commons have agreed to the address 
in answer to the speech from the throne, the com- Grant of . 
mittee . of supply is at once appointed, for a supply. 

future day, by virtue of a standing order of July 28, 1870. 
As it is the duty of this committee to consider the estimates 
for the current year, the House then orders the estimates for 
the army and navy to be laid before them, and addresses the 
crown to give directions accordingly.' 

3. TIle Control of Parliammt over the Revenue. 

We may now proceed to state the various sources from 
whence the public revenue is derived,and the extent Public 

to which the revenue is subjected to the periodical revenues. 

revision and control of the House of Commons. 
The revenues of the crown in Great Britain were anciently 

derivable from the hereditary lands of the crown, and from 
the operation of various prerogative rights. But, since the 
establishment of parliamentary government, these revenues 
have been mostly surrendered to the control of parliament, in 
exchange for a permanent civil list. The public revenues of 
the country are now chiefly obtained from taxes and other 
imposts, which are levied under the authority of acts of parlia
ment' The whole revenue, from whatever source derived, 
is now ~ith some trifling exceptions) paid into the Bank of 
England or Ireland to the aceount of her Majesty's ex
chequer. The old system of retaining public money at the 
exchequer itself has been entirely abolished, and this great 
department remodelled, by recent legislation, as will hereafter 
appear, when we consider the manner in which the control 
of parliament is exercised over the issue of public money. 

• 1 & 2 Viet. Co 2, § 12; HtIIU. D. v. 180, p; 44Q. In regard to the 
prerogative of treasure trove, see Forsyth, CImSI. Law, p. 178. 

• Com.JtnI'. Nov. 25, 1867. 
• I'or an historical accoUllt of the several branches of the Pllblic revenne, 

see Public Income and Expenditure of Gt. Britain, 1801-ll!O9 (Com. Pal. 
1868-<), v. 35, po 889, d uf·), presented to parliament in 1869. As to 
the distinction between direct and indirect taxation, and the proportion 
·contributed by each to the public revenue, see Mr. Lowe's and Mr. 
Disraeli's observations, HtIIU. D. v. 206, pp. 625, 976, 983. 
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The revenues which are thus paid i~to the Bank of England, 
: to the account of the exchequer, comprise all the principal 
revenues of the kingdom, including the customs and inland 
revenue, and the receipts from the post office. . 

Formerly, the proceeds of parliamentary taxes constituted 
Consolidated separate and distinct funds; but, by the Act 27 GeO. 

fund. III. c. 13, § 47, it was directed ·that the various 
duties and taxes should be carried to and constitute a fund, 
to be called " The Consolidated Fund." 1 

When the annual revenue raised by taxes is found insufficient, 
as in the case of war, to meet the annual expenditure, parlia
ment grants authority to raise money by loan to cover the 
deficiency. All moneys so raised are dealt with like the 
ordinary revenue, and are paid to the account of the exchequer 
for the credit of the consolidated fund. 1I 

Until the year 1854, the charges of collection and manage-

G 
• ment of the revenue of customs, inland revenue, 

ross recetpts h b 
to be paid into and t e post office, were paya Ie out of the gross 
the e"chequer. receipts of these imposts, respectively, and only the ' 
net revenue, after these and other deductions, was paid into 
the consolidated fund. The constitutional objections to this 
practice were repeatedly pressed upon the attention ofsuccessive 
administrations without effect. At length, on April 29, 1847, 
Dr. Bowring submitted to the House of Commons a series of 
resolutions-based upon the report of the commissioners of 
public accounts in I831-recommending the adoption of an 
approved system for the security of the public revenue, and 
for ensuring greater accuracy, simplicity, and completeness, in 
the public accounts; and requiring that the gross revenue of 
the country, without any deduction whatever, should be paid 
into the public chest, and be subjected to the surveillance 
and control of parliament. After some debate, the motion 
was withdrawn. But, on April 30, 1848, the discussion was 
again. renewed, and Dr. Bowring succeeded in carrying his 
resolutions by a bare majority. When questioned upon the 
subject in the following session, the chancellor of the ex
chequer informed the House that steps had been taken by the 

1 'Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 3S, pp. 811-931. The consolidated funds of 
England and Ireland were united by S6 Geo. III. c. 98; and by 1 Viet. 
c. 2, various hereditary revenues of the crown were carried to this fund • 
• I Second Rept. Como. Pub. Accts. Com. Pap. 1873, v. 7, p. 207. 
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government to carry out in part the reforms proposed by the 
,resolutions.1 But it was not until ISH that the great object 
aimed at by Dr. Bowring was sought to be accomplished by the 
passing of a bill, which was introduced into parliament by Mr. 
Gladstone, .. to bring the gross income and expenditure of the 
United Kingdom, etc., under the more immediate review and 
control of parliament." I. By this act, it was intended that the 
whole of the gross revenues of the country, derived from the 
customs, excise (with the exception of certain drawbacks, dis
counts, and repayments), and other taxes (not including the 
land revenues of the crown, which are otherwise provided for), 
should be. paid into the exchequer, and the cost Gross ",venues 
of collectIon be defrayed out of votes of supply.8 payable to 

Besides the cost of collection, the revenue was exchequer. 

formerly chargeable with certain judicial and other salaries, 
pensions, and other payments, under the authority of various 
acts of parliament. By Mr. Gladstone's act, these charges 
were transferred either to the consolidated fund or to the 
annual supplies to be voted by' parliament.' Under the 
authority of this act a very large number of charges, previously 
paid out of the consolidated fund, were placed, thenceforth, 
in the annual estimates.' And, by the Act 19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 59, certain superannuations and other charges which still 
remained payable out of the gross revenues were directed to 
be removed from the same, and placed upon the consolidated 
fund, etc. The only payments remaining which could be 
legally charged upon the gross revenues were the charges on 
the land revenues of the crown-the net receipts only of 
which are payable to the consolidated fund, under the statute 
10 Geo. IV. c. So, § 113, and the Civil List Act of 1 & 2 
Vict.-and the drawbacks, bounties, repayments, and discounts, 
aforesaid. 

But, notwithstanding the acts of IS54 and 1S56, the 
intentions whereof were clearly to require the payment of the 

I HatU. D. v. 102, p. 499. 
• Aet 17 It 18 Viet. c. 94-
• Mr. Gladstone's speech, in' Hans. D. v. 130, p. 216; see also I6. v. 

13i' p. 301• '. 
As to the results which have followed from this improved system, see 

Peto on Taxa/;Im, ch. ix. .. on the Collection of the Revenue;" and 
Northcole on Finandtli Po/icy, p. 238. 

• Mr. Gladstone, in HatU. D. v. 169, P •. 1943. 
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whole revenue, minus the drawbacks, etc., above mentioned, 
into the exchequer, this result was not obtained, owing to an ~ 
omission in the acts of any provision to render such a course 
compulsory. Accordingly, the attention of the committee on . 
public moneys, in 1857. was directed to the matter, and they 
recommended the passing of a law to make it imperative on 
the government to pay the gross revenues to the exchequer, 
without any deductions than these above-mentioned, in order 
that all issues for the public service might receive the previous 
sanction of parliament They also suggested that, if possible, 

. the charges on the land revenues should be brought under the 
same parliamentary control.l By treasury minutes, dated 
February IS and December 23, 1858, the government agreed 
to this recommendation, excepting so far as the land revenues 
were concerned, which, for reasons stated, could not be carried 
out until a new civil list should be under consideration.2 But, 
although the treasury undertook to submit to parliament a bill 
to effect this desirable improvement, no such measure was 
brought forward, and this great reform remained partially 
uncompleted until the passing of the Exchequer and Audit 
Departments Act, in 1866, the tenth clause of which has 
made the practice obligatory. Before .the passing of this act, 
the cost of collection was still . deducted in some cases from 
the gross revenue; in other .instances part of the cost was 
paid out of the gross revenue, and another part voted by the 
House of Commons in the supplies of the year.8 

For considerations of public convenience, it is customary, 
Salaries in in the case of the l'evenue departJIlents generally, 
revenue to pay the salaries of employes, in the first instance, 
departments. out .of revenue receipts, and afterwards to repay 
these advances to the exchequer out of the parliamentary 
votes for the said departments. This practice has been 
tacitly approved by the committee of public accounts, and is 
sanctioned by the tenth .clause of the Exchequer Act' 

I Rep. Como. Pub. Moneys, p. 4; Com. Pap. 1857, 2nd sess. v. 9. 
• Ib. 1857-8, v. 34. p. 380; and 1860, v. 39. pt. i. p. 174. 
• Peto on Taxation, p. 210. But see Earl Grey on Pari. Govt. (new 

ed. pp. 85 -go) for remarks on evil effects attending this change. 
• Fifth Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. Com. Pap. 1871, v. II. p. 435; 

2nd Rep. Ib. 1873, v. 7, p. 250; Treasury Minute, Ib. 1867, v. 39, 
p. 337· 
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With this exception, therefore, the whole public revenue of 
the country, together with moneys received from CoDsolidated 
loans, is placed to the account of the consolidated fund. 

fund, out of which all public payments are made. Such 
payments are twofold: I. By authority of permanent grants; 
under acts of parliament.. 2. Pursuant to annual votes in 
committee of supply, payable out of the consolidated funds by 
ways and means annually provided. 

40 The Control of Parliament over Expenditure. 
The services provided for by permanent grants are in the 

proportion of about thirty millions to seventy Permanent 
millions of revenue. They are as follows :- graDIS. 

I. The National Debt,1 including the funded and unfunded 
debt; 2. The civil list; 3. Annuities to the royal family, and 
pensions; 40 Salaries and allowances of certain independent 
officers; S. Courts of justice; 6. Certain miscellaneous 
services, comprising interest and sinking fund of the Russian, 
Dutch, and Greek loans, compensations, etc. These charges 
are made payable out of the consolidated fund, by permanent 
statutes, from year to year, without any renewal of parlia
mentary authority.2 

The annual charges for the maintenance of the naval and 
military forces, for the collection of the revenue, AIioual 
and for the various civil services, are prepared in charges. 

the respective departments of state to which they severally 
belong, are afterwards revised and approved by the treasury, 
and are then submitted to the House of Commons a by 
command of the crown. 

I Amos, Prim ... of Ellg. Ctmlt. ed. J875, p. 222. For origin of national 
debt, see Macaulay, Hisl. of Ellg. v.4, p. 319. For particulars regarding 
several sinking funds established since 1716, and progressed opinion in 
parliament on question of sinking fund for reduction of national debt, 
see Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 35, pp. 1194-1214; 38 & 39 Viet. c. 45; 
treasury minute of July 23, 1881, on Mr. Gladstone's scheme for further 
reducing the national debt, Com. Pap. 1881, v. 17, p. 307. For pre
cautions taken to secure punctual payment of interest to tbe national 
creditor, aad also payment of other fixed cbarges by the Bank of England, 
on behalf of government, see Shillillg Ma/{. v. 4, p. 44. 

• For financial history of tbese great heads of expenditure, see Com. 
Pap. 1868-9, v. 35, pp. 996--1134. 

• It is not customary to send the estimates to the House of Lords. In 
1786 they applied for a copy, and were refused by the Commons. In 
1839 they succeeded in obtaining a copy, "almost for the first time in 
their history" (HaN. D. v. 159, pp. U4O> 1503). 
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. In order that the House may be informed, as early as poS
Presentation of sible, of the expenditure for which they will have 
the estimates. to provide, the following resolution was agreed to 
on February 19, 1821, and has ever since been complied 
with:-

" That this House considers it essentially useful to the exact 
performance of its duties, as guardians of the public purse, that, 
-during the continuance of the peace, whenever parliament 
shall be assembled before Christmas, the estimates for the 
navy, army, and ordnance departments should be presented 
before January 15 then next following, if parliament be then 
sitting; and that such estimates should be presented within 
ten days after the opening of the committee of supply, when 
parliament shall not be as.sembled till after Christmas." 

The estimates for civil services, commonly called the miscel
laneous estimates, together with those for the 
revenue departments and packet service, were 

usually presented somewhat later in the session. Since 1857, 
the committees on public moneys, on miscellaneous expendi
ture, and [on public accounts, have all recommended that 
these estimates should be laid on the table every session, as 
soon as possible after the meeting of parliament, but the' 
government experienced great difficulty in expediting their 
delivery.l On March 21, 1862, the House of Commons was 
informed by the chancellor of the exchequer (Mr. Gladstone) 
that, while it was most desirable to carrY out this recommenda
tion as strictly as possible, these estimates could not be pre
sented with the same regularity as those for military and naval 
services; inasmuch as their complete preparation depended 
not merely on other public departments, but upon members of 
commissions, governing bodies of institutions, and even on 
others who gave gratuitous services to the public j and that, if 
the House laid down any fixed rule on the subject it would be 
complied with, "but the effect would be that the miscellaneous 
estimates would be imperfect, and the practice of presenting 
supplementary estimates-one of the greatest financial evils 
the House could endure-would of necessity prevail." I 
. The objection urged by Mr. Gladstone in the foregoing 

Estimates. 

1 Treasury minute of Dec. 23, 1858, in Com. Pap. 1860, v. 39, pt. i. 
p. 176. 

• Hans. D. v. 165, p. 1930. 
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remarks against the practice of supplementary estimates is 
one that he has repeatedly pressed) upon the Su~plemeDtlU'J' 
attention of parliament. In 1862 he stated that he e'"mates. 
regarded such estimates "with great jealousy. Though very 
plausible in theory, he thought that in practice nothing tended 
so much to defeat the efficacy of parliamentary control as the 
easy resort to supplementary estimates. To render this control 
effectual, it wa, necessary that the House of Commons should 
have the money transactions of the year presented to it in one 
mass, and in one account. If it is to be a set of current trans
actions, with a balance varying (rem -time to time, the House 
would never know where it was. If supplementary estimates 
were easily and frequently resorted to, the House would be 
obliged, in self-defence, to appoint a permanent finance com·. 
mittee.'" 

The gradual augmentation of the general administrative 
business of the country, which has taken place since the peace 
oC I81S, and which is a proof of growing national prosperity, is, 
unavoidably accompanied by a proportionate increase in the 
demands oC nearly every department of the civil government
an increase moderate in each instance, but amounting to a 
considerable sum in the aggregate. I 

The increase in the civil service estimates is also attributable 
to additional duties imposed upon government by recent legis
lation in the supervision and control of various branches of 
industry; to increased grants in aid of education, for the pre
vention of crime, and for the relief oC local rates; and to the 
transference to the annual estimates of large items of expendi. 
ture previously charged upon the consolidated fund or the 
civil list, and not directly cognizable by the House oC Com· 

I Com. on Pub. Accts. Com. Pap. 1862, v. II, Evid. 1571 ; also Ham. 
D. v. 169, p. 1860; and debate on supplementary estimates submitted by 
Mr. Disraeli, in 1866, J6. v. 184. pp. 1292, 1673; v. 185, p. 499. But in 
regard to supplementary estimates submitted early in a session, to _ make 
good deficiencies in grants of a previous year--a practice now invariable 
--see Mr. Ayrton's observations, n. v. 194, p. 539. 

• See statement of votes and expenditure for civil services from 1835 to 
1869, Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 35, p. 1138; lb. 1868-9, v. 42, p. 627, etc. 
For a comparlsoll between the civil service estimates in 1853 and in 1877, 
see Ham. D. v. 233, p. 659; H. Mann, Cost of Civil Service, Statuto 
Soc. Jour. Iv. 32, pp. 40-47; Remarks on increase of navy estimates, Hans .. 
D. V. 192, p. 48. . . 
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mons. l These additional expenditures of government have 
often given rise to imputations of extravagance which probably, 
in some cases, have not been unfounded, and have naturally 

Proposed 
reduction in 
the public 
expenditure. 

led to various expedients, on the part of financial 
reformers, to· effect reductions in the same. The 
constitutional course of appointing a committee 
of public accounts will be noticed in its proper 

. place. Such committees, however, are necessarily limited to 
the investigation of past transactions, and to the consideration· 
of questions arising out of the management of financial matters 
by the executive government. 

Not content with legitimate inquiries into past expenditure, 
C 

. t attempts have occasionally been made to induce ommtttee 0 • 
revise the the House of Commons to appomt select com-
estimates. mittees to revise the estimates before they should 
be submitted to the committee of supply j but these attempts 
have been uniformly unsuccessful. In one or two instances, 
during the reign of William III., we read of the estimates, 
with other accounts, being referred to a select committee j' 
but since the doctrine of ministerial responsibility has been 
properly understood, no such proceedings have been per
mitted.8 

The estimates of the supplies required by government for 
Contents of the the service of the year are divided into separate 
estimates. ; votes, or resolutions, which appropriate specified 
sums for services specially defined, and for the period of one 
year. Some of the votes are for very large amounts, but, 
practically, there is no more difficulty in dealing with such 
votes than with any others, inasmuch as each vote is accom
panied, inthe printed estimates, with a list of the particular 
items, or heads, of expenditure, which are intended to be 
defrayed out of the same. In addition to the information 
thus afforded in regard to the proposed expenditure, the 
printed estimates contain numerous explanatory tables and 
notes, in relation to particular:branches of expenditure; and 
preliminary abstracts, lists of accounting departments, and 

1 Com. Pap. 1868-9, v. 35, pp. 1138-1141 ; Hans. D. v. 233. pp. 659-
662. -
. • n. v. 165. p. 1325. 

·1 . fThe statement in the text is too strong. The estimates were referreeJ 
p. 176; 'Iect committee in 1848. and the precedents for this course were 

• Hani.v Sir C. Wood in lb. v. 96. p. 1063.-Eduor.] . 
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statements of grants in aid of local taxation and expenditure. 
The estimates are now submitted to the House of Commons 
in much greater detail than formerly, in order to meet the 
increasing demand for full and accurate information upon all 
matters which concern the public expenditure.1 

The estimates for miscellaneous civil services S are now 
arranged under seven heads, or classes, of subjects, Civil service] 
viz. I. Public works and building.;; 2. Salaries and estimate •• 

expenses of public departments; 3. Law and justice; 4 .. Educa. 
tion, science, and art; S. Colonial, consular, and other foreign 
services; 6. Superannuation and retired allowances, and 
gratuities for charitable and other purposes; 7. Miscellaneous, 
special, and temporary objects. Then follow, as a separate 
class, estimates for the revenue departments, post-office, packet 
and' telegraph services. And a general index to the entire 
estimates is appended. 

The treasury expressed an opinion, in 1866, that hereafter 
it would be more convenient, not only as a means of facilitating 
discussion on the estimates in the House of Commons, but 
also in the subsequent preparation and audit of the 'appropria. 
tion accounts of the expenditure incurred, that the services 
conducted under the responsibility of distinct departments of 
the government should, as far as possible, be grouped together 
in a distinct series of votes. This opinion was concurred in 
by the committee of public accounts,· and has since been 
carried out.' The civil service estimates are now preceded by 
a statement showing the services in each class for which the 
several departments will be required to account, and to each 
vote is appended the sub-heads under which it will be accounted 
for. Moreover, pursuant to the Act 31 Vict. c. 9, in regard to 
extra receipts, votes for the precise amount required for each 
department are taken, while the receipts, heretofore applied in 
reduction of said amounts, are now paid into the exchequer. 

I Ham. D. v. 167, p. 56: n. v. 171, p. 322. 
• For account of miscellaneous civil service estimates, their classification 

gradual increase and revision, with view to reduction, see Peto on Taxation' 
p. 310: Rpts. of Com·. on Misc. Exp. in 1847-8, and Pub. Accts. in 186; 
and 1862, Mr. Gladstone, Ham. D. v. 174, p. 538. 

• Treas. minute, June 22; 1866, Com. Pap. 1866, v. 39, p. 143, etc.: 
Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. 1866, v. 7, pp. 557, 564: Special Rep. (Exch. and 
Audit Bill), Com. Pap. 1866, v.7, Evid. 193, 194, 207. 

• Ham. D. v. 197, P. 1191: Civ. Servo Est. 1868-9, and 1869-70. 
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This system has caused a considerable increase in the nominal 
amount of the votes, but it enables· the House to exercise a 
greater control over the expenditure of the various depart
ments.1 

When the estimates have been presented to the House, they 
are ordered to be printed for the use of members, and are 
referred to the committee of supply. 

The sittings of the committee of supply then commence.' 
Committee of When the navy or army estimates are under the 
supply. consideration of the committee, it is customary to 
permit members to animadvert upon the whole estimates, or 
upon naval or military matters generally, before the first vote 
is moved; and this opportunity is usually taken by the mover, 
to review the whole policy of the estimates. But, after the 
first vote, the discussion is strictly confined to the particular 
vote before the committee. 8 The civil service estimates used 
to be considered to be of too miscellaneous a description to 
be dealt with ina general statement;' but in 1877, in deference 

Explanations 
on going into 
committee of 
supply. 

to opinions expressed in the House of Commons, 
the chancellor of the exchequer undertook that the 
secretary of the treasury, before moving these 
estimates, should give some general explanations 

upon the progressive increase of civil service expenditure.-
Each resolution of supply is proposed from the chair in 

R I ti . the following words: "That a sum not exceed
co:'':tt<~:,~;n ing £_6 be granted to her Majesty" for 
supply. the object specified in the particular vote in the 
printed estimates. This motion may be either agreed to or 
negatived, but it is not competent for the committee to make 
any alteration therein which could change the destination of 
the vote,' or increase the amount proposed,B because the 

t Hans. D. v. 191, p. u61; Civ. Servo Est. 1869-70, Co",. PdP. 
1868-<}, V. 42, pp. 3, 12. 

• But in 1869 a vote on account was taken before the presentation of the 
estimates. 

• Hans. D. V. 181, pp. 1321, 1525; v. 223, p. 656. 
• I6. V. 181, p. 1783; V. 191, p. 984; and see Rep. Como. on· ParI. 

Business, Com. Pap. 1871, V. 9, p. 29: May, Pari. PrIK. ed. 188J, p.677. 
I Hans. D. V. 232, p. 1040; V. 233, p. 125. 
• Votes of parliament are not taken for fractions of a pound. 
r The speaker, Hans. D. v. 71, p. 295; I6. v. 169, p. 1774; v. 173, 

p. 1282 • 
• 1I-£;r. Df Pari. 1834, p. 615; Hans. ~D. v. 148, p. 392. So a motion to 
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House of Commons can only vote money pursuant to the
recommendation of the crown. In like manner, it is irregular 
to move an instruction to the committee of supply, as it is' 
only competent for the committee to consider the estimates 
which have been submitted to the consideration of the House 
by the crown.' 

The votes in committee of supply are usually proposed (or 
large sums for particular heads of service; but, as Votes in 
the separate items for which the supply is required supply. 

are detailed in the estimates, the practice of the. House (as 
altered in 18S7) permits of a question being put that any item. 
objected to .. be omitted from the proposed vote," or, "be 
reduced by the sum of £--," as the case may be. Where 
a general reduction of a partiCUlar vote is proposed, the 
question is first put upon the smallest amount proposed to be 
granted; and, in like manner, if more than one amendment 
be offered, conformably to the ancient order of the House, 
.. That where there comes a question between the greater and 
lesser sum, or the longer and shorter time, the least sum and 
the longest time ought first to be put to the question."· After· 
a motion for the reduction of a particular item in a vote has 
been proposed from the chair, it is not competent to propose 
a motion in relation to, or to debate, a previous item,8 but any 
question in regard to the same may be raised upon the report 
of the resolutions to the House. 

Formerly, when a motion had been put from the chair to 
omit or reduce an item in a vote, it was no longer Reduction of a 
competent to move for a reduction of the vote Yote. 

increase the number of men in a vote on the army estimates, though pro
fessedly intended merely to rectify an error in the calculations of ministers, 
was declared to be irregular (Hans. D. v. 169, p. 1267). 

I The speaker, Mir. Df Pari. 1828, p. 1972; but see proceedings in 
case of Capt. Ross, the Arctic navigator, to obtain for him a grant of £5000. 
Upon his petitioning the House of Commons, with the consent of the. crown: 
his petition was referred to a select committee, reported upon favourably, 
and then, his petition having been previously referred to the committee 
of supply, a vote was agreed to in supply on motion of a private member, 
to grant him the sum recommended hy the select committee (lb. 183'" pp. 
608, 797, 843, 2864). And see a similar case in regard to a vote proposed 
by Mr. Hume, in committee of supply, for the purchase of 1250 copies of 
Marshall's Digezt of Statistics, D. 1834, p. 1513. 

I May, Pari. Prae. ed. 1883, p. 671; Hans. D.v. 172, p. 1026. 
• lb. v. 179, p. 1286. 
VOL. II. P 
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generally.l But in 1868 this practice was altered, and a rule 
adopted to permit an amendment for a reduction of the whole 
vote, after a decision of the committee upon a particular item, 
on the ground that members ought to be always free to adopt 
the more constitutional course of moving the general reduction 
of a vote, leaving it to ministers to determine in what way the 
retrenchment could be best carried into effect. But after a 
question had been put for a reduction of the whole vote no 
motion can be made to omit or reduce any item.- But a 
motion for the reduction of a vote by a particular amount, if 
negatived, may be followed by another for a smaller reduction, 
provided only that a distinct and separate issue is thereby 
submitted.8 

It is irregular to move in committee of supply for the 
Motions in adoption of a general resolution in regard to any 
committee of particular vote,' or to move that a particular vote 
supply. be referred to a select committee. But a vote can 
be reduced, with the ulterior object of moving in the House 
for the appointment of a select committee to inquire into the 
question connected therewith. 6 

A vote proposed in· committee of supply may not, in point 
Postponement of form, be postponed, because there is no period 
ofa vote. to which it can be postponed.6 But the move~' 
may, with the consent of the committee, withdraw it, an 
submit it again on another day, with or without alteration, an 
either as a distinct vote, or in separate items. 7 

The committee of supply considers the money to be voted 
for the current year. Where the proposed grant is . 

In supply f h . f h fi money is voted not part 0 t e servIce 0 t e current year-as, or 
only for the instance; a permanent increase to judges' salaries 
~i::.:':; ~~:~ -it is more regular to propose it in any other 
~~~~i:'ees of committee of the whole House than the committee 
~e whole of supply, provided the queen's recommendation is 

ouse. first signified, and on their report a bill is ordered, 
or a clause inserted in a bill already before the House.8 

The entire sums proposed to be granted for particular 
I Hans. D. v. 148, p. 1083; v. 191, pp. 100!)-1013. 
I lb. pp. 1025-1033. 1464-1466. .' lb. v. 236, p. 592. 
• Mir. of Pari. 1831, p. 1826; 1831-2, p. 3472. 
• Hans. D. v. 172, p. 131. • D. v. 159, p. 549. 
r /llir. of Pari. 1839. p. 1408; 1840, p. 1867. 
• See May's Prat. ed. 1883, p. 693. 
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services are not always voted at the same time, but a certain 
lum is occasionally voted either" on. accoun.t" or as a vote of 
credit. 

Votes of credit are usually asked for on behalf· of contem
plated war expenditure, when it is necessary to Votes or 
have ample funds on hand, and impossible to credit. 

determine beforehand the exact amount required. 1 Never
theless, they should be strictly limited both as to their amount 
and object. In two or three instances only between the 
revolution and 1735 were unlimited votes of credit given to 
the ministers of the crown for army or navy purposes. Ever 
since, when the Commons have granted a vote of credit, they 
have named a specific sum in the Appropriation Act, and have 
prescribed the purpose to which it must be applied.' 

Votes II on account" were formerly restricted to occasions 
of unexpected emergency, arising out of ministerial Votes "on 
changes, when it was desirable to place at the account." 

disposal of government funds for the public service without 
specifically appropriating the same to particular items of 
expenditure. In such cases it is usual to vote a portion only 
of the yearly estimates, and in the following session to inquire 
into the expenditure thereof, in order to ascertain that it was 
duly appropriated to legitimate purposes.· When parliament 
is about to be dissolved, upon a ministerial crisis, it is obviously 
improper to call upon the House of Commons to vote either 
the full amount or all the details of the proposed estimates, 
and so commit the country to the financial policy of ministers 
whose fate is about to be determined by a general election. 
The duty of finally deciding upon these estimates should be 
reserved for the new House of Commons. Meanwhile the 
supply of credit should be restricted to such an amount as 
may be absolutely required for the public service, until tlJe 
reassembling of parliament, and the vote II on account" 
should not be regarded as in any degree pledging the House 
to an approval of the entire estimates.' 

I May's Prtu. ed. 1883, p. 680; Hans. D. v. 203, p. 1440. 
I Clode, Mil. Fore. oj llu Crown, v. I, pp. 124-127; Com. Pap. 1868-<}, 

v. 35, p. 1l71• '. 
• See 3 HatseJl, pp. 213-215. 
• Hans. D. v. 144, p. 2170; 10. v. 158, p. 1667. This course was fol. 

lowed, upon pending ministerial changes, in 1841, 1857, and 1859 (see 
May's Prac. ed. 1883, p. 678). 
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Within the last few yeaTs, however, the practice of taking 
SUrTenderof votes" on account" has become general.1 This 
unexpended is owing to the introduction of a new rule, making 
balance. all grants in supply applicable only to " payments 
to be made within the financial year," and requiring the 
government to surrender into the exchequer, at the end of the 
year, all unexpended balances. This change of system· was 
completely effected at the expiration of the financial year 

. terminating on MaTch 3T, 1863, when, "for the first time in 
our financial history, all the services WeTe required to surrender 
the balances standing to their credit," an arrangement which 
has necessitated an application to parliament, before the close 
of the first quarter of the new financial year, for a vote "on 
account," to meet the ordinary charges accruing therein.D 

But the balances are not surrendered until the public accounts 
committee have reported upon the various' appropriation 
accounts of the past financial year, and decided what is the 
right sum to surrender. Meanwhile they are available to 
meet expenditure of the said year, which has been actually 
incurred, but which has not yet been brought to account.8 

It is an established rule that a vote .. on account" should 
involve no new principle, but should merely provide for the 
continuation of services' which had been sanctioned in the 
previous year; and it is the practice not to take more than 
two or three months' supply, except in certain particular cases 
of public emergency; so that the committee, in agreeing to 
votes "on account," are not pledged to the estimates for the 
year, in anticipation of the opportunity to be afterwards 
afforded of voting them in detail' 

While the government are solely responsible for the pro-

R 'b'l' priety and extent of any application to the House 
esponSl 1 Ity l' I 

for grant of to grant supp les, the Commons are themse ves 
supply. responsible for voting the same. & The House' 
looks to the executive to state what is wanted, and to 

I CDm. Pap. 1868--9, v. 35, p. 142. 
• Chane. of Exch. in Hans. D. v. 170, p. 209; .llJ.v. 195, p. 524; V. 

210, p. 607. 
• 5th Rep. Come. Pub. Ace. Com. Pap. 1871, v. II, p. 613. 
• Hans. D. v. 181, p. 1780; and see 16. v. 195, p. 523; v. 197, p. 1440; 

v. 200, p. 1583; v. 205, p. 1034; v. 21 I. p. 1049. 
• 16. v. 191, pp. 1192, 1748, 1770. 
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make known to them all that is necessary to satisfy them 
of the expediency of the grant. If the information com
municated be not full and satisfactory, it is always in 
the power of the House to withhold the grant of any 
particular item until they are satisfied with the reasons given 
(or it.' 

It is the peculiar province of the government to decide upon 
the several amounts required to carry on the public service 
and to maintain the credit of the country at home and abroad. 
None others are equally competent to form a judgment on 
this question. On the other hand, the vigilant oversight 
which is constitutionally exercised by the House of Commons 
over the public expenditure is a continual check Effects of 

upon ministers, and serves to prevent profligate debates in 

and extravagant outlay,'which, in times past, when :~~~~br~ 
this control was less stringently applied, was of too expenditure. 

frequent occurrence. The debates on the estimates, though 
generally but thinly attended, have been productive of incal
culable public advantage. For, while it is impossible for a 
numerous representative assembly to scrutinize details of 
expenditure, and to form an accurate opinion in regard to all 
the items embraced in the estimates, equally devoid of extrava
gance or parsimony, nevertheless the moral influence which is 
exercised over the government by criticizing the votes sub
mitted for adoption in committee of supply is a more efficient 
and desirable restraint upon improper expenditure than even 
the formal rejection of particular votes.· 

The function of the House of Commons, in matters of 
supply, is to exert a watchful but general control Co II' 

h ' 'h' ntromg over t e executive government, Wit a view to, inftuence ofthe 

prevent unnecessary outlay, and to check abuses House. 

in the public expenditure j leaving to the ministers of the 
crown the responsibility, which properly belongs to their 
position, of asking for such supplies as the necessities of the 
state require, and of enforcing to the utmost a strict economy 
in the use of the funds entrusted to, them.' 

In' point of fact, since the introduction of parliamentary 
, Smith's Prsrl. Remem6. 1862, p. III. 
I See 16. 1861, p. 154; and 16. p. 146, Chatham Dockyard . 
• Sir S. Northcote, in Hans. D. v. 165, p. 890; Mr. Childers, lb. v,, 

192 , p. 938• 
• :;ee Grey, Pari. GIJ'tII. new ed. p. 88. 
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government, it has only been on rare and comparatively 

Items in the 
estimates 
rejected by 
the Commons. 

unimportant occasions that the demands of the 
crown f-or supplies for particular services have not 
been complied with. As a general rule, whatever 
sums ministers have stated to be required for the 

use of the 'state, the Commons have freely granted. 
Independently, in the first instance, of the committee of 

Bills involving supply, there is another mode of initiating pro
money charges ceedi.ngs for the grant of public money-namely, 
by the introduction of bills for the construction' of public 
works, the establishment . of new institutions, or. for other 
purposes, which necessitate, to a greater or less extent, new 
charges upon the people. Sometimes the government is autho
rized by such bills to undertake the construction of certain 
public works, the cost of which is to be defrayed out of the 
consolidated fund. 1 But usually such bills contain a clause 
providing that the charges in question shall be defrayed" out 
of moneys to be voted by parliament." Hitherto it has been 
customary to permit bills of this description to be introduced 
by private members, without reference to the government; 
but this practice led to so much irregularity, that, in the 

t be session of 1866, a new standing order was adopted, 
~~~mmended requiring the recommendation of the crown to be 
by the crOWD. given before the House will entertain any motion 
that will involve·a charge upon the public revenue, whether 
direct or out of moneys to be provided by parliament.2 This 
order is intended to place the responsibility for such bills, if 
not their initiation, in the hands of the government. But, in 
any circumstances, it is incumbent upon the House of 
Commons 'to exercise a strict oversight and control over 
measures of this kind, as well as over the direct financial pro
positions of ministers. 

There still remains an undisputed right, on the part of the 

Right ofthe 
House to 
refuse the 
supplies. 

House of Commons, to withhold altogether the 
supplies asked for on the part of the crown. Be
fore the introduction of parliamentary government, 
this formidable instrument of attack was often 

made use of to wrest from an arbitrary monarch the redress of 

I See the Fortifications Expenses Acts, passed in 1860 and following 
years to 1869. 

a See ante, p. 190. 
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grievances. But now there is no longer auy need to resort to 
such an extreme measure, and this once dreaded weapon " lies 
rusty in the armoury of constitutional warfare." .. The pre
cedent of 1784,1 on the first formation of Pitt's Soli'ary 
administration, is the solitary instance in which the instance. 

Commons have exercised their power of delaying the supplies. 
They were provoked to use it by the unconstitutional influence 
of the crown, in dismissing the Coalition ministry. But the 
dissolution showed that the country was with George III. and 
Pitt, and opposed to his opponents, and the new House 0 

Commons accordingly failed to take notice of the matter. 
Since that time the experiment of delaying the supplies has not 
been repeated. Their responsibility, indeed, has become too 
great for so perilous a proceeding. The establishments and 
public credit of the country are dependent on their votes, and 
are not to be lightly thrown into disorder. Nor are they 
driven to this expedient for coercing the executive, as they 
have other means, not less effectual, for directing the policy of 
the state." II 

The resolutions of the committee of ,supply are reported to 
the House on a future day; they are then agreed R I " r 

d· d . d h eso u IOns a to, Isagree to, or re-commltte , as t e case may committee of 
require. If, on consideration of the report, it be supply. 

1 In 1714 the prime minister, Mr. Pitt, was in a minority in the House 
of Commons, and it was well known that he was only waiting for the 
supplies in order to dissolve parliament. The estimates had passed 
through the committee of supply, when, on January 12, the House of 
Commons resolved thnt any public officer who, in reliance upon the votes 
in supply, should cause to be paid any sums of money for the public 
service, after the prorogation of parliament, and without the express 
authority of an Act of Appropriation, would be guilty of .. a high crime 
and misdemeanour, a daring breach of a public trust, derogatory to the 
fundamental privileges of parliament, and subversive of the constitution." 
Nevertheless, the prorogation and dissolution of parliament took place 
before the passing of the Appropriation Act. The new House of Commons 
was favourable to Mr. Pitt's administration, and it appearing, by returns 
furnished to the House, that ministers had abstained from using any moneys 
not actually granted by law, but such as the exigencies of the state impera
tively requtred, no further proceedings were had upon the matter (s Hat
sell, 206-209. See the comments and explanations of Mr. Perceval, 
chancellor of the exchequer in 1807, on this case, PlJrl. D. v. 9, p. 631). 
The snpplie~ in question were, however, re-voted in the next session, and 
included in the Appropriation Act, 24 Geo. III. sess. 2, C. 44. 

• May, Const. Hist. v. I, pp. 470-472; and see Hearn, Gtrut. of Eng. 
pp. 357-360. . 
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thought necessary to increase the sum granted by the- com
mittee of supply, the resolutions proposed to be increased 
must-be re-committed. The House may indeed lessen the 

- sum proposed to be granted without re-committal, but to in
crease the amount would be to impose a charge not previously 
sanctioned by the committee. _ 

"But these resolutions, although they record the sanction 
of the House of Commons to the expenditure submitted to 
them, and authorize a grant to the crown for the objects speci
fied therein, do not enable the government to draw from the 
consolidated fund the money so appropriated. A further 

_ Votes in !luthority.is required, in the shape of ~ resolution 
committees or 10 committee of ways and means,-whlch must be 
ways and embodied in a bill, and be passed through both 
means. Houses of Parliament, before practical effect can 
be given to the votes in supply, by authorizing the treasury to 
take out of the consolidated fund, or, if that fund be insuffi
cient, to raise by exchequer bills 1 on the security of the fund, 
the money required to defray the expenditure sanctioned by 
such votes. The votes in committee of supply authorize the 
expenditure; the votes in committee of ways and means pro
vide the funds to meet that expenditure. 

"The manner in which this provision is made is as follows: 
As soon after the commencement of the session as possible, 
when votes on account of the great services have been re-' 
ported, a resolution is proposed in committee of ways and 
means for a general grant out of the consolidated fund 
towards making good the supply granted to her Majesty. 

" This grant never exceeds the amount of the votes actually 
Ways and passed in committee of supply; upon this resolu
Means Acts. tion a bill is founded, which passes through its 
various stages, and finally receives the royal assent, at a very 
early period of the session j and then, but not before, the 
treasury are empowered to direct an issue of the consoli
dated fund to meet the payments authorized by the vote 
in supply of the House of Commons.s The constitutional 

I For the origin, history, and practice in regard to exchequer bills, see 
Ham. D. v. 161, p. _ 1309; v. 165, p. 131 I v. 180, p. 285; Report on 
Public Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857, 2nd sess. v. 9, pp. 532-538. 

• May, Pari. PrfU. ed. 1883, p. 683; Hans. D. v. 136, pp. 1310, 1395 ; 
Second Rep. Com". of Pub. Accounts, Com. Pap. 1863. v. 7. p. 479; see 
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effect of this- proceeding is that, until the queen an e HOfiJ,el"\l 
of Lords have assented to the grant of ways and s, t~ 
appropriation of the public money directed by the 
supply of the House of Commons is inoperative. These 
general grants of ways and means, upon account, provided by 
successive Acts of Parliament during the session, in anticipa
tion of the specific appropriations embodied in the Appropria
tion Act passed at the close of the session, may be viewed as 
the form in which parliament considers it most convenient to 
convey their sanction t() the ad interim issue of Ad' t • 

public money upon the appropriation directed by adv~~c~~'::£ 
the Commons alone, relying upon their final con- money. 

firmation being obtained at the close of the session. The 
final grant of ways and means to cover the whole of the sup
plies voted in the session is always Teserved for the Appropria
tion Act; thus, although the House of Commons at an early 
period of the session might have voted the whole of the 
supplies of the year, they could 'still hold their constitutional 
check upon the ministel' by limiting the grant of ways and 
means to an amount sufficient only to last such time as they 
might think proper to give him the means of carrying on the 
public service, and they are by such limited grants at all times 
enabled to prevent the minister from dissolving or proroguing 
parliament." 1 

When the first report of the committee of supply has been 
receiyed by the House, and agreed ~o, a ~ay is Committee o£ 
apPolDted for the House to resolve Itself IDtO a ways and 

committee "to consider of ways and means for means. 

raising the supply granted." 

Exchequer Act, 4 Will. IV. c. IS, § II ; and for examples oC Sessional 
Y/ays and Means Acts, see 13 Viet. Co 3, § 7; 21 Vict. c. 6, etc. 

• Report on Public Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9; Memo. on 
Financial Control, pp. 26, 27. See the Chanco of Excheq. observations in 
Iiam. D. v. 136, pp. 1310-1326, 1395. Parliament was dissolved in 18°7, 
before the Irish Money Bills had been passed, but the public expenditure 
was maintained out of moneys appropriated by parliamept (lb. v. 9, 
pp. 618, 631). On the death of George III., in 1820, the dissolution took 
place before the Appropriation Bill was passed. The Lords at first 
resented, but ultimately acquiesced in, this arrangement. Again, in 1831, 
during the Re(orm Bill crisis, parliament was dissolved before the Appro
priation 1Ii11 was passed. But the estimates were re-voted, and the moneys 
formally appropriated by the new parliament (Ib. V. 4; pp. 1631, 1635; 
May, Pari. Prae. ed. 683, p. 640, ".) 
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It is in the committee of ways and means that the financial 
Th b d statement of the chancellor of the exchequer is 

e u get. usually made. The introduction of the budget 
has been thus described: "Before, or soon after the close of 
each financial year 1 [which ends on March 3 I], the chancellor 
of the exchequer submits to the House of Commons a general 
statement of the results of the financial measures of the pre
ceding session, and gives .a general view of the expected 
income and expenditure of the ensuing year; he intimates at 
the same time whether the government intends to propose 
the repeal of any taxes, or the raising of money by the impo
sition oftaxes, or by loan, or otherwise. 

This exposition of the state of the finances for the past and 
ensuing year gives the House of Commons all the necessary 
information to enable them to exercise an important check 
upon the minister, by limiting his .means of raising .money to 
the sums actually required .for the public expenditure. If his 
statement shows a larger surplus revenue .than the House 'of 
Commons considers it prudent .to leave as a margin to the 
government, pressure is .immediately brought to bear upon it 
to procure a reduction .of taxation.; B if, on the other hand, 
the minister shows that the revenue will be insufficient to 
meet the expenditure, it rests exclusively with the House of 
Commons to grant or to refuse the demands which may be 
submitted to them for meeting that deficiency. The intention 
of this budget statement is not only to lay before the House 
of Commons the scheme of taxation for the ensuing year, but 
to satisfy them that the public income to be raised in the year 

_wl!Lbe sufficient, and no more than sufficient, to meet the 
expenditure which the government proposes to incur within 
the year." 8 

After the chancellor of the exchequer has concluded his 
Questions 
upon the 
budget •. 

financial statement, it is customary for members 
to rise and put questions to him with respect to 
any point which may require further explanation. 

J Changes have been made from time to time in the termination of the 
financial year (see Com. Pap. 1868-9, ·v. 35, p. 8I3). 

• Remarkable instances of yield of revenue in excess of estimate,Hans •. 
D. V. 210, p. 615; v. 218, p. 640' 

• Rep. on Public Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9; Memo. on 
Financial Control, by Sir G. C. Lewis (Chanc. of Excheq.), Ib. P.5I9. For 
the derivation of the word" Budget," see StatisticalJour. v. 29, p. 325 .. 
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This is a convenient practice, and is much to be preferred 
to that of raising, at once, a general debate upon the budget, 
as it enables the whole ministerial scheme to be laid before 
the country in a complete and intelligible shape.1 

As a general rule, all propositions directly dealing with the 
revenue derivable from customs, excise, or assessed M 

taxes, whether by way of increase or diminution, co~3e~d in 
ought to be treated in connection with the financial the budget. 

measures of the year, and should form part of the budget of 
the chancellor of the exchequer; so as to admit of the House 
exercising its constitutional control over all such measures at 
one and the same time, viewing them as parts of one com
prehensive plan. I But cases will sometimes arise wherein a 
departure from this rule is expedient: as, for instance, when 
there are reasons that make it desirable that a proposed duty 
should take effect from an earlier period of the year than that 
at which the financial statement is made; 8 or, where the 
object to be attained has no special reference to the revenue, 
but is for the regulation of trade.' 

. It is a recognized parliamentary rule, that no important 
measure can be advantageously considered by the House 
immediately after the statement of its principles by the 
minister of the crown. Thus the chancellor of the exchequer 
submits the financial statement, but never asks the assent of 
the House thereto until a future day; or if, for financial 
reasons, the affirmation is asked of any particular proposition, 
it is always considered a mere formal affirmation, and the 
merits of the question remain open to further consideration.' 
But the budget submitted on April 4, 1867, was an exception 
to the general rule. Being simple, concise, and generally 
acceptable, the resolutions of ways and means were moved, 
debated, agreed upon, and ordered to be reported to the 
House at the same sitting.s 

I Gladstone (Chane. of Excheq.), Hans. D. v. 183, pp. 165, 41I. 
• lb. v. 185, p. 499. _. 
• Duty on Dogs Bill, Ib. v. 185. p. 474-
• Sugar Duties. lb. pp. 348. 355; May. Par!. hac. ed. 1883. 

p.693. . 
• Mr. Gladstone, Hans. D. v. 185. p. 489l ID. v. 186. p. 1I30; lb. v. 

195, p. 433; v. 205, p. 1:531• 
• lb. v. 186. pp. II 10-1159. 
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All taxes are not necessarily proposed in the' committee of 
Taxes voted ways and means. Though the distinction is not 
in committee always observed, it is the usual practice to confinll :::r o":,d the deliberations of this committee to such taxes 
otherwise. as are more distinctly applicable to the immediate 
exigencies of the public income; and to consider, in other 
committees of the whole House, all fiscal regulations, and 
alterations of permanent duties, not having directly for their 
object the increase of revenue.1 Accordingly, it is irregular 
to move, in committee of ways and means, a general motion 
concerning taxation-as lethat it is expedient to equalize the 
duties levied on the descent of real and personal property;" 
or, an amendment deprecating an addition to the funded debt 
-though it is quite competent for a private member to 
propose a scheme of taxation, to raise the supplies required 
for the service of the year, by way of amendment to the 
government proposition.lI \ 

It is the invariable course, in committee of ways and means, 
to submit to the House resolutions which alter or impose 
taxation before those which are intended simply to repeal 
taxation.8 Upon the moving of the first resolution, though it 
may refer to but one specific proposal, members may discuss 
the whole financial statement.' 

Duties are either annually voted, upon the recommendation 
Annual and of the chancellor of the exchequer, in his budget, 
permanent or they are imposed for a term of years, or made 
taxation. permanent, by special Acts of Parliament. 5 Occa-
sionally certain duties heretofore voted annually are made 
permanent; 8 but while it is in the discretion of government 
to propose to parliament a greater or -less amount of per
manent taxation, from time to time, it is not desirable "to· 
vary the constitutional practice of always maintaining some 
large amount of taxation to be annually voted by the House." T 

It is right, however, that the great bulk of the revenue arising 
from taxation should be levied under permanent or ijuasi 

I May, Pari. Pree. ed. 1883, p. 693. 
I Mir. 0/ Pari. _ 1840, p. 3042; and OJ. 1841, sess. 2, p. 468. 
• Hans. D. v. 162, p. 1330. • Mr. Gladstone, OJ. v. 224, p. 290. 
• N orthcote, Financial Po/iry, passim. - _ 
• Hans. D. v. 162, p. 1981; v. 174. pp. 1986, 2021; Smith's ParI. 

R~m. 1864, p. 77; Hearn, Govt. of Eng". p. 357. 
r Hans. D. v. 90, p. 1343. 
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permanent Acts, in order' to maintain the public credit on 
a firm footing, and for the security of the commercial interests 
of the country, which would suffer if existing imposts were· 
liable to frequent change.1 

It is an important privilege of the House of Commons that 
sufficient time should be allowed for deliberation· Time to be 
upon any proposition submitted by government aUo'!ed to 

relative to taxation or public expenditure. I N 0 ~~~:~ all 
resolutions of the committee of ways and means questions. 

should be reported to the House On the same day on w:hich 
they are agreed upon in committee, except upon "urgent 
occasion."· When reported, they may be agreed to, negatived; 
or re-committed.· It is customary to report such resolutions, 
and move the concurrence of the House therein, upon the day 
following that upon which they have been agreed to in com
mittee, in order to avoid loss to the revenue by further delay.s, 
Bills are then ordered to be brought in to give effect to the· 
same, and every exertion is made by the Government to pass 
such bills with as little delay as possible; consistently with 
a due regard to the rules of parliament regulating the pro
cedure in matters of taxation. 8 

Pending the ultimate decision of parliament upon any bill 
for the imposition or alteration· of taxes, it is 

Ii th · New rates or customary or e executive government, upon duty imm .... 

their own responsibility, to give immediate effect dij,ely d 
to resolutions altering existing rates of duty, or en on:< • 

imposing new duties, as soon as they have been reported 
from the committee, and agreed to by the House; 1 unless, of 
course, the resolutions have been agreed to pro forma, and 
with a view that substantially the judgment of the House 
may be taken ata future stage.8 But this does not prevent 

, I Hans. D. v. 128, P. 951; Lord Derby, I/J. v. 163, p. 724; Sir S. 
N~rthcote, I/J. v. 166, p •. 1361. But see Mr. Disraeli's observations on this 
pomt, 16. v. 159. p. 1489.' " 

• 16. v. 137, pp. 1639. 1648• 
• 16. v. 158, pp. 1161, 1208; Smith, PtZI'l. RttneffW. 1860, p. 123. 

'. 3 Hals •. Pre(. ISo. ' 
• Hans. D. v. 133, p. 46 • 
• See case of Income Tax and Inhabited House Duties Bill, withdrawn 

for certain irregularities of procedure, 16. v.-z06, p. 631. 
, 16. v. 170, p. 636. 
• I/J. v. J95, pp. 479, 63 1• ' 
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the substance of such resolutions from being again discussed, 
at future parliamentary stages, with a view to their amend
ment or rejection.1 

Meanwhile, the new taxes are authorized to be collected by 
government, from the day named in the resolution, or from 
the date of passing the same, because it is not doubted that 
the bill which imposes them will become law, by the con
currence of the two other branches of the legislature. If such 
concurrence be withheld, the resolution becomes inoperative, 
and the duties levied by anticipation must be repaid to the 
parties from whom they had been collected.' 
. It is the invariable practice, when the duty on any par
New rates of ticular article is raised, to levy the new rate of duty 
duty: how on stocks in bond, and cargoes afloat, when they are 
levied. entered for consumption. This sometimes operates 
prejudicially to the interests of merchants who have imported 
largely ot the article in question, with the expectati~n tuat the 
duty will remain unchanged. But the hardship is unavoidable, 
as it would not be consistent with usage, or with the policy of 
government, to announce beforehand their intentions in such 
a matter.s 

Whenever the duty on spirits is increased by resolution of 
Duties on the House, it is customary to charge the increased 
spirits. rate of duty upon all spirits in the hands of dis-
tillers, whether they hold it in bond or duty paid; but not to 
charge the additional rate on spirits which have passed into 
the hands of wholesale dealers, even though they may have 
taken large and unusual quantities out of bond in anticipation 
of the increased duty. In 1855 the government desired to 
subject the article in the hands of dealers to the increased 
rate of duty; but precedents were against it, and they aban
doned the attempt' 

On the other hand, if the duty on any foreign commodity 
be reduced, it is customary for -the reduction of duty to come 

into operation the day after the adoption of the Duties on 
foreign resolution by the House; and it is entirely con-
commodities. trary to the usage of parliament to allow any 

1 Hans. D. v. 117, p. 1416; 16. Y. 158, p. 930, etc. 
• See the Att.-Gen. observations, OJ. v. 99, p. 1316; also lb. v. 

156, p. 1274; v. 160, p. 1827. 
• Chane. of the Excheq. 16. Y. 99, p. 1315. 
• 16. v. 137, p. 1789; 16. v. 140, p. 1853. 
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drawback upon stocks of the article in the hands of dealers, 
wholesale or retail; or to- allow them time for the disposal of 
their stock before the new duty' is enforced.1 But a dis· 
tinction has been drawn between manufacturers and dealers; 
and in 1870, upon the reduction of the sugar duties, ministers 
agreed to allow a drawback of duty on sugar remaining in any 
bonded warehouse, or under process of manufacture on the 
premises of refiners, and on stocks of manufactured sugar " in 
quantity not less than 100 cwt., and in packages unbroken in 
the hands of refiners," when the reduction of duty took 
place.' . 

The financial operations of government are not confined to 
propositions concerning supply and taxation, but necessitate 
various proceedings in the money market for raising the sup
plies voted by parliament, as well as for the regulation and 
management of the public debt. But the spirit of the consti
tution requires that all important operations which 

fi . . d k Ii h bl· All financial a nance mmlster may un erta e or t e pu IC operations to 
service should come under the review of parlia- be I~id before 

b Ii h . d· . ffi U·l parhament. ment e ore t ey are came mto e ect. ntl . 
the year 1861 the government had the power, through the 
medium of the commissioners for the reduction of the 
national debt, of funding and re-funding exchequer bills of 
every description (including supply exchequer bills, deficiency 
bills, and ways and means bills), without the cognizance of 
parliament j thus converting an instrument which had been 
issued, under the sanction of parliament, for a temporary pur
pose, in anticipation of the produce of the ordinary public 
revenue for the year, into a part of the funded debt of the 
country. In 1861, however, a measure was passed, at the 
instigation of the government, and in conformity with the re
commendations of the public moneys committee of 1857, 
which has deprived the government of the power of making 
any addition to the funded debt without the authority of 
parliament; 8 and it virtually requires the chancellor of the 
exchequer to submit to the judgment of parliament all his 

1 Hans. D. (Chanc. of the Excheq.) v. 178, p. 1241; v. 19'5, p. 585; v. 
200, pp. 1680, 1720; v. 201, p. 1787. 

• III. v. 201, pp. 1409, 1789. 
• 24 Vict. c. 5, as amended by 25 Vict. c. 3; and see Mr. Gladstone's 

speech on introducing the bill, in Hans. D. v. 161, p. 1309. 
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financial transactions which may effect any change in the con
dition of the funded or unfunded public debt 1 

The government have no right to fetter the judgment of the 
House of Commons in any matter involving a pecuniary 
Loans and liability upon the exchequer.' But whenever a 
financial loan, or financial contract, which has been entered 
contracts. into by government upon its own responsibility, is 
submitted for the approval of parliament, the sense of the 
House in regard to the same should be expressed with as little 
delay as possible.8 

In the exercise of their constitutional functions, the House 
of Commons not infrequently dissent from the financial propo
sitions of ministers. Thus, in 17 II, a duty on leather was 
proposed, and rejected on a division by a majority of the 
House. But ministers did not give up their point. They 
brought forward a motion for the same amount of duty upon 
"skins and tanned hides "-that is, leather under another 
name-which was agreed to by the House.' In 1767, on a 

Budgets 
rejected or 
amended by 
the House. 

proposal to continue the land tax of four shillings 
in the pound for one year, an amendment, to re
duce the tax to three shillings, was carried. This 
was the first occasion, since the revolution, on 

which a minister had been defeated on any financial measure. G 

Throughout the French war the Commons, with singular 
unanimity; agreed to every grant of money, and to nearly 
every new tax and loan, proposed by successive administra
tions.8 But in 1796 Mr. Pitt proposed a succession duty upon 
real property, which, being agreed to only by the casting vote 
of the speaker, he was reluctantly obliged to abandon.7 Again, 
in 1805, Mr. Pitt's budget was amended by the rejecting of 
the duty upon husbandry horses, against which the landed 
gentry combined.8 In 1816, after the close of the war with 
France, when the government were desirous of continuing the 
property tax for a longer term, the feeling of the House was 
so strongly opposed to the continuance of war taxes after 
peace had been obtained, that the chancellor of the exchequer 

1 Mr. Gladstone, i.n Hans. D. v. 170, p. 104; Ib. v. 186, p. 751. 
• Ib. v. 186, p. 751. 
• Ib. V. 132, p. 1490. • Pa,.l. Hist. v. 6, p. 999. 
• Ib. v. 16, p. 362. • May, Const. Hisl. v. I, p. 471. 
, Stanhope's Pill, v. ~, p. 369. • D. v. 4t p. 267. 
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was defeated on the 18th of March, in committee of ways and 
me1ns, upon his motion for the renewal of the property tax. 
After this, he voluntarily abandoned the war duties upon malt, 
amounting to about £2,700,000. Altogether it has been com
puted that the government lost, on this occasion, about twelve 
millions of anticipated revenue.1 

It is somewhat remarkable that the great ministerial defeat, 
recorded in the preceding paragraph, was so 
quietly accepted by the government, and did not :?~:~1tat. a 
lead to a ministerial crisis. But the true doctrine c'!a~ge of 
on this point is that which was expressed by Lord m'D •• try. 

John Russell, in 1851, after the government had sustained a 
defeat on some financial proposition. He remarked that 
" questions of taxation and burdens are questions upon which 
the House of Commons, representing the country, have 
peculiar claims to have their opinions listened to, and upon 
which the executive government may very fairly, without any 
loss of its dignity-provided they maintain a sufficient revenue 
for the credit of the country and for its establishments-recon
sider any particular measures of finance they have proposed." t 
To the same etTect, Mr. T. Baring, the under secretary for war· 
in Lord Palmerston's administration, said; in 1861, after the 
rejection by the House of Lords of the bill for the repeal of 
the paper duties-which formed part of the financial measures 
of government for that year-" I am happy that we live at a 
time when experience has shown that a budget may be modi
fied or rejected without any change in the position of the 
ministry. I am glad that we have seen budgets withdrawn, 
and fresh ones introduced. We have seen taxes remitted, or 
taxes the remission of which, when proposed, has been 
refused, without any etTect upon the cabinet In fact, a 
change of the budget does not involve a change of ministry ; 
and 1 rejoice that it is so, because I think it would be most 
unpardonable obstinacy on the part of public men to adhere 
to the terms of a budget which was opposed to the wishes and 
feelings of parliament. It would be unfortunate for the free 
exercise of the judgment of this House, if the rejection of any 

I Hant. D. ~1816), v. 33, p. 4S1 ; Knight, Hisi. Df En,r. v. 8, p. S3 ; 
Yonge, Life tJf Ld. Liverpool, v. 2, pp. 270; etc. 

• Hant. D. v. 116, p. ·634. Sir R. Peel had expressed a similar opinion 
in 1841. 
ro~lt Q 
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portion of a budget were to be construed into a vote of want 
of confidence." 1 

In proceedings in parliament upon matters of supply ,and 
taxation, the two Houses do not stand on the same 
footing. Although the consent of both Houses is 
indispensable to give legal effect and validity 
thereto, yet, from a very early -period, the Commons 

Rights of the 
Commons in 
the grant of 

. supply. 

have succeeded in maintaining their exclusive right to originate 
all measures of this description. They have gone further, and 
have claimed that such measures should be simply affirmed or 
rejected by the LordS, and should not be amended by that 
House in the slightest particular. The Lords have practically 
acquiesced in this restriction; although they have never 
formally consented to it. I 

The questions in controversy between the two Houses in 
matters of supply have been elaborately discussed in the 3rd 
vol. of Hatsell's Precedents, and in May's treatise on the 
Practice of Parliament " it would therefore be superfluous to 
enter upon them here; suffice it to say that the proceedings 
between the two Houses on this subject are now in strict con-

• [ormity with the resolution of the Commons on July 3, 1678, 
s r th which declared that "all aids and supplies, and 
s.:i~~ift\f t~e aids to his Majesty in parliament, are the sole gift 
Commons. of the Commons; and all bills for the granting of 
any such aids and supplies ought to begin with the Commons, 
and that it is the undoubted and sole right of the Commons 
to direct, limit, and appoint in such bills, the ends, purposes, 
considerations, conditions, limitations, and qualifications of 
such grants; which ought not to be changed or altered by the 
House of Lords." 

Without abandoning the abstract right of dealing with bills 
Practice of the of supply and taxation as they may think fit, the 
Lords in Lords seldom attempt to make any but verbal 
.upply. alterations, in which the sense or intention is not 
affected; but even in regard to these, when the Commons 

I Hans. D. v. 162, p. 901 ; and see Mr. Disraeli's observations, In. v. 
205, p. 1658 ;.v. :u5, p. 1351. [The only instances during the present 
century, in which a ministry has retired from office in consequence of defeat 
on a budget, are the resignation of Lord Derby's first ministry in December. 
J852, and of Mr. Gladstone's ministry in June, 188S.-Edjtor.] , 

• /b. v. 163. pp. 720, 722. 
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have accepted them, they have made special entries in their 
journal recording the character and object of the amendments, 
and their reasons for agreeing to them. l 

Of late years an attempt has been made, by an ingenious 
process of reasoning, to establish a distinction between the 
right of the Lords to reject a bill imposing a tax and one. 
repealing a tax. But this distinction is fallacious, and is not 
warranted either by precedent' or by constitutional authority.· 
In 1860, a measure for the repeal of the paper Paper duties 
duties was submitted by the chancellor of the case. 

exchequer in his budget, and in due course was sent up to the 
House of Lords in a separate bilI. The duty yielded a revenue 
of £1,300,000 per annum, to make up for the loss of which it 
was proposed to add a penny in the pound to the income tax. 
This recommendation was agreed to by both Houses; but the 
Lords refused to concur in the remission of the paper duties, 
on the ground that the state of the public finances, and the 
condition of the country, then on the eve of war with China, 
did not warrant the sacrifice of such a large amount of revenue. 
Other injurious consequences were also predicted as likely to 
result from a repeal of the duty on this article of manufacture; 
Whereupon the second reading of the bill was postponed for 
six months. After the House of Commons became officially 
cognizant of this fact, they appointed a committee to search 
the journals of both Houses, in order to ascertain the practice 
of parliament with regard to the several descriptions of bills 
imposing or repealing taxes. On June 29> this committee 
reported numerous precedents, which were set forth with great 
care and perspicuity; but they refrained from offering any 
opinion, or from making any comments upon the practice of 
each House, except to illustrate and explain. On July 5, 
Lord Palmerston (the premier) proposed to the House of 
Commons the following resolutions :-

.. I. That the right of granting aids and supplies to the 
crown is in the Commons alone, as an essential part of their 
constitution; and the limitation of all such grants, as to the 
matter, manner, measure, and time, is only in them. 2. That 
although the Lords have exercised the power of rejecting bills 

• See 'May's PIJri. Prtu:. ed. 1883, p. 639; citing precedents. 
I Report of Come on Tax Bills, Com. PIJP. 1860, V. 22, pp. 125-134. 
• See Cox, Inst. p. 188. . 
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of several descriptions relating to taxation by negativing the 
whole, yet the exercise of that power by them has not been 
frequent, and is justly regarded by this House with peculiar 
jealousy, as affecting the right of the Commons to grant the 
supplies and to provide the ways and means for the service of 
the year. 3. That to guard for the future against an undue 
exercise of that power by the Lords, and to secure to the 
Commons their rightful control over taxation and supply, this 
House has in its own hands the power so to impose and remit 
taxes, and to frame bills of supply, that the right of the 
Commons as to matter, manner, measure, and time may be 
maintained inviolate." 

In the following session (1861), the chancellor of the 
exchequer, conformably to the principle asserted in the third 
resolution aforesaid, embodied his whole budget propositions, 
including resolutions for .the repeal of the paper duty, in one 
bill Great exception was taken to this course by a powerful 
minority in the House of Commons, and it underwent con
siderable discussion. Notwithstanding these objections, no 
attempt was made to oppose the passing of this bill, or to 
introduce any amendments therein; its opponents contenting 
themselves with recording, in an elaborate protest, all the· 
arguments that had been adduced against it.l 

Following the precedent so successfully established, the 
Co chancellor of the exchequer determined to intro-
inciud~~~e duce the budget. propositions of 1862 in one 
:~~~tf.::,~g~ general bill.' Leading members of the Commons 
one bill. strenuously protested against this course, as being 
a serious restriction upon the opportunities for discussing 
these important financial measures, but without avails It 
was commented upon somewhat severely in the House of 
Lords on this ground, but the colonial secretary (the Duke of 
Newcastle) contended that the new practice of combining the 
whole budget resolutions in one bill was merely a resort to 
former constitutional usage, and was sanctioned by high 
authority. MteJ: some further debate, the bill was concurred 
in without amendment. In like manner, the financial pro-

I Hans. D. v. 163, p. 1I66; Lords Jour. v. 93, p. 378. 
I Hans. D. v. 166, p. 772. 
I ft. pp. 1561-1567. 
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positions of government in each year from 1862 to the present 
time have all been included in one billl 

We will now proceed to consider the subject of money 
bills, which are of three kinds, viz. tax bills, M Bills. 
bills of supply, and bills of appropriation. All oney 

these bills have a peculiar form of preamble,· which intimates 
that the revenue or grant of money is the peculiar gift of the 
House of Commons, and such bills are invariably presented 
for the royal assent by the speaker of the House of Commons.1 

Tax bills, for raising revenues to be applied towards the 
services of the coming year, are founded upon resolutions of 
the committee of ways and means. 

In like manner, bills of supply, or rather of ways and 
means, authorizing an advance out of the consolidated fund, 
or the issue of exchequer bills, towards making good supplies 
which have been voted by the House of Commons for the 
service of the year, emanate from the committee of ways and 
means. 

When the committees of supply and ways and means 
have finished their sittings, a bill is introduced,· which 
enumerates every grant that has been made during Appropriation 
the session, appropriates the several sums, as BiU. 

voted by the committee of supply, which shall be issued and 
applied to each separate service, and directs that the said 
supplies shall not be used for any other than the purposes 
mentioned in the said act. This is known as the Consolidated 
Fund Bill, or, more generally, as the Appropriation Bill. .By 
this act, which completes the financial proceedings of the 
session, the supply votes, originally passed by the Commons 
only, receive full legislative sanction. The appropriation is 
always reserved for the end of the session, and it is irregular 
to introduce any clause of appropriation into a revenue or 
other bill passing through parliament at an earlier period; for 
the questions of ways and means and of appropriation s~ould 
be kept perfectly distinct.' 

I Ham. D. v. 170, p. 851; v. 183, p. 1128; May, Pari. Prat:o ed. 1883, 
p. 650. On May 17, 1:s66, Mr. Visraeli took occasion to reiterate his 
conviction that this course was attended with considerable inconveniences. 

• Cox, but. 198. 
• HaIlS. D. v. 189, p. 1340. . 
• The speaker in Mir. of. Pari. 1841, p. 931; and see Han.r. D. v. 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

By constitutional practice, the speaker of the House of 
Commons, as the guardian of its privileges, is 

Duty of the • d k . h f h fi 'al speaker in requIre to ta e oversig tot e nanCI pro-
mattjrs of ceedings of the House during the session, and it is 
supp y. his duty to ascertain that every bill for giving ways 
and means to the treasury is kept within the amount of the 
votes in supply already granted. At the close of the session 
he checks the final balance between the full amount of the 
votes in supply and the ways and means previously authorized, 
and limits the final grant of ways and means in the Appropria-
tion Act to that amount. 1 . 

The constitutional rule, now so well understood and acknow
Appropriation ledged," That the sums granted and. appropriated 
clauses in bills by the Commons for any specIal servIce should be 
of supply. applied by the executive power only to defray the 
expense of that service," I although not wholly unrecognized 
in earlier times,s was first distinctly enunciated and partially 
enforced soon after the restoration. But it was not until the 
revolution of 1688 that this great principle was finally 
established and incorporated into the system of parliamentary 
government.' At this epoch Solicitor-General (afterwards 
Lord) Somers and Mr. Sacheverel, by special direction of the 
House of Commons, framed some appropriation clauses with 
great care, which were included in the statute I Wm. & Mary, 
s. 2, C. I.. These clauses were not formally repeated in sub
sequent bills of supply, but they are referred to as to be "put 
in force and practised" in various succeeding statutes. Thence
forth it became the established and uniform practice, "that 
the sums granted by the House of Commons for the current 
service of the year should, by a special appropriation, either 
in the act for levying the aid or in some other act of the same 
session, be applied only to the services which they had voted." 
This doctrine has been enforced, from time to time, by penalties 
imposed by Acts of Parliament upon officers of the exchequer 
and others who should divert or misapply the moneys granted 
170. pp. 1897. 1914; and Lord Grey's Colonial Poliry. v. I, p. 421. But 
this was not formerly the case (see Pa,.l. D. v. 9. p. 632). 

I Report on Pub. Moneys, Com. Pap. 1857. sess. 2. v. 9; Mnn. on 
Financial Control, pp. 5. 27. 76. 

• 3 Hatsell, 210. 
• See Hargrave'sJudidal A"gummls, v. 2. pp. 397-402. 
. ~ Hats. 202. 
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to any other purpose i and a violation of the same is a mis
demeanour, that has been declared to be a sufficient ground 
for a parliamentary impeachment.' 

The modern form of the appropriation clause, afier enumera
ting the grants of the session, and applying them Form 01 the 

to their respective services, is as follows: "That ar:ropriatioD 
the said aids and supplies shall not be issued or C use. 

applied to any use, intent, or purpose, other than those before 
mentioned, or for the other payments, etc., directed to be 
satisfied by any acts of parliament, etc., of this session." A 
clause of this description was invariably inserted in the annual 
Appropriation Acts up to the year 1869. But, in point of 
fact, it has been authoritatively stated, that though, as a 
declaration of constitutional principle, the said clause might 
reasonably be inserted in any Appropriation Bil~ yet that "it 
was in point of law mere surplusage, because the government 
had no authority to appropriate those moneys to any other 
purposes than those for which parliament had appropriated 
them."· Accordingly, since 1870, the clause has been 
omitted j and the act itself materially simplified and abbre
viated. 

The Appropriation Act also contains a provision, that the 
expenditure for navy and army services shall be Authority 
confined to those services respectively, but that given to use 

" if a necessity shall arise for incurring expenditure :;u.:d ':!.vy 
not provided for in the sums appropriated" for the gr"kts ~ 
said services, .. and which it may be detrimental d.'fici~~cies 
to the public service to postpone until provision .h...,m. 
can be made for it by parliament in the usual course," appli
cation shall be made to the treasury, who are empowered to 
authorize such additional expenditure to be temporarily 
defrayed out of any surpluses which may have accrued by the 
saving of expenditure upon any votes within the b. 
same departments; "provided that the House of ~;P~~alt:Cthe 
Commons shall be duly informed thereof, in order ~use of 

to make provision for such deficient expenditure DUDOD& 

• 3 Hats. 206. Cases cited in. Lord Monteagle's Report, COlli. Pap. 
18i7, &eSS. 2,..v. !J, p. 567; and see HatU. D. v. 164, p. 1740. 

Mr. Gladstone, in I6. v. 164, p. 1745. But the treasury may 
refrain from expending money granted for a particular purpose, if not 
aatisfied with the propriety of the expenditure (16. v. 204, p. 1(69). . 
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as may be determined; and provided also, that the aggregate 
grants for the navy and army services shall not be exceeded." 1 

The constitutional restrictions upon the grant of money, 
Procedure otherwise than through the committee of supply, 
uApon th~. necessarily confine the action of the House ot 

ppropflation C . 
Bil~ at its ommons In respect to money votes to the pro-
¥anous stages. ceedings of this committee, and to the decision 
upon_ their· resolutions, when reported to the House. A 
motion to address the crown, that a vote which had been 
reported from committee of supply, and agreed to by the 
House, should not be expended, was declared by the speaker 
to be irregular and out of order.2 Technically, such vote 
could, of course, be struck out of the Appropriation Bill.s 
But in practice this bill has been defined by Lord Palmerston 
to be "simply a form that is required by the constitution, and· 
not a bill to give rise to any discussion." And, while he did 
not" dispute the power or right of the House to make any 
alteration it. pleased in a bill as it passed through its several 
!itages, it had never been a custom, by alterations in the 
Appropriation Bill, to rescind the previous acts and votes of 
this House.'" Amendments which did not affect the deter
minations of the committee of supply have,· though very 
rarely, been made in the Appropriation Bill during its progress 
through the House.' 

Debates and amendments upon the Appropriation Bill are 
governed by the rules a~plicable to other bills, .and must 
therefore be relevant to the bill, or some part of it, and 
should not be allowed the latitude practised on going into 
committees of supply and of ways and means.s But this 
rule does not preclude a member from making observations 
upon the general conduct of public business or from bringing 
a question of foreign or domestic policy before the House, 
upon the motion for going into committee on this bill, or 
upon the second or third reading, if it be a question that 
"arises out" of any of the votes thereby appropriated..' 

• 37 & 38 Viet. e. 56, § 4; HaHS. D. v. 143. p. 563. 
• lb. v. 164. p. 1500. • lb. p. 1502. 
, lb. pp. 1750, 1751 ; and see v. 176, p. 1866. 
• See Com. Jour. July 22. 1858. . 
• Hans. D. v. 143. pp. 560. 641 ; v. 180, p. 836. 
• lb. v. 143. p. 643; v. 176. p. 1859; v. 189. p. 1526; v. 213. pp. 644. 

709 l v. 226, pp~ 652~83. 778 • v. 231, pp. 8ZI l UI9, ll5B. 
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In 1863 the chancellor of the exchequer (Mr. Gladstone) 
introduced the practice of submitting to the House, , 
upon the third reading of the Appropriation Bill, !~:: ~rt .. 
a rectified statement of the estimated revenue and estimated d 

d' ti h' H' d revenue an expen lture or t e ensumg year. e pomte out expendi~ure 
the alterations which had been made in the original for ensumg 
estimates since they had been introduced, in con- year. 
sequence of certain items of revenue which had been asked for 
by government not having been granted by the House; and 
noticed the effect of certain items of expenditure which had' 
been authorized pursuant to supplemental estimates upon 
the general balance, as stated on the opening of the 
budget.' 

In 1864 Mr. Gladstone made a similar statement, upon the 
motion for going into committee on the Appropriation Bill; I 
but not in 1865. On July 23, 1866, Mr. Disraeli informed 
the House of the altered position of the public finances since 
the budget of his predecessor in office had been submitted. 
But these have been exceptional cases; as a rule it is now
admitted that the government should make their budget state-
ment as explicit and accurate as possible, and not so as to 
need subsequent rectification.s 

On account of the formalcbaracter of the Appropriation 
Bill, it had been customary to abstain from printing A " 
• . ppropnatlon 
It for the use of members. But, as complamts Bi!l to be 
were made of alterations in the working of the bill prmted. 
having been occasionally made which were unknown to 
members generally, it was resolved, in 1863, .that thenceforth 
a sufficient number of copies of all Appropriation Bills should 
be printed, and delivered to members applying for the same, 
in time for consideration before the committal of such bills.' 

When the' Appropriation Bill has passed both Houses, and 
is ready for the royal assent, it is returned into the To be pre
charge of the Commons until the time appointed .. nted by the 

for the prorogation of parliament, when it is carried ,~r."!,;:-Jor 
by the speaker to the bar of the House of Peers, assent. 
and there received by the clerk of the parliament, for the 

1 Hatu. D'-v. 172, p. 1268. 
I 16. v. 176, p. 1857. 
• Sir S. Northcote and Mr: Gladstone in lb. v. 226, pp. 513,522. 
• 16. v. 169, pp. 730, 1863. ' 
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royal assent. When the sovereign is present in person, the 

Speech of the 
speaker on 
presenting 
money bills. 

speaker prefaces the delivery of the money bills 
with a short speech. "The main criterion by 
which the topics of these speeches have been 
selected appears to have been the political impor

tance of the measures 'which have employed the attention of 
the House of Commons during the preceding session, unlimited 
Presentation of by any consideration of their progress or their 
money bills. failure." Even the" peculiar privilege and concern 
of the House of Commons" has been noticed in such 
addresses. l On one occasion some observations of Sir Fletcher 
Norton, in his speech on presenting the Supply Bill, became 
the subject of remark and complaint in the House of Com
mons, on account of their un courtly style; but his friend Mr. 
Fox having come to the rescue, Sir Fletcher was formally 
thanked by the House for his speech, I At the close of the 
speaker's address, the money bills are tendered for the royal 
assent, which they receive before any of the other bills await
ing the royal sanction; and in a peculiar form of words, which 
acknowledge the supply to be the free gift of the Commons.s 

1 Pa,.l. D. v. 27, pp. 479, 481 l and see Colcheste,. Diary, v. 2, ;" I()(o. 
I May, Com. Hist. v. I, p. 200. ' 

• May, Pari. Prae. ed. 1883, p. 690. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

PARLIAMENTARY CONTROL OVER THE ISSUE AND EXPENDI
TURE OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

HAVING explained the constitutional procedure in respect to 
the grant of public money for the service of the Parliamentary 
state, we have next to consider the regulations ~ontrol over 

which have been established by law for the pur- :~:!,~i::'re or. 
pose of preventing the illegal issue or expenditure public money. 
thereof. 

Strange as it may appear, "there has always been a marked 
contrast between· the jealous susceptibility displayed by the 
House of Commons in asserting their exclusive right to grant 
the supplies, and the indifference with which (until very lately) 
they have abandoned the final appropriation of the supplies, 
when granted, to the unchecked discretion of the executive 
government." 1 

Of late years, however, the constitutional control of parlia
ment over the public expenditure has been exercised with 
great vigilance and effect. In the fulfilment of this important 
function, the House of Commons is assisted by three distinct 
tribunals, each of which has appropriate duties to discharge •. 
These are: I. The department of the exchequer and audit; 
2. The treasury; and 3. The standing committee on public 
accounts. The sphere of action which belongs to these 
several departments will be apparent, as we proceed to con
sider their respective functions. 

The subject will naturally divide itself into four heads. I. The 
control which is exercised over the public revenue, its receipt, 
custody, and issue, by the department of the exchequer· and 
audit; an offiCe which was duly consolidated and regulated by 
the act 29 & 30 Vict. c. 39, passed in 1866. 2. The control 

1 Com. Pap. 1865, v. 10, p. 123. 
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which is exercised over every branch of the public expenditure 
by the lords commissioners of her Majesty's treasury. 3. The 
operation of the system of audit, which is now applicable to 
all accounts of past expenditure, in every department of state. 
4. The supervision over the issue and expenditure of public 
money which is exercised by the standing committee on 
public accounts. 

I. The Control over the Public Revenue lJy the Department of 
Exchequer and Audit. 

The check upon unauthorized expenditure is primarily 
Control over effected by vesting the power of issue in the 
the issue of exchequer,· an office which is quite independent of 
t~b~~~ money the treasury, and is presided over by a comp
exchequer troller-general, who is appointed during good 
department. behaviour, and is in fact a parliamentary officer, 
responsible to both Houses, and liable to impeachment, as 

. well as to dismissal, upon their joint address.1 

The functions of the exchequer, as defined by the commis-
Functions sioners of public accounts in 1831, consist in-(I) 
of the the receipt and safe custody of the public treasure j 
exchequer. (2) a control over the crown and its ministers in 
relation thereto; (3) the duty of record! 

Formerly, the exercise of the functions of the exchequer 
was a very complex affair, owing to the excessive number of 
officers, and the cumbrous forms which had to be resorted to, 
in order to put its authority in operation. But in 1834, pur
suant to the recommendations of the commissioners aforesaid, 
a statute was passed which abolished several of the subordinate 
officers, simplified the machinery of business, and transferred 
to the comptroller-general all the prescriptive powers and 
duties previously exercised by other functionaries in this 
department . 

The essential powers which are now possessed by the 

1 Act 4 & 5 Will. IV. c. 15. sec. 2. This statute, under which the 
ancient office of the exchequer was remodelled and reformed, was passed, 
on the recommendation of a commission of inquiry into the public accounts, 
in 1831 (Com. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9. p. 569). See debate in House of 
Commons, on office of comptroller of the exchequer, on Feb. 27, 1840. 

• Rep. Corn. of Pub. Accts. on the Exchequer, Com. Pap. 1831, v. 
10, p. 16. 
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exchequer have been thus described: "It is the great con
servator of the revenues of the nation. It does not exercise 
any authority ovcr the administrative departments of receipt, 
nor over the departments of payment further than to guard 
against the illegal application of any portion of the public 
income. The constitutional functions of its officers, who hold 
their situations for lire, are to provide for the safe keeping and 
proper appropriation of the public money. For this purpose 
it is charged with the receipt of the revenues, which are vested 
in its name, and deposited in its care, until issued under the 
authority of parliament for the service of the state; and it is 
armed with a power of denying its sanction to any demands 
upon it, from whatever minister or department they may be 
made, unless those demands are found in accordance with the 
determinations of the legislature." 1 . 

Moreover, the office of comptroller of the exchequer renders 
it absolutely necessary that parliament should be assembled at 
least once in every year, and that it should not be prorogued 
before the passing of an Act of Appropriation; because it is 
the duty of this high functionary to refuse to permit the issue 
of any public money except under the authority of an act of 
parliament. . 

In the year 18S7, Sir G. C. Lewis (the then chancellor of 
the exchequer) laid before ~he committee of the ProJ>950d 
House of Commons on public moneys a proposal union of the 

that the office of the receipt of her Majesty's :~~h:~:li": 
exchequer should be abolished, and its functions offices. 

of control transferred to the commissioners of audit, with 
additional powers; in order that one department, responsible 
to parliament, and reporting directly to parliament, should 
henceforth control the original issue, and, both by concurrent 
and final audit, superintend the application of the public 
moneys to the services for which they were voted by parlia
ment.1 This proposal, however, drew forth a strong remon
strance from Lord Monteagle, the then comptroller of the 

I Rep. Como. on Pub. Moneys, Co",. Pap. 1856, v. 15; Evid. p. 2; 
Mem. on Financial Control, Co",. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, V. 9. p •. 75; Act 4 
& 5 Will. IV. c. IS. sees. 11-13. Other duties of the exchequer. which are 
not material to the present inquiry, are described in Murray's Handbook oj 
Cnurch and Slau, p. 135. 

, Rep. Como. on Pub. Moneys, CI1",. Pap. sess, 2, v. 9. 1857, P' 34. 
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exchequer, who pointed out, in an elaborate memorandum, 
the beneficial results of exchequer control over the issues of 
public money; and the constitutional importance of his office 
in the guardianship of the public revenues. This induced the 
government to abandon their scheme, and led to the with
drawal of resolutions for the abolition of the exchequer office 
which had been submitted to the committee.' The committee, 
however, recommended the reorganization. of the board of 
audit, with higher powers, so as to make it rank with the 
principal departments of state, and to interpose an effective, 
check on existing abuses, thereby:rendering the control of 
parliament over the details of the public expenditure effectual 
and complete.s This recommendation was not regarded, at 
the time, with much favour, either by the government or by 
the lIouse of Commons,s but in 1865 the administration sub-
Partially mitted to parliament a bill to unite the offices of 
elIected in comptrolh:r of the exchequer and chairman of the 
1
865. board of audit, which became law" It was 

alleged, in behalf of this bill, that, whilt! "exchequer control 
had become inefficient, anomalous, and unreal, to a very great 
degree," and not sufficiently important to justify the main
tenance of a separate establishment, 5 it was not intended to 
alter the duties then performed by the comptroller of the 
exchequer, but merely to assign the same to the chairman of 
the board of audit until parliament should be enabled to con
sider the question in all its bearings, and to decide whether 
any further changes were desirable. Meanwhile, the chairman 
of the audit board, in holding both offices, would be elevated, 
in point of salary and tenure, to the highest position of dignity 
and independence. 

A very short time sufficed to satisfy the government as to 
Exchequer the necessity for further legislation on this subject. 
and audit Accordingly, early in the following session, a bill 
~:~=:~e~ was brought into the House of Commons, by the 
in 1866. chancellor of the exchequer, to consolidate the 
duties of the exchequer and audit departments, to regulate 
,the receipt, custody, and issue of public moneys, and to pro
vide for the audit of the accounts thereof.- The Exchequer 

I Com. Pap. sess. 2, v. 9, 1857, p. 10. • fl. p. S. 
I Ham. D. v. 16S, p. 1350. tAct 28 & 29 Vict. c. 93. 
• Chane. of excheq. Hatu. D. v. ISo, P. 303. 
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and Audit Department Bill passed through both Houses with 
very little opposition; and, notwithstanding the change of 
ministry which took place during this session, it was freely 
accepted by the new administration, and became law.l 

Such of the provisions of this act as materially modify the 
constitutional practice which heretofore prevailed Provisions io 
in relation to its subject matter will. be noticed in the, oe~ Con
their appropriate places in this section. But sohdalloo Act. 

beyond the change effected by the abolition. of the board of 
audit, and the consolidation of the hitherto distinct depart. 
ments of the exchequer and audit, the alterations made by 
this act in the existing practice are comparatively few, and of 
minor consequence. 

As regards the receipt of public moneys by the exchequer, 
no change in the ex.isting regulations has been As ard 
made, except to render it compulsory upon the rece"i':i of S 

government to pay t() the exchequer account the public mooeys. 

gross revenues, after deducting certain charges enumerated in 
section II. But this had been already the practice, under the 
authority of a treasury minute, ever since the year 18540 
when the charges for the collection of the revenue were first 
voted. 2 

As regards the custody of public moneys in the exchequer, 
the new act introduced no change whatever. It As ds 

requires all public moneys to be paid, as hereto- cus::5:of 
fore, to the account of the exchequer at the Bank public inoneys. 

of England. or of Ireland, and to remain there, subject to the 
provisions of the act. The moneys are to be placed to the 
.account, not of the treasury, or of the government, but of 
" her Majesty's exchequer," as represented by an independent 
officer, called the exchequer and audit commissioner.8 

As regards the issue of public moneys from the exchequer 
account, there is substantially no difference in the As 

control to be exercised by the exchequer and audit issu':~f~blic 
commissioner over the issues, beyond that which mooeys. 

heretofore prevailed; but there is a 4ifferent machinery 
resorted to, as will appear from the following account of the 

• Act 29 & 30'Vict. c. 39. . 
• See antt, p. 201; Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. on Excheq. and Audit Bill, 

Co",. Pap. 1866. v. 7. Evid. 10-16. 
• Evid. 37-41, Com. Pap. 1866, v. 7. p. 525. 
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successive steps required to give effect to a parliamentary 
appropriation. 

It is necessary that there should be (I) votes of the House 

P d 
of Commons, in committee of supply, granting 

roce ure to fi . 'fi d' h give effect to a money, or certam specI e sel"Vlces, to t e crown. 
parlia1D~nt!'ry These votes to be subsequently confirmed by the 
appropriation. . . • 

ApproprIatIOn Act, and substantIated by an act 
of parliament placing at the disposal of the treasury ways 
and means to satisfy the same; (2) one or more royal orders, 
authorizing the treasury to apply the supplies granted to her 
Majesty (by the Ways and Means Act covering the same), in 
conformity with the votes of parliament in the Appropriation 
Act. These orders must proceed direct from the sovereign.' 
(3) To enable the treasury to meet these payments it applies 
to the comptroller and auditor-general for a general credit, to 
an amount not exceeding that of the available ways and means, 
and in accordance with the votes in supply; whereupon the 
said officer grants to the· treasury credits, on the exchequer 
accounts at the bank, not exceeding the amount of the ways 
and means granted by an act of pariiament.1 (4) This 
having been obtained, the treasury will then operate upon that 
credit, by transfers to the paymaster-general's account, to
enable him to meet the payments for the different services . 

. When the treasury have issued their daily orders to the Bank 
of England to transfer money to the paymaster-general's 
account, the bank is required to advise the auditors thereof 
immediately, in order that they may have the materials for 
checking the accounts which they are called upon, by the audit 
clauses of the Exchequer Act, to check before they are sub
mitted to parliament by the treasury.8 -

By these constitutional forms, the principle of the monarchy 
M h- I is asserted as fully, in respect to the issue of moneys 

onarc lea d h' bl" principle fully vote to t e sovereIgn for the pu IC serVIce, as 
asserted. I • by the use of the sign manual in all other affairs of 

I Clode, Mil. Foruso/I"~ Crown, v. 2, pp. 183-187. 
• Act 29 & 30 V ict. c. 39, sect. IS. _ 
• Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. (Excheq. and Audit Bill), Co",. Pap. 1866, v; 7; -

Evid. 49, 62-64, compared with the Mem. on Financial Control, Com. 
Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9t pp. 30, 79. The new forms (Nos. I-IS) required 
under the Exchequer Act of 1866 are appended to the treasury minute, 
to carry into effect the act of March 2, 1867 (Com. Pap' 1867, v. 39, 
p. 337)· . 



'CONTllOL OVEll EXPENDITURE OF PUBLIC MONEY. 241 

state; and the independent control of the exchequer is main
hined by the power of suspending or refusing the grant of 
credit to 'the treasury unti~ in the words of the act 4 & 5 
WilL IV. c. '15, sec. 'II, the comptroller-general shall have 
first satisfied himself that" the royal order has been made in 
conformity with, and has not exceeded, the amount of the 
grant of parliament." I 

There is a difference in regard to supply charges and 
consolidated fund charges. The actual amounts of the fonner 
are specified in the votes and in the Appropriation Act. The 
amounts of the latter are not specified in the act, and must 
be made up by the treasury. Before the exchequer permits 
the insertion of any new charge on the consolidated fund, the 
warrant or other instrument creating the office, or making the 
grant, is called for, examined, and recorded. If found correct, 
the charge is allowed; if not, its amount would be deducted 
from the total, and not issued.s . 

The Exchequer and Audit Act of 1866 expressly forbids 
the treasury, or any subordinate authority, to Money only to 
direct the payment of expenditure which has not be applied to 

b . d . h b h b 5emc .. een sanctione elt er y an act were y. ser- sanctioned by 
vices are or may be charged on the consolidated parliament. 

fund, or by a vote of the House of Commons.8 The ways 
and means are genera~ and may be applied to any services 
voted. But no money voted can. be issued until the Ways 
and Means Act is passed; and the amount of supply voted is 
limited in the issue by the amount of ways and means. It is 
only by authority of the Ways and Means Act-which always 
contains a clause stating that the ways and means therein 
granted may be applied to any services voted by the House 
of Commons-that the resolutions of supply can be acted 
upon.' 

I Nor is this a mere fiction. The control of the exchequer was exercised 
in upwards of one hundred cases, between 1834 and 1857, and has proved 
effectual for the purposes designed. See Mem. on Financial Control, pp. 
78, So, 84, 114, Com. Pap. 1866, v. 7; and.see Lord Monteagle's Ev. 
before Com. on Pub. Moneys, .IlJ. 1856, v. 15. 

I Mem. Financial Control, p. 78; Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. (Excheq. 
and Audit Bill), Com. Pap. 1866, v. 7; Evid. 173, 180. 

• Act 29 & 30 VicL c. 39, sec. II. 
t Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. (Excheq. and Audit Bill), Com. Pap. 1866, v. 

7 ; Evid. 50-61. . 
~L~ .. II. 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

In case of a deficiency of funds to meet the permanent 
Deficiency charges on the consolidated fund, the Act of 
bills. 1866 empowers the treasury to apply to the Bank 

. of England to make advances to the extent of that deficiency, 
the principal and interest of which are chargeable upon the 
growing revenue of the quarter. A similar provision is 
contained in the Ways and Means Acts, in respect to services 
to be provided for by those acts. The only point wherein 
this differs from the old practice is, that formedy deficiency 
. bills were issued by the exchequer to the bank for this 
purpose. In no' circumstances would the comptroller of 
the exchequer grant a credit in excess of his balance at the 
bank.1 

Nevertheless, the system of exchequer control, while it 
effectually prevents the unauthorized issue of public 

Excthelsql\el" money, is powerless of itself to prevent irregular 
con ro Issue . 
of money but expenditure. 
:~~.li~;"". The control of the exchequer over the issues of 

:Principle of public money is based upon an admitted principle 
excheJuer of our ,constitutional system, that no money' is 
:~~~f~~~ey. legally available for public services but that which 

has been placed at the disposal of government by 
·parliament. The government, in fact, are unable, under the 
laws now in force, to obtain from the exchequer any money 
but what is drawn against some specific parliamentary grant. 
The issue of nwney by the comptroller of the exchequer is, 
moreover, accompanied by what is substantially an authoritative 
direction to the proper officers to apply such money to the 
particular service for which it was granted by parliament, and 
the annual Appropriation Acts have always strictly forbidden 
any misapplication of the funds granted therein. But these 
stringent requirements, though they have undoubtedly served 
to restrain unauthorized expenditure, have not sufficed to 
prevent it altogether. The" systematic misappropriation" 
of funds granted by parliament for specific purposes is an 
abuse which has existed for centuries, and which has continued 
to be practised to some extent even. in our own day, notwith
standing frequent resolutions of the House of Commons, and 
penalties imposed by legislative enactment upon public officers 

1 COin. Pap. 1866, v. 7, p. SZ7; Evid. 68-78, 83. See Ib. 1868-9. 
v. 35. p. 1003· 
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who should presume to divert or misapply the public revenues 
to any other uses than those for which they had been appro-
priated by parliament.1 . 

It is therefore erroneous to suppose that the government can 
be absolutely prevented from any misapplication Impossibility 
or expenditure in excess of the parliamentary ofwhol!y 

E "bJ d . Id preventmg grants. Yen were It POSSl e to 0 so, It wou unauth~rized 
not be politic to restrain the government from expeod,ture. 

expending money, in any circumstances, without the previous 
authority of parliament. In the words of, Mr. Macaulay 
(secretary to the board of audit) .. cases must constantly arise, 
in so complicated a system of government as ours, where it 
becomes the duty of the executive authorities, in the exercise 
of their discretionary powers, boldly to set aside the require
ments of the legislature, trusting to the good sense of parlia
ment, when all the facts of the case shall have been D" ti 
explained, to acquit them of all blame; and it p~~s :::;;d 
would be, not a public advantage, but a public 18 governlDent. 

calamity, if the government were to be deprived of the means 
of so exercising their discretionary authority." Z To the same 
effect, we have a declaration by a committee of the House of 
Commons, that "in special emergencies expenditure un
authorized by parliament becomes absolutely essential In all 
such cases the executive must take the responsibility of 
sanctioning whatever immediate urgency requires; and it has 
never been found that parliament exhibited any reluctance to 
supply the means of meeting such expenditure." 8 

The best remedy against unauthorized and unjustifiable 
expenditure is to be found in the vigilant exercise 
of the inquisitorial powers of parliament. "It is !;i:~y 
undoubtedly the business of the House of Com- UDauth~rized 

b "bl 1 r h' . expendlture. mons to e responsl e not on y lor t e InceptIOn 
of all public expenditure, but also to follow the money raised 
by taxation until the last farthing is accounted for.'" This 
duty is facilitated by the investigations of the auditor-general, 

I 3 H~tsell, 2~, ~tc. ; debat~ in House of Commons, June 23, 1828, on 
.. the mlSappropnation of pubhc funds," Rep. Com. on PUblic. Moneys, 
CDm. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9, pp. 31, 81.' . 

• Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. £6. 1865, v. 10, App. p. 140. 
• First Rep. ComO. on Packet and Telegraphic Contracts, p. xv. I6. 

1860, v. 14- . 
• Mr. Gladstone, Ham. D. v. 197, p. 633.. . 



244 PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

who is a parliamentary officer, and is mainly performed through 
the instrumentality of the standing committee on public 
accounts. 

" The public interests require that the government should 
possess the power of incurring expenses of indispensable 
necessity, although parliament may not have previously pro
vided for them. • . . Unforeseen events may happen, and lead 
to an expenditure beyond the provision made by parliament 
for the ordinary service of the year; and it must be for the 
interest of the public that no delay should occur in taking the 
necessary measures, and in defraying the expenses which such 
events may entail." There is, accordingly, a fund called the 
Treasury "treasury chest fund," which is maintained for 
chest fund. the purpose of supplying the specie required for 
the" treasury chests" in the several colonies, and for making 
the necessary advances for carrying on the public service at 
home and abroad. By the act 40 & 41 Viet. c. 45, this fund, 
formerlY,£I,30o,000, is now limited to ,£1,000,000.1 It is 
authorized to be employed by the treasury" in making tem
porary advances for any public service; to be repaid out of 
money appropriated by parliament to such ser-vice, or out of 
other money applicable thereto." The governors of colonies 
have authority, in cases of emergency, to pay advances out of 
the treasury chest, to be made good out of votes in supply. 
This unavoidably occasions an expenditure, in certain cases, 
which has not been authorized by parliament, but the earliest 
opportunity is taken to explain the transaction to the House of 
Commons.1 

There is also another fund, which was created in 1862, 
Civil con- pursuant to the recommendations of the committee 
tingencies on public accounts, in the previous year. It is 
fund. called the "civil contingencies fund," and is 
limited to ,£120,000. The treasury are empowered to draw 
upon this fund, from time to time, to defray new and unfore
seen expenditure for civil services at home, for which no votes 

1 This reduction was first made in 1873 (by Act 36 & 37 Vict. c. 56). 
principally on account of the diminished demands upon the chest, occasioned 
by the reduction of the military force in the colonies. and the facilities 
afforded by quicker communications between England and her colonies 
than formerly (Second Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. p. xiii. Com. Pap. 1875. v. 
8 ; and Act 40 & 41 Viet. c. 45). 

• Second Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. Evid. p. 9. Com. Pap. 1868--9. v. 6. 
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have been taken, or to meet unforeseen deficiencies on ordinary 
votes.1 But every advance made from these funds must be 
repaid out of votes to be taken in parliament, in the following 
year, on behalf of the services for which such advances had 
been made. No expenditure- whatever is allowed to be finally 
charged against either of these funds. The" civil contin
gencies fund" has been set apart by the treasury as a substi. 
tute for the irregular items previously included- in the estimates 
under the head of "civil contingencies," and which had fre
quently to be voted after the expenditure had been incurred. 
The creation of this fund has been formally approved by the 
committee on public accounts: and there is no reason to 
doubt that the sanction of the legislature, which is certainly 
required to make it legally available for public purposes, would, 
if applied for, be readily granted.' 

There is yet another fund, that for "secret services," the 
disposal of which is in the hands of government, Secret service 
although the greater part of the amount is annually expenditure. 

voted in supply. The vote in supply for this service has 
sometimes amounted to upwards of £30,000, and for the.year 
ending March, 3r, 1866, it had increased to Secretservioe 
£50,000. A sum of £300- is paid to the per- fund. 
manent under-secretary of state for foreign affairs for services 
in distrihuting the foreign office share of this fund out of 
another vote.· This, however, does not include the whole 
amount at the disposal of government for secret services. For 
the distinction has been uniformly maintained, that, while it is 
proper to come to parliament to make a general grant for such 
purposes, it is right that government should have at their dis
posal a fixed amount for the same which is independent of 
an annual vote. Accordingly, the Civil List Act, which is 
passed upon the accession of the. sove.reign to the throne, sets 
apart the sum of £10,000· per annum, which is payable out of 
the consolidated fund, for "home secret service." The 
annual vote in supply is intended to supplement the deficiency 

I First Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. p. iii. Com. Pap. 1877, v. 8. 
• Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. App. p. 192, ID. 1862, v. II; Hans. D. 

v. 169, p. 1858 I 111. '!. 176, p. 1702 (vote for Ashantee war); Rep. 
Como. Pu~. Accts. EV1<; 31-37, Com. Pap. 1865, v. 10, and see App. 
p. 140 I First Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. p. 11, lb. 1870, v. 10 I Accounts 
relating to Civil Canting. Fund, 1868-9, '". 1870, v. 41, p. 175. 

I Civ. Servo Est. 1886, lb. 1884-5._ v.so. pp. lIS, 177. 
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of this grant.1 The secretaries of state, and others, who may 
draw upon this fund, are bound by oath not to use any of it 
for purposes which do not legitimately appertain to their several 
departments. And the Barnes of all persons receiving secret 
service mOl~ey, with the sums paid to them, must be entered in 
a book, in ()rder to be produced in either House of parliament 
if required. It is not usual, however, to give information to 
parliament, in regard to the expenditure out of this fund; 
neither is it subjected to detailed audit. 9 

The. rule hitherto sanctioned by parliament in respect to 
this grant has been, "to confine the knowledge of it to the 
smallest possible number of persons, and, having thus concen
trated responsibility, to trust to their honour and discretion." 8 

The proposed vote may of course be challenged, in committee 
of supply, and amendments moved, to reduce the amount, 
with a view to condemn a supposed objectionable use ()f the 
fund.' 

There still remain two unauthorized sources of supply, 
which, however cOl1venient in practice, and unobjectionable,·. 
or even expedient, in the abstract, are nevertheless, until 
sanctioned by parliament, opposed to an admitted constitu-
C h t 

tional principle. The· one is the" cash account" 
as accoun f h I h' h' h I of the pay· 0 t e paymaster-genera, w IC IS t e receptac e 

master.general. of various sums and deposits which, though not 
placed by parliament at the disposal of the government, are 

. regarded in practice as available sources of supply for the 
working accounts of the paymaster. For instance, sums 
realized from the sale of old stores, sums which are deposited 
with the paymaster for safe-keeping or investment-as, for 
example, moneys paid in respect of the crown's nominee 
f!ind,or the mercantile marine fund-sums remitted home 
on account of fees received by consuls abroad, or in respect 
of the obligations of certain colonies to the mother country 
for military protection, etc. ; all such sums and deposits are 

I Act I & 2 Vict. c. 2, sec. IS) Com. Pap. 1873, v. 47, pt. I, p. 149. 
I 22 Geo. III. c. 82, secs. 24-29) Hans. D. v. 65, p. 182) v. 159, p. 

1528; v. 207, p. 999. 
• Mr. Gladstone, n. v. 203, p. 691; and see Mr. Hammond's 

Evid. Rep. Como. Diplom. Service, p. 58, Com. Pap, 1870, v. 7; Ld. 
Clarendon's Evid. n. p. 290. See also lians. D. v. 206, pp. 1388, 1424 ; 
v. 211, p. 1543. 

, Ib. v. 219, p. 449. 
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carried to the credit oC the paymaster's cash account, and are 
used to supply his working account with funds, which are not 
legally available for public purposes. The committee on 
public accounts has suggested t~at such moneys .should ~e 
transferred to the exchequer, or Invested, or kept In deposlt, 
as the circumstances of each case may require; and that 
they should in no case be used for public purposes.1 

The other instance of money being used to defray voted 
services, without the sanction of the legislature, is -S lane in 
that of the receipts of revenue. The salaries of th':. rev!nue 
the various revenue departments are never paid, departments. 

in the first iDstance, out of the votes, but out of the revenue: 
such advances being afterwards repaid from the votes. This 
practice is pursued by collectors of revenue throughout the 
kingdom in reference to certain payments on account of the 
public service at the several localities in question; the ad
vances being subsequently repaid to the revenue from the 
votes applicable to such services. The committee on public 
accounts, though cognizant of the mode in which these 
temporary advances are made from the revenue, have not 
objected to it j and the existing practice, both as regards the 
receipts of revenue and the paymaster's cash account, has 
always been defended by the government as tending to 
economy, to the security of the public money, and to simplicity 
of account. This may be a .sufficient reason for adhering to 
the present practice; aevertheless, it is equivalent to the. 
establishment of so many additional treasury chest funds, of 
indefinite extent, without any parliamentary authority what
ever. Provided proper steps are taken to ensure an efficient 
appropriation audit of all the parliamentary grants, there is no . 
reason to fear that a continuance of this practice would facili
tate abuse, or misappropriation. But it will be hereafter an 
important point to determine the conditions under which the 
government should be authorized by law to use for public 
purposes moneys derived from other sources than the grants of 
parliament and the treasury chest fund.1 

I Mr. Macaulay's Paper, Rep. Come. on Pub. Acets. p. 141, Com. Pap. 
1865, v. 10. See further, as to "extra receipts," and money realized from 
sale of old stores, Rep. Com. Pub. Acets. Evid. 444-518, I6.1866, v. 7 ; 
the Naval Stores Act, 1869, Ham. D. v. 195, p. 672. . 

• Mr. Macaulay's Paper appended to Rep. Com~. Pub., ~ccts. 1865, P! 
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2. The Functions of the Treasury in relation to the Public· 
Expenditure. 

We now proceed to consider the second branch of our 
inquiry, viz. the mode in which the constitutional control of 
parliament over the public expenditure is conducted, through 
the instrumentality of the responsible department of the 
treasury. 

By immemorial custom, the lords commissioners of the 
Functions of treasury have been constitutionally empowered to 
!he treasu!"y control all the other departments of the state, in 
;::'hli~trolling matters of finance and public expenditure. In 
expenditure. various acts of parliament, and reports of com
mittees of the House of Commons, this authority has been from 
time to time recognized and enforced. By degrees, however, this 
wholesome control had been gradually relaxed, and the various 
public departments, more particularly those in charge of naval 
and military affairs, had begun to act independently of the 
treasury, incurring expenses beyond the votes of parliament, 
without previous reference to this supreme authority. In 'order 
to check the growing extravagance in the public service, and 
to introduce a proper responsibility in regard to public ex
penditure, committees of the House of Commons recom
mended that the ancient control of the treasury should be 
again exercised. In 1817, the finance committee adverted 
to the subject in the following terms: "Feeling, as your com
mittee ,do strongly, the necessity of bringing all financial 
subjects officially within view of the treasury," they suggest 
whether-in addition to the "unrecorded and confidential 
intercourse which must at all times exist on the part of the 
first lord of the admiralty, and the master-general of the 
ordnance, and the chancellor of the exchequer respectively, 
on all matters which they may feel it their duty to bring under 
the consideration of their colleagues in the cabinet "-it might 
not be advisable that it should be made a rule of the privy 
council, whenever orders in council are in contemplation to 

142, Com. Pap. 186S, v. 10. Also in regard to extra receipts and the 
regulations concerning them, Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. 1867 and 1868; 
Ib. First Rep. pp. v. loS, Co",. Pap. 1870, v. 10; I6. Third Rep. p. 3, 
Com. Pap. 1871, v. II. . 
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regulate the establishment o( any public department, .. that 
every proposition involving an increase of public expense 
should, according to the nature o( the case, either be submitted 
to a committee o( council, consisting of such members as may 
be connected with the treasury, or be made by the council 
office the subject of a direct- reference to, and report from, 
the treasury to that office before it is presented to his Majesty 
(or his final approbation. By this arrangement, which will 
combine the (orms which have from the earliest times pre
vailed in the practice of our. government, with that essential 
control which your committee judge it necessary to place in 
the financial ministers alone, they hope that the results which 
they have so often recommended may be attained." 1 

Pursuant to the foregoing report, a treasury minute was 
issued on March 13, 1818; embodying a memorandum agreed 
upon by Lord Liverpool (first lord o( the treasury), the first 
lord of the admiralty, and the master-general o( the ordnance, 
and approved by the prince regent, "to carry into effect the 
recommendation of the finance committee, in their fourth 
and sixth reports, that no department of large expenditure 
ought ever to be placed beyond the controlling superintendence 
of the board o( treasury." That minute established various 
regulations for checking naval and military expenditure which 
are now obsolete, one o( which required the working heads o( 
the army and navy departments to attend the treasury whenever 
that board wished for verbal in addition to written information 
on any financial subject connected with their departments." 

Ten years afterwards, a committee of the House of Commons 
called the attention of the House to the fact, " that the ancient 
and wise control vested by our financial policy in the hands 
of the treasury over all the deputments connected with the 
public expenditure has been in a great degree set aside. 
Although it is the practice to lay ti,e :lIlDual estimates before 
the boaed of treasury, the subsequent course of expenditure 
is not practically restrained as it ought to be by one governing 
and responsible power, but remains too much under th' 
separate management of the departments. The want of! 
cons~nt check over th~ expenditure, which is thep)1sequeI\ 

I SIXth Rep. Come. on Fm.nce, 1817, quoted in Rep. oKome• on Pu~ 
Accts. Com. Paj. 1862, V. II ; Evid. 665, 7691 943. 

• .I1J. Min. of Evid. 9430 
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of. the departure from the old and constitutional course, has 
established a scale of. expense greatly beyond what existed 
during the former periods of peace. Each department 
naturally endeavours to exalt its own importance, and wishes 
to promote its general efficiency, and to have everything in it 
complete and perfect: hence the desire to secure these objects, 
rather than the exigency of the public service, has had too 
much influence over a great part of the public expenditure." 
Again: "The establishment of an effectual control in the 
hands of the treasury is nothing more than the restoration to 
the treasury of its ancient authority. It is Llecessary that this 
control should be constantly exercised in determining the 
amount of expenditure to be incurred by each department, in 
securing the application of each sum voted in the annual 
estimates to the service for which it has been voted, in 
regulating any extraordinary expenditure which, upon an 
emergency, may be . deemed necessary within the year, 
although not included in the estimates; and in preventing any 
increase of salary or extra allowance, or any other emoluments, 
being granted without a minute expressive of the approbation 
of. the board· of treasury. The committee have further to 
observe that it is expedient not only to restore this control. 
but to secure it from being again set' aside, which cannot be 
effected, except by the House of Commons constantly enforcing 
its application, by holding the treasury responsible for every 
act of expenditure in each department." 

The foregoing recommendations set forth, with sufficient 
clearness, the nature and extent of treasury control which would 
'appear to be necessary to ensure a proper responsibility in 
financial matters, and to check extravagant and unauthorized 
expenditure.1 They were not, however, attended with any 
immediate result. Nevertheless, in the time which has 
elapsed since the date of these reports, they have mostly 
been adopted, so far as is consistent with the freedom of 
action that properly belongs to the great executive depart
ments .. 

The first reform which was effected was at the instance of 
Sir James Graham, who, when first lord of ' the admiralty, in 

I Further recommendations, with a view to enforce the superintending 
.Iu .. trol of the treasury, were made by the committee on navy, etc., 
CfIm • .te,5,iD.t848 (C"",. Pap. 1847-8, v. 21, p. 35). ..' 



CONTROL OVER EXPENDITURE OF PUBLIC MONEY. 2SI 

J832, introduced and causoo to be embodied in the act 
2 & 3 ~ill: IV. c. 40, sec. 30, what !s ~ermed the Appropriation 
appropnatIon check. The appropriatIOn check, auditofnaval 
or audit, was a regulation requiring the admiralty expenditure. 

to make up an annual account of expenditure under the several 
heads of service specified in the Appropriation Act, and submit 
the same to the commissioners of audit, to be compared with 
the vouchers. The commissioners to certify the correctness 
of the said accounts, and to note under each head whether the 
expenditure had exceeded or fallen short of the vote of par
liament. The certified account to be annually laid before the 
House of Commons.' 

Up to J845, none of the depaxtments appear to have applied 
to the treasury for authority to exceed any vote included in 
their estimates. In that year, a treasury committee on 
ordnance expenditure reported an opinion that efficient 
control over the public expendituxe could only be established 
by the e,xamination of the audited accounts by ControloCthe 
a committee of the House of Commons; but treasury o~er 
that in the absence of such a committee they other publIc , , departments 
considered that a control should be exercised by io financial 

h b ' h d "I matters. t e treasury, as emg t e epartment prlmarl y 
responsible for the regularity of the public finances. Parlia
ment, in assigning to the commissioners .of audit the duty 
of reporting on the public accounts, had reserved to itself 
a right of revision; but hitherto no action had been taken by 
the House of Commons on these reports ; it was therefore 
expedient to consider whether this task ought not to be under
taken by the treasury. This recommendation was concurred 
in by the lords of the treasury, who, on January 13, 1846, 
issued a minute, declaring that" No executive department is 
authorized to exceed the sum appropriated by parliament 
under each general head or vote in their respective estimates, 
or to apply any surplus which may exist under one vote to 
supply the deficiency on others without the express previous 

I Prior to the introduction o( this reform, the several amounts voted in 
supply for the ,various naval services were added together and included in 
the Appropriation Bill in a bulk sum to the credit of the naval service 
generally, For (ull particulars of the change. which was extended to 
military expenditure in 1146 (9 & 10 Viet. c. 92), see Rep. Come. Pub. 
Accts. Evid. pp. 1-42, Com. Pap. 1862, v. II. See,a1so.i1lfra ... p.~1i4. I 
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sanction of the treasury, to be gwen on a written representa-
. tion of the circumstances which render the adoption of such a 

course indispensable for the public service." This opinion 
was endorsed by the House of Commons in a resolution of 
March 30, 1849, that, "when a certain amount of expenditure 
for a particular service has been determined upon by parlia
ment, it is the bounden duty of the department which has 
that service under its charge and control, to take care that 
the expenditure does not exceed the amount placed at its dis
posal for that purpose." 1 And, by a clause which was first 
Treasury ';'ay introduced into the annual Appropriation Act for 
empower the the year 1846-47, the treasury are empowered to 
navy and army . • h d d 
departments to meet emergencies In t e navy an army epart-
::rp\~~ifunds ments by authorizing the appropriation of any 
to make good surpluses or grants in· the same department towards 
deficiencies. making good any deficiency caused by such 
emergencies, provided that the aggregate sum voted for each 
department for the year be not exceeded. This act was 
followed up by treasury minutes, intended to explain more 
minutely the manner of giving effect to it, and of ensuring to 
the treasury the right of appeal and ultimate control in all 
cases of unforeseen and unprovided expenditure.' 

The appropriation clause above cited was, until recently, so 
framed as to confer on the treasury the power of finally 
appropriating surpluses on particular grants to cover deficiencies 
on others within the same department. It so continued from 
1846 to 1861. Meanwhile much controversy arose as to the 
true intent and meaning of the clause itself. Notwithstanding 

P . f h the obvious meaning of the act of parliament, the 
ractlce 0 t e. . 

admiralty in board of admiralty as a general rule refused, untll 
tbis matter. recently, to· recognize the supreme authority of 
the treasury, and claimed the right, under their own patent, of 
directing their own expenditure.8 And in complying with the 
directions of the statute, and seeking the formal sanction of 

I See Gen. Balfour's Paper, in Sat. Iou"" v. 29, p. 392. See also the 
Annual Appropriation Acts, Smith's Pari. Remem6. 1857-8, p. 145 ; Rep. 
of Come. on Misc. Expenditure, Min. of Evid. p. 6, Com. Pap. 1860, v. 9. 

• See Rep. of Come. on Pub. Accts. Evid. 64O-{)68, I6. 1862, v. 
II ; and see chane. of excheq. observations in Hans • .D. v. 169, pp. 1860, 
1863 ; I6. v. 236, p. 770. 

• Rep. on Pub. Accts. Min. of Evid. 756-766, 788, Com. Pap. 1862, 
V. II. 
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the treasury to transfers of votes, the board did not afford to 
the treasury sufficient information to enable them to exercise 
a proper controL Their applications, moreover, T 

were usually made after the unauthorized ex- cc,':~ 
penditure had been incurred.' The treasury re- :=-'rwe. 
frained from the attempt to compel a recognition • 
of their right to control this department in the details of ex
penditure. A large proportion of almost every vote consists of 
expenditure abroad, so that it is impossible to know beforehand 
whether any vote will be exceeded or not. It was, therefore, 
contended" that, unless the treasury are prepared to take the 
whole responsibility of the conduct of the navy, they cannot 
possibly take such management of the details."· The first lord 
of the admiralty for 1862 declared his view of the matter to be 
.. that the admiralty should have the power of spending under 
each vote (the naval estimates being ordinarily divided into 
seventeen separate votes) the whole of the sum taken under 
that vote j that, if we want to transfer from one vote to 
another, we should go, as we have gone at the time, and 
submit it to the treasury." 8 Even so, it was claimed that 
II the previous sanction" required by the treasury must be 
understood to mean a formal sanction to the transfer, which is 
not necessarily or usually given before the expenditure has 
been incurred. It was urged that no other con- _ 
struction of the rule was practicable or consistent ~tili::l~on 

-with the secresy and despatch so often necessary requiring 

in carrying out the directions of government, con- =tio~ 10 

veyed through a secretary of state,6 and that if the all ""'eli. 
first lord of the admiralty were to shrink from the expen we. _ 

responsibility of exceeding his estimates, in obeying such 
directions, he ought to request the first lord of the treasury to 
convene a cabinet in order that the point might be discussed. 
Should a disagreement arise between the treasury and the 
admiralty on a financial question, they would appeal to the 
cabinet! 

But it has since been ruled, in conformity with sec. 27 of 

I Rep. on Pub. Accts. Min. of Evid. 664, 823-828. 
I Ill. 1442, 1495. Co",. Pap. 1862, v. II. 
I IO. 1500, 1519. 
• Ill. 1520-1522. Co... Pap. 1862. v. II. 
I COlli. Pap. 1862, v. II, p. 33.1, Evid. 1524, 1562,. 
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,the' Act 28 & 29 Vict. c. 123. that both the war office and the 
admiralty must obtain treasury authority for every excess over 
£500 upon the sub-heads or items of any. vote, since the 
control of the House of Commons upon the expenditure of 
money under the sub-heads of every parliamentary grant is 
practically entrusted to the treasury. For, while the civil 
service departments were not strictly subjected to this rule, a 
more stringent practice is now enforced forbidding any excess 
on one sub-head to be defrayed out of the savings upon 
another without express treasury sanction. I 

In 1846 the system of appropriation audit in force in the 
Extension of navy was introduced into the army departments. 
t~e appr.opria- Each of those departments, namely, the ordnance 
tlon audIt d h ffi d . 
to army an t e war 0 ce, presente separate estimates. 
expenditure. They had. within their respective grants, the same 
power of transfer as the admiralty, but no transfer could be 
made: from a vote under one devartment in aill 01 a deticiency 
in that of another. In 1856.-57 these departments. together 
with the commissariat, were consolidated under the secretary 
of state for war; In the Appropriation Act the sums given 
for the army were divided into two aggregate grants-one, in 
round numbers, for six million pounds, and the other for nine 
millions. At first, the power of transfer was confined to the 
separate grants; "but in 1858 it appears that a change was 
made in the wording of the Appropriation Act, so as to give 
to the war department the power, with treasury consent, to 
transfer the surplus on a vote within one grant to a deficiency 
on a vote included in the other grant. The change thus 
introduced has been continued in subsequent acts." Viewing 
this alteration as defeating the intention of the House and of 
the government, in dividing the votes into two aggregate 
grants, and as affording to the government a very extended 
power of transfer, the committee on public accounts, in 
1862, recommended that the Appropriation Act should be so 
framed in future as to limit the power of transfer to the extent 
of the particular grant. I There are now twenty-seven votes 

I First Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. p. 23, Com. Pap. 1867, v. 10; J7J. 
Second Rep. p. 21, Com. Pap. 1861S-9, v. 6 j I6. First Rep. p. 6, Com. 
Pap. 1870, v. 10 j J7J. Third Rep. pp. I, 12, Com. Pap. 1871, v. II j I6 .. 
Sixth Rep. p. 24 j Appropriation Accts. 1873-4, pp. 90, 122, 219, Com. 
Pat 1875, v. So j I6. t::,. 186, Com. Pap. 1~76, v. 50. 

Seco~d Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. pp. IV., v. Com. Pap. 1862, v. II j 
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fur anny services, which are aU included in one grant 1 The 
sub-heads of these votes are given in the estimates, T 

ob · db' reasury and the war office are Jige to 0 taln treasmy sanction to all 
authority (or any excesses in regard to these sub- :~ndi~e. 
heads.' Particulars explanatory of such transac-
tions must be laid before the House of Commons at the 
commencement of the next session.· 

The value o( the appropriation clause above mentioned, 
the true intent and meaning of which has· given Value or 
rise to so much controversy, has been questioned, thehcla~ th 

h . I h 1 fautonzmg. on the ground t at It " oosens t e contro 0 tre'!Sury to 
parliament over the separate grants for 'naval and ~h:':~~:;'~ria
military services, by giving a power to the treasury tiOl.in certailt 
to vary the appropriation specially directed by cases. 
parliament itself;" and it has been recommended that this 
clause should be expunged from the Appropriation Act' The 
annual appointment by the House of Commons, of a committee 
of inquiry into the audited accounts undoubtedly affords 
facilities for securing more effectually. than by treasury 
control the strict appropriation of public money to the 
purposes for which it has been voted' . The committee on 
public accounts in 1862 bestowed great attention on this 
point, and unanimously resolved that the power of transfer, in 
relation to army and navy appropriations, ought to be sub
jected . to some further check. In view of the New regula
resolution of the House of Commons, on March 30, tion.s on this 

1849, setting forth the duty of all public depart- :~:!.ended. 
ments to confine their expenditure within the 
and see HaN. D. v. 16g, p. 1849;· Rep. Com"; Pub. Accts. Evid. p. 7, 
Com. Pap. 1864, v.8. 

I 29 & 30 Vict. c. 91, sec. 14, scbed. D. 
• First Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. p. 23. Com. Pap. 1867, v. 10. The 

financial supremacy of the treasury is fully recognized by the war office. 
(HaN. D. v. 187, p. 1703; Rep. Come. on Military Reserve Funds, Min. 
of Evid. pp. 7. 19. Com. Pap. 1867, V.7). 

I 28 & 29 Viet. c. 123, sec. 27; Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. Evid. 1884-
1898, 2292; Com. Pap. 1852, v. II. 

• Memo. by Mr. Anderson, in app. to Rep. on Pub. Accts. p. 192, Com. 
Pat- 1862, v. II. . 

Min. of Evid. 1730, Com. Pap. 1862, v. II. p. 352. See cases cited of 
abuses from want of sufficient check over departments by whom the power 
of transfer is exercised, in Ld. R. Montagu's speech, Hans. D. v. 169, 
March 24; and see Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. Evid. p. 6, Com. Pap. 1864> 
v.8. 
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amount· placed at their disposal by parliament, the. committee 
declared it to be the duty of each department, with the assist
ance of the treasury, so to frame their e!!timates as to provide 
as far as possible for all anticipated expenditure; and that, if 
additional outlay should unexpectedly become necessary, the 
department ought to communicate with the treasury there
upon without delay. The treasury should then determine 
.whether parliament should be applied to for a supplementary 
vote, or whether it would be more expedient to meet the addi
tional expenditure by an advance from the surplus on hand 
from other votes. If the latter, the treasury should authorize 
the same in writing. At the making up of the final accounts, 
copies of all such applications, and of the treasury letters and 
warrants thereupon, should be presented to parliament. A 
vote should then be proposed in supply to meet any deficiencies, 
and all surpluses should be surrendered to the exchequer. By 
this plan the government would be at liberty to exercise its 
discretion in providing for unexpected emergencies, by permit
ting transfers of surpluses to meet the deficiencies, and the 
House of Commons would possess an opportunity of review
ing such transactions, when transfers that had been made were 
submitted for their approval in the shape of a vote. l These 
recommendations were sanctioned by parliament and by the 
New form of government. A new appropriation clause was in
appropriatioll serted in the Appropriation Act of the year, 
clause. 
enabling the which, instead of authorizing the treasury to 
~:,s~ry to determine finally on applications for transfers, 
temporary merely empowered them to authorize the temporary 
sanction to 
the use of use of surpluses, in order that the advances thus 
surpluses. made might be submitted for the sanction of 
parliament, and the deficiencies in question be provided for 
"in such manner as parliament might direct." 2 A treasury 
minute, to give effect to the new arrangements, was issued on 
January 27, 1863. It prescribed the circumstances in which 
the naval and military departments should be at liberty to 
apply for treasury sanction to expenditure for services un
foreseen and unprovided for; and the forms to be observed 
in such applications, with a. view to enable the treasury to 

1 Second Rep. Come. of Pub. Accts. pp. vii., viii. Com~ Pap. 1862, v. 
II ; and see Evid. before First Come. Pub. Accts. Com. Pap. 1870, v. 10. 

I 2S & 26 Vict. c. 71, sec, 26. 
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submit to the House of Commons all needful information in 
relation thereto.1 With such restrictions there· is a manifest 
advantage in permitting the transfer of savings from one vote 
to meet an excess in another.· The elasticity of the service 
would be destroyed if a minister had not that power. Very 
disastrous results might ensue, if no· alteration. were allowable 
in the course of a financial year in estimates· which were framed 
six months before the year began.·' 

A statement of savings and deficiencies upon the grants for 
army services for the years I862-63-together with copies of 
the correspondence between the war office and the treasury 
(or authority to incur ex.penditure· that would occasion an 
excess on·a particular vote-was communicated to· the com
mittee on. public a.ccounllS for 186+ These accounts are the 
first that were prepared under the altered system introduced 
by the Appropriation Act of 1862, by which the treasury were 
empowered to give a temporary sanction only to applications 
for leave to make use of surpluses to defray excesses upon 
other services, and were required to submit to the considera
tion of parliament the final determination. there- Benefits or 
upon. The· committee reported that the effect of this change. 

this change had been very beneficial to the public service, and 
that the great object of the alteration in the Appropriation 
Act had been accomplished. Heretofore it had not been 
customary for the departments to apply to the treasury to 
authorize transfers until the time for ciosillg the account was at 
hand, which afforded no opportunity to the treasury of exer
cising any judgment upon such applications. "Now, before 
any excess of expenditure is incurred, the departments apply 
to the treasury for their sanction as SOOIl as the necessity 
arises." In many cases it is impossible to tell, until the 
account is balanced, what the amount of excess or deficiency 
will be; the application for treasury sanction is. therefore 
ordinarily deferred until the account is made up. Bu~ any 
large excess must be foreseen, and no excess would be 

I Co",. Pap. 1863, v. 29. P. 173. 
I Second Rep. -Como. Pub. Accts. 1869, p. 32, Com. Pap. 1868-9, v.6. 

For latitude allowed to the war office and to the. admiralty in such trans
fers, particularly under the vote for army works, see .lb. pp. 40. 62. Co",. 
Pa~. 1872, v. 7. . 

• ·Rep. Com. Pub. Accts. Evid. 639, Cqm. Pap. 1877.v. 8. 
VOL. It S 
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sanctioned which could not be covered by the aggregate 
vote.~ 

The committee carefully considered the important constitu
All temporaty 
advances to be 
submitted for 
the sanction of 
the House of 
Commons. 

tional point, as to the mode in which these 
"temporary advances" should be submitted for 
the subsequent sanction of the House of Commons. 
They declared their opinion that, as soon as the 
accounts ascertaining the deficiencies and savings 

on the votes for army and navy services had been laid before 
the House, no time should be lost in seeking the sanction of 
parliament for the "temporary advances" authorized by the 
treasury, by a vote, .. which ought to receive the most formal 
consideration and sanction of the House." "A vote -in the 
form of a resolution of a committee of the whole House would 
be the proper mode of effecting this object, and of complying· 
with the provisions of the Appropriation Act." This resolution 
to be embodied as a clause.in the Appropriation Act. t 

Accordingly, on July 18, 1864, the reports of the navy and 
army expenditure, for the year ending March 31, 1863, were 
considered in committee of the whole House, and resolutions 
agreed to-(I) setting forth the savings effected in the grants 
on behalf of these services, and also the amounts of expendi
ture in excess of the said grants, which had been" temporarily 
defrayed," under the authority .of the treasury, out of the 
surpluses; and (2) "That the application of so much of the 
said surpluses be sanctioned." The effect of asking the House 
to pass these resolutions was explained by the chancellor of 

. the exchequer as intended .. simply to give them the oppor
tunity, if they thought fit, of disapproving of any of these 
transfers from one vote to another; " and to enable the House, 
if it did not approve the manner in which the government 
had, exercised the discretionary power entrusted to them, 
to pass "a vote of censure." S The resolutions above 

I Rep. Come of Pub. Accts. Evid. 409-429, Com. Pap. 1865, v. 10. 
But from the Second Rep. of this Come. in 1869. p. 20, Com. Pap. 1868-<), 
v. 6, we learn that it is not unusual for the treasury sanction to be given 
in anticipation of an expected surplus, which may tum out to be non. 
existent. . 

• Rep. Come. of Pub. Accts. p.:v. Com. Pap. 1864, v. 8; and see Evid • 
. pp. 52-54· 

• Hans. D. v. 176, p. 1696; First Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. p. x. Com. 
Pap. 1876, v. 8; Hans. D. v. 231, pp. 72, 657. 
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mentioned were afterwards embodied in the Appropriation Act 
for 18640' Similar proceedings have taken place, insubse
quent sessions, in regard .to the transfers of army and navy 
expenditure for the past financial year. These resolutions 
customarily pass through the House without debate,· and are 
embodied in the Appropriation Acts.· 

In the case of expenditure on behalf of the civil services, 
the treasury have no authority to apply any surplus 
Ii "1' d fi' . . No transfers rom one CIVI service vote to meet e ClenCles In allowed on tho 
another.' All surpluses are obliged to be sur- civil service 
rendered to the exchequer, and all deficiencies to votes. 

be voted by parliament. Each vote has its own special account 
in the books of the paymaster-general, and a balance of debit 
and credit is struck every week. When an issue is applied for, 
the votes on account of which the issue is required are always 
specified. The consequence is, that a civil service vote can 
never be exceeded; that the balances at the end of the year are 
surrendered; and that there are no transfers, except from one 
sub-head to another, of the same vote, a proceeding which is 
still permitted, and for which treasury sanction is generally, if 
not invariably, required. 

A vote in committee of supply is in the nature of a maximum. 
It is not imperative on the government to spend Th hI 

l
ew oesum 

the who e or any part of the amount granted, but votednoednot 
it is a matter of discretion; provided that any be expended. 

parties, with whom the government should have entered into 
contracts to execute works authorized to be undertaken by 
parliament, would be entitled to claim compensation for 
losses incurred, if the government should afterwards decide to 
abandon such undertakings.' On the other hand, no pledge 
should be exacted that a particular estimate should not be 
exceeded in any circumstances. 8 

I 27 & 28 Vict. Co 73, sec. 26. 
• Han,. D. v. 180, p. 331 ; .llJ. v. 184, p. 999-
• 28 & 29 Vict. c. 123, sec. 26; 29 & 30 Vict. c. 91, sec. 28; Han,. D. 

v. 212, p. 1 S89; Qua".. Bro. v. 141, p. 239. 
• Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. p. v. Co"," Pap. 1874, v. 6. 
• Hant. D. 'I; 165, p. 1109. See the case of Bentham's" Panopticon," 

authorized to be built by act 34 Geo. III. c. 84, but not proceeded with. 
Bentham was compensated by act S2 Geo. Ill. c. 44. See his works, 
v. II, p. 96. 

• Hant. D. v. 18S, p. 690. 
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If, in addition to the sums voted by parliament for particular 
V I I ak 

services, further expenditure is unavoidably incurred 
oesome . 

good excesses thereon, an explanatory statement must be laId 
ongranls. before parliament, "of sums required to be voted 
in order to make good excesses on certain grants for civil 
services" for the particular financial year, showing the causes 
of excess in every instance. In this statement the savings 
upon the civil service grants for the same period will be stated 
and contrasted with the excesses, for which a further appro
priation is required} 

This proceeding being essentially a matter of account, it is 
usual for the vote thereon to be taken in a lumpsum.2 Votes 
for excesses should, . if possible, be taken before the close of 
the financial year in which the expenditure has been incurred, 
so as to be included in a ways and means bill to be passed 
before the year has expired.8 

So far as relates to the army and navy estimates, it has for 
Balances nol a length of time been the rule and practice that, if 
expended the money voted for any particular service be not 
;~~~i~o If;: expended within the year, the power of expenditure 
surrendered 10 granted by the vote ceases, and the money cannot 
Iheexchequer. afterwards be made use of until it is re-voted by 
parliament. ' This rule has been carried out of late years very 
strictly. It is only very lately that the civil service votes 
and miscellaneous estimates have been subjected to the same 
rule. In 1857 the committee on public moneys reported a 
recommendation, that "all unexpended balances should be 
surrendered, and grants unapplied, but required for the com
pletion of the services to which they had been appropriated, 
should be re-voted." 6 The committee on the miscellaneous 

,. Com. Pap. 1870, v. 48, pp. SSI,SS7. 
• Ha"". D. v. 199, p. 1953. . 
• Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. pp. iii., xiv. Com. Pap. 1874, v. 6. 
• Ha"". D. v •. 141, p. 181 ; v. 165, pp. 950, 1069. But see as to unex

pended balances on the" China Vote of Credit," lb. v. 170, p. 1951; 
v. 175, p. 1352; Com. Pap. 1864, v. 32, p. 261. The rule does not apply 
to cases such as the grant for fortifications, which was made by special act 
of Parliament, and did not come out of the year's income, but was raised 
by annuities, as an addition to the national debt (.lb. v.172, p. 330; act 
26 & 27 Vict. c. 80). 

• Rep. Como. on Pub. Moneys, p. 7, Com. Pap. 1857, .sess. 2, v. 9. 
See observations thereon in treasury minute of Feb. IS, 1858, in Com. 
Pap. 1857-8, v. 34, p. 386. 
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estimates in 1860 made a similar recommendation; as also 
did the committee on public accounts, in 1861, in their fifth 
report. On June 24, 1861, the secretary to the treasury 
informed the House that the government were making arrange
ments to carry out these suggestions. The new system was 
partially introduced in the same year,1 but it was not universally 
adopted until the following session.· On March 31, 1863, 
.. (or the first time in our financial history, all the services 
were required to surrender· the balances standing to their 
credit" into the exchequer. The votes are now Votes now 
taken" (or services coming in course of payment taken for 

during the year," instead 0(, as heretofore, "for !iihl.:'~l."e 
the services of the year." I By this means, the year. 

highly objectionable system of allowing running balances to 
go from year to year has been stopped, and the control of 
parliament over the public expenditure has been practically 
guaranteed. 

3. The Applicalion of lite System of Audit to lite .public 
Accounts. 

We now proceed to consider the provision which has been 
made by parliament (or the examination and audit of the 
public accounts. 

From an early period in our constitutional history, the 
attention of the House of Commons has been o· 'n of the 
directed to the importance of securing an efficient ';:f:m of 

audit of the public expenditure. Acts·were passed audit. 

in the reigns of William IlL and of Queen Anne, appointing 
commissioners of audit, by whose exertions flagrant abuses 
and misappropriations of public money were brought to light, 
(rom time to time, and the offenders subjected to censure and 
punishment, at the instigation of the Commons. But in the 
two succeeding reigns the Commons relaxed their vigilance. 
Not only did they refuse to pass an Audit Act,' but in two 
instances they gave to the crown an unlimited vote of credit,. 
or power to apply the whole supply of the year as the crown 
might direct.'" In 1780, however, in consequence of Mr. 

I HatU. D. v. 164, p. 3IS. I IO. v. 166, P.999. 
I First Rep. Come. on Pub. Accts. p. iv. Com. Pap. 1862, v. II. 
• Clode, Mil. F(Wcu, v. I, pp. no, 126. 
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Burke's efforts in the cause of economic reform, an act was 
·passed appointing audit officers, named by the crown, and not, 
as heretofore, chosen by ballot out of the House of Commons.1 

At length in 1785 a permanent board of commissioners for 
auditing the public accounts was constituted by the act 25 
Geo. III. c. 52. The duties of the board were defined and 
enlarged by several subsequent statutes.9 

Notwithstanding its parliamentary origin and peculiar 
Board of audit responsibilities, the board of audi~ was un

.dependent on doubtedly a department of the executive govern
the treasury. ment, dependent upon the treasury for the regu. 
lation of its strength, resources, and organization; and, as 
regards the examination of accounts under the administrative 
audit, it was likewise dependent upon the treasury. But, by 
the gradual extension of the principle of the appropriation 
audit, the department has been elevated into a more indepen
dent position. As soon as the main functions of the auditors 
shall be, not to act on behalf of the treasury as a check upon 
the transactions of treasury accountants, but on behalf of the 
House of Commons as a check upon the pecuniary trans
actions of the treasury itself, of the other great departments of 
state, and of the executive government generally, the auditors 
will probably become, in fact as well as in theory, the servants 
of the House of Commons, and dependent upon the House, 
not only for guidance as to what duties they should perform, 
but for the means of performing those duties efficiently" 

StilI, it is important to remember that the audit office was 
I . r. never designed to exercise any direct control over 
~.~ ;~~~ of public expenditure. In the words of Mr. Glad
ven6catlon. stone, .. it is a board to ensure truth and accuracy 
in the accounts ·of the public expenditure, and might properly 
be termed a board of verification." To attempt to confer 
upon it coercive and controlling powers, or a right to judge of 
the propriety or expediency of any such expenditure, would 
be to transfer to it what strictly belongs to the House of 
Commons.· The functions of the board of audit were summed 

I See Clade, Mil. Forces, v. 2, p. 133. • IlJ. c. 24. 
• Observations of Mr. Macaulay, ~ecretary Board of Audit, p. 148, 

Com. Pal. 1865, v. 10. 
• Ham. D. v. 165, p. 1350; and see extract from Fifth_Rep. of Finance 

Como. of 1819, Com. Pal. 1871, V. II. 
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up by its secretary in the following terms: "The whole of 
our experience as appropriation auditors tends to F netions of 
sa.tisfy us that we ought to have no further com- th':. board 
munication with the executive departments than ofaudn. 

may be necessary for the purpose of obtaining information. 
Whatever tends to associate us, either directly or indirectly, 
with the pecuniary transactions of the government, cannot but 
tend to damage the credit of the reports in which we are 
required to submit those transactions to the judgment of parlia
ment We conceive, therefore, that we should never be 
required to advise, to contr91, or to remonstrate." 1 It is as 
an auxiliary to the labours o~ the standing committee on 
public accounts that the investigations of the audit office 
are mainly . important, and are capable of being made 
increasingly valuable" 
. In addition to the check to which public accounts may be 

subjected in the department to which they relate, all accounts 
of public expenditure. are liable to two kinds of audit
(a) the administrative audit j (b) the appropriation audit. 

(a) The administrative audit, as its name imports, is 
conducted on behalf of the treasury, with a view to Administrative 
purposes which are purely administrative. Until audit. 

recently, this was the only kind of audit applied to the 
public accounts j and, with certain exceptions, it is still the 
only check which is applied to the miscellaneous civil 
service accounts. This audit may be conducted by any 
persons whom the treasury shall appoint. But it has been 
usually conducted by the board of audit, acting exclusively 
on behalf of the treasury, and with a view to enable the treasury 
to maintain their legitimate authority and control over the 
various departments of expenditure.8 The board has no 
authority to apply this audit to the public expenditure 
generally, but only to such accounts as they may be directed by 
the treasury to examine. Apart from the mere business of 
checking the accounts, it is the main duty of the board, in 
conducting this audit, to determine whether the departmental 

I Rep. Com" Pub. Accts. p. 131. Com. Pap. 1865. v. 10. 
I 10. Evid. pp. 9. 35. 65. Com. Pap. 1864. v. 8. 
• Appended to the !<'ifth Rep. of Pub. Accts. Come. for 1861 is a table 

of the accounts which are audited by the audit board, and of those which 
are audited by pJher departments,. ... '. 
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expenditure has been in accordance with treasury instructions, 
whether special or general. After receiving the auditor's 

. report, it becomes the duty of the treasury to decide what 
shall. be done in respect to any irregularity, or departure 
from the directions of the treasury, that may be pointed out 
therein. l 

It is not a little curious that, amongst the numerous statutory 
I • ct' provisions relating to the administrative audit, none 
mper.. Ion b d h' h . h d' h of t~. adm!nis- can e foun w IC Imposes on t e au ItOrs t e 

Inlbv. audit. duty of questioning, or even of noticing, any 
expenditure that may have been incurred in excess of a 
parliamentary vote, or in respect of a service for which no 
appropriation whatever had been made.s This left the door 
open for much abuse, and enabled the treasury to expend 
money which had been granted for one service for entirely 
different purposes, without fear of detection or censure by 
parliament. Sometimes it happened, however, that such 
reckless and extravagant expenditure was incurred, more 
particularly on behalf of the army or navy, as to call for the 
special interposition of parliament.s For example, the 
admiralty account, for a series of years prior to 1831, was 
systematically misappropriated' It was not until the year 
1832 that a partial remedy was found for this evil, by the 
introduction of a new description of audit, which will now 
engage our attention. 

(b) In 1832, Sir James Graham, who was at that time first 
Navy Accounts lord of the admiralty, introduced into the House of 
Bill, Commons a bill for the better regulation of the 
naval accounts, the most prominent. feature of which was a 
provision empowering the commissioners of audit to examine 
the accountS and vouchers of naval expenditure, side by side 
with the votes and estimates for the naval service; and to 
report the result of the comparison annually to the House of 
Commons. This bill became law; and, pursuant to its re
quirements, the votes for naval services were, for the first time, 

I Rep. Como. Pub. Moneys, p. 14> Com. Pap, 1857. sess. 2, v. 9; Rep. 
Com·. Pub. Accts. Evid. 3. 4. u8, 252, etc.; and App. p. u9, Com. 
Pal 1865. v. 10. 

lb. App. p. 119. Com. Pap. 1865. v. 10. 
I 3 Hatsell. pp. 209-211. 
• Rep. ComO, Pub. Accts. p. I19, Com. Pap. 1865. v. 10. 
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arranged under distinct heads, or branches of ex nsm'i~"'{( 
the annual Appropriation Act; in a form which :with !&Q 
slight alterations, has been observed ever since.1 "p 0 

In 1846 a new act was passed (the 9 & 10 Vic I':, 
which extended the operation of this audit to the Extended '0 
accounts of military as well as naval expenditure. I armya<:COUIlts. 

In 1851, by the act 14 & 15 Vict. c. 42, the appropriation 
audit was directed to be applied to the newly F h t urt er ex en .. 
created departments of the board of woods and sionof,,!>e, 

the board of public works. In 1857, the com- apt,"::pnatlon 

mittee on public moneys recommended that au • 

it should be applied to the .. accounts of income and expendI
ture kept at the treasury, to the accounts of the revenue· 
departments, and to the various accounts comprising the 
expenditure of the votes for civil services, including civil con
tingencies." I In 1860, by the act 24 & 25 Vict. c. 93, the 
appropriation audit was extended to the expenditure of the 
customs, the inland revenue, and the post-office departments; 
and in '1861 ,(pursuant to the report of the committee on 
public accounts of that year), to payments out of the civil con-' 
tingencies fund. It only remained that it shoul4 be applied 
to the miscellaneous civil service expenditure; an undertaking 
which, after having been repeatedly urged upon the govern
ment by the committee on public accounts,' was at length 
accomplished in 1866, by the Exchequer and Audit Depart
ments Act, 29 & 30 Vict. c. 39. 
. It is undoubtedly of the first importance that the appropria

tion audit should be extended to every branch of A_," t d 
h bli d· . h th fi . I "".c.pae 1 t e pu c expen Iture, lnasmuc as e nanC!a advantages 

accounts which are annually presented to parlia- therefrom. 

ment do not as yet exhibit the precise relation between the· 
grants and the expenditure for each particular service; and 
parliament has no means of comparing the expenditure actually 
incurred without any vote to which the appropriation audit has 
not been applied. . 

I For full particulars of tbis change, see Rep. Come. Pub. Accts. Evid. 
pp. 1-40 etc., CDIII. Pap. 1862, v. II. 

I I6. Evid. 227, Co".. Pap. 1865, v. 10. 
a Report, p. 6, Com. Pap. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9. 
• See Report of 1862, p. iii. and App. p. 2; Report of 1864, App. Nos. 

3 and 4. 
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The appropriation audit is conducted exclusively by the 

M ( exchequer and audit department, acting in concert 
annero .th 

conducting the WI an officer from the accountants branch of the 
:~:Ji~priation department whose accounts are under examination. 

. Every account is examined on behalf of the House 
of Commons, in accordance with the rules prescribed by the 
Exchequer and Audit Act of 1866.1 

The object of this audit, and its precise difference from a 
Results there- mere administrative audit, have been thus explained. 
by obtained. The appropriation audit is intended to ascertain 
what payments are properly chargeable to a particular par
liamentary vote. It accordingly determines-I. Whether 
the expenditure incurred is verified by regular vouchers. 
2. Whether it has been sanctioned by the proper departmental 
authority. 3. Whether it has been distinctly authorized by 
parliament. The administrative audit is confined to the two 
first inquiries, but the appropriation audit determines all three.2 

Accordingly, whenever any particular accounts are directed by 
the treasury to be subjected to the appropriation audit, the 
mere administrative audit to which such accounts may have " 
been previously subjected is necessarily merged in the larger 
inquiry.s 

When the accounts for the past financial year to which the " 
Reported to appropriation audit is applied have been duly ex
the House of amined, the comptroller and auditor-general is 
Commons. required to embody the result of such examination 
in reports for the information of the House of Commons. 
His report is sent, first of all, te the treasury, in order that 
that department may interpose its authority to rectify any 
irregularity pointed out therein i and also that the treasury, in 
transmitting the report to the House of Commons, mayaccom
pany it with any observations they may think fit to make upon 

I By an amendment to this act, in 1884, 47 & 48 Vict. c. 62, sec. 14. 
a definition of the nature" of documents which constitute vouchers or proofs 
of payment-in cases of money granted for army or navy services made in 
respect of pay, wages, pensions, gratuities,. or allowances to persons-is 
made. 
r" • Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. Evid. 262. App. pp. 142-147, Com. Pap. 1865. 
v. 10. For further particulars of duties imposed on comptroller and 
auditor.general concerning application of appropriation audit, sell Com. 
Pap. 1876, v. 8. p. 141. 

I Rep. Como. Pub. Accts. Evid.~. 235. etc. Com. Pap. 1865. v. 10. 
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it, having previously furnished the comptroller-general with a 
copy of their observations in· the shape of a treasury minute.1 

It is the duty of the comptroller and auditor-general to direct 
the attention of parliament, in his reports, to every departure 
from the provisions of the Appropriation Act.' These reports 
should make mention not merely' of any cases of positive 
irregularity on the part of a.y department of the state in tpi: 
expenditure of public money placed in their hands for par
ticular purposes, but also of any cases wherein, with the 
sanction of the treasury, surpluses of certain votes had been 
used to defray the deficiencies of other votes, in conformity 
with the provisions in the recent Appropriation Acts, per
mitting the treasury to authorize such an arrangement" tem
porarily," and subject to the future approbation of parliament. 
Upon their presentation to parliament, the appropriation 
accounts of the sums granted for the service of the year to 
which they relate, together with the reports thereon of the 
comptroller and auditor-gelleral, and the observations of the 
treasury upon the same, are referred to the committee on 
public accounts. 

We have now to considell the origin and functions of the 
last tribunal by means of which parliament, and more especially 
the House of Commons, is enabled to exercise its constitu
tional control over the public expenditure with vigilance and 
success, viz.-

4- Tlze Standing Committee on Public Accounts. 

From the period of the revolution of 1688, the House 
of Commons have exercised the right of inquiry, by com
mittees of their own, into the public expenditure j and of 
auditing the public accounts either by members or persons 
named by their own House. The appointment of commis
sioners of audit, to be nominated by the crown under the 
authority of parliament, has not in any degree impaired the 
powers of the Commons in this respect j for" it is competent. 
to this House to examine inte, and to correct, abuses in the 

I I Report (Excheq. and Audit Bill), Evid. 214-228,. Com. Pap. 
1866, v. 7; and see Appropriation Acct!;. 1868-9, Com.· Pap. 1870, 
V·48• 

• Excheq. and Audit Act of 1866, sec. 32; and' see First Rep. Com •. 
Pub. Accts. p. v. Com. Pap. 1870, v. 10; . 



PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT. 

expenditure of the civil list revenues, as well as in every other 
branch of the public revenue, whenever it shall appear ex
pedient to the wisdom of this House so to do." 1 

With a view to obtain the co-operation of the House of 
Commons in the important task of economical retrenchment 
and reform, it had been customary for the government from 
time to time to call upon the House to appoint what were 
Finance termed finance committees, with authority to in-
committees. quire into the revenue and expenditure of the 
country in every branch of the public service. The first 
instance of the appointment of such a committee was during 
the administration of Mr. Pitt, in 1786. From this date, 
similar committees, composed of men selected for their talents 
and knowledge of finance, without distinction of party, but 
including some members of the existing ministry,1 were 
appointed about once in ·every ten years,. until 1828, when 
twenty years-to I848-elapsed without the nomination of 
such a committee, if we except one in 1834, which was con
fined to colonial military expenditure.s 

On February 22, '1848, on the motion of the chancellor 
'of the exchequer, two select . committees were appointed, one 
on military expenditure, and the other to inquire into the 
expenditure for miscellaneous services. And on February 18, 
1873, a select committee was appointed, on the motion of 
Mr. Gladstone (the prime minister), ,to inquire into any pos
sible reductions in the expenditure for civil services. 

Such committees, though not professedly secret, being in
tended to receive information from government which it would 
not be expedient to divulge to members generally, have been 
usually empowered to conduct their inquiries in secret, and to 
exclude from publicity any evidence which it might be im-
B Ii 'a! 'r portant to abstain from disclosing.' And, in con-

ene CI 1 • h . f h . 
confine~ within sentmg to t e appomtment 0 t ese committees, 
proper I11WtS. the government have been careful to stipulate that 
their inquiries should be ,restricted within constitutional limits, 
and that, while reporting their opinions in regard to retrench
ments in the public expenditure and economical reforms, they 

1 Com. Jour. v. 37, p. 763 ; Clode, Mil. Forces, chaps. vii. xxiv. 
• Mil'. Pa,.l. 1828, pp. 199, 203. 
• Ha'II. D. v. 96, pp. 991, 1056. 
• Peel, in lb. pp. 1007, 1063 •• 
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should not encroach on the functions of the executive govern
ment, who are alone responsible for deciding as to the number 
of men required for the army or navy, or any other branch 
of the public service, in order to maintain due efficiency 
therein.' 

In the year 1845, as we have already seen,a departmental 
committee of the treasury reported their opinion 0' , 
that efficient control over the public expenditure p.ilifl~ of, 
could only be secured by the examination of the accou!'ts 
audited accounts by a committee of the House of. comDllttee. 

Commons. I But this recommendation was not carried out; 
and the country is mainly indebted for the introduction of this 

. important feature into the political system of England to the 
timely counsels of the committee on public moneys, who, in 
their report in 1857, advised that the principle. of the con
current audit, or appropriation check, should be extended to 
all accoUDts ot public income and expenduure to wruch It nad 
not yet been applied; that the whole of the public accounts 
finally audited should be presented to parliament before the 
close of the year succeeding that to which they relate; and 
that these audited accounts should be annually submitted to 
the revision of a committee of the House of Commons.8 

On February 2, 1860, a motion was carried in the House of 
Commons against the government, "that it would be desirable 
to appoint, every year, a select committee to inquire into the 
miscellaneous civil service expenditure of the preceding year ; 
into the payments made out of the consolidated fund; and 
into those on account of the woods, forests, and land revenues." 
But, doubtless through the influence of the government, no 
such committee was nominated. Nevertheless, on March 29 
following, the government consented to the appointment of a 
committee whose powers should be limited to an inquiry into 
"the expenditure for miscellaneous services, and to report 
whether any reduction could be effected therein." This com
mittee made a report on July 25, strongly recommending that 
they should be reappointed in the'next session. On February 
2 I, 1861, inquiry was made of ministers in the House of Com
mons whether they had taken any steps to give effect to the 

I Ham. D. v. 96, p. 1073 j and v. 101, p. 713. 
• See a"le, p. 251. . 
• Rep. Come. Pub. Moneys, p, 6, Com. PIlP. 1857, sess. 2, v. 9-
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recommendations of the committee on public moneys of 1857, 
Consent of that the principle of audit should be applied to the 
government to miscellaneous expenditure, and that a committee 
appointment on the public accounts should be annually ap. ora public 
accounts pointed, etc. In reply, the chancellor of the 
committee. exchequer -stated that the government were willing 
to accede to the appointment of a committee to review the 
audited accounts from year to year, but that for the present 
year the army and navy expenditure alone could be subjected 
to such scrutiny, as the miscellaneous expenditure had not as 
yet been brought under the system of audit. On April 9 

C 'tt· following, upon the motion of the chancellor omml ee . 
!irst appointed of the exchequer, a select commIttee was ap-
In ,86,. pointed for ,the examination, from year to year, 
of the audited accounts of the public expenditure; and 
the chancellor intimated his intention of moving that the 
appointment of such a committee should be a standing order.1 
On March 31, 1862, this promise was fulfilled by the appoint
ment of a standing committee, styled "The committee of 
public accounts," for the examination of the accounts, show
ing the appropriation of the sums granted by parliament to 
meet the public expenditure, to consist of nine (increased by 
order of March 28, 1870, to eleven) members, who shall be 
nominated at the commencement of every session, of whom 
five shall be a quorum. On April 3 this was made a standing 
order. .. 

This committee has been characterized by Mr. Gladstone as 
Use oftbis " an institution well founded on the principles of 
committee. parliamentary government," it being intended" to 
give completeness to our system of parliamentary control over 
the public moneys;" ~ and as affording to the House of 
Commons, through its investigations, "the best security for 
the due, speedy, and effectual examining and rendering of the 
public accounts." 3 . 

An excellent understanding prevails between the government 
and this committee; and its proceedings have been invariably 

J Halfs. D. v. 162. pp. 313. 773 j v. 165. p. 1027. 
• Ib. v. 177. p. 456 j v. 217. p. 1227 j and see article on Parliament 

and the Public Moneys. Qual'". Rev. v. 141, p. 224 j Second Rep. Com·. 
Pub. Accts. p. 21. Com. Pap. 1863. v. 7. 

• Hans. l). v. 165, p. 1351. 
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characterized by moderation and impartiality. It is customary 
that both the secretary and ex-secretary of the treasury should 
be members of it.! The former reports to it officially every 
session the steps which have been taken during the past year 
to give effect to its recommendations. If any particular recom
mendation proves impracticable or inexpedient, the reasons 
are given why it has not been carried out. It is usual for the 
treasury, in dealing with the recommendations of this com
mittee, either to embody their conclusions upon particular 
suggestions in a minute, or to ask the committee to reconsider 
the question.' 

Great care is taken in the choice of members to compose 
this important committee. It was at first proposed Selection of it. 
that it should be chosen by the committee of selec- members. 

tion; but they declined to undertake the duty, and the com
mittee is now nominated by government, in concert with such 
members of the House as are of the greatest weight and 
authority upon financial questions.s This is in conformity 
with the practice which formerly prevailed in the appointment 
of finance committees.4 The same gentlemen are usually re
appointed on the committee every session; and hitherto the 
government have successfully resisted all attempts to alter its 
composition. 6 The chairman is invariably an unofficial 
member of the House, but not invariably a supporter of the 
government. 

The committee on public accounts is of immense utility in 
bringing the entire revenue and expenditure of the country 
under the control of the House of Commons, in pointing out 
abuses in the management of the public finances, and in sug
gesting remedies; and furthermore, in investigating and report
ing to the House their opinion upon disputed points of account 
between the treasury and any department or functionary 
entrusted with the collection or expenditure of public 
moneys.8 

1 Hans. D. v. 192, pp. 118, 134-
• First Rep. Como. Accts. Evid. 982, Com. Pap. 1870, v. 10. 
I Hans. D. v. 165, p. 1350. . 
• Mir. ".I Pari. 1828, pp. 199, 203. 
I Hans. D. v. 166, pp. 330, 528; v. 169, p. 715. 
t Mr. Disraeli, 16. v. 221, p. 621. 
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A 
Aberdeen, Lord, his administra

tion, i. 99, 100; resignation of, 
liS 

Account, votes on, ii. 2 II 
Accounts. See Public accounts 
Acquisition . of territory by tbe 

crown, consent of parliament not 
necessary to, i. 137 . 

Act of settlement, i. 55, 56, 77, 
231 

- of uniformity, obligations of, 
L IS2-154 

Ad i"/n'i", advances of money, ii. 
217 

Addington, Mr., bis administration, 
i. 120 

Address in answer to tbe Queen's 
speech, passing the, ii. 58; pro
posed amendments, 59; wbat 
business may be initiated before 
it is passed. Sa au .. Speech from 
the tbrone 

Administration (tbe) in parliament. 
Sa Ministers, Ministry 

Administrations. See Aberdeen, 
Addington, Bute,Canning, Derby, 
Disraeli, Gladstone, Grenville, 
Grey, Liverpool, Melbourne, 
N ortb, Palmerston, Peel, Perceval, . 
Pitt, Rockingbam, Russell, Sbel
burne, Wellington. 

Administrative audit, ii. 263 
Admiralty, practice in regard to 

surplus supplies to tbe, ii. 252 
Advances of public money, ii. 197 
Ad vice to tbe sovereign carries re

sponsibility with it, L 61 
VOL. II. 

, 

Afghanistan papers, debate on, i. 
129 . 

Albert (Prince Consort) appointed 
the Queen's private secretary, i. 
100; his character and public 
conduct, 101 ; question as to his 
precedence, 192 

Ambassadors and envoys, office of, 
i. 131; not to be controlled by 
parliament, 131, 

Amendments to the address. See 
Speech from the throne 

American political system. Ste 
United Stales 

--war, how brought to a close, 
i. 126 

Anglo-Saxon polity, i. 10-IS 
Anne, Queen, L 58, 87 ; her several 

ministries, 237, 238, 250, 251, 
254-256 

--, statute of. regarding repre
sentation, i. 245; exclusion of 
officials from House by statute of, 
iL 36 

Annual charges, ii. 203 
Anson, Sir W., i. 18 
Answers to questions, ii. 90, 91 
Appointments to office, i. 167; in 

the church, 167; in the army and 
navy, 167, 168. St. Patronage, 
Public officers 

Appropriation, procedure to give 
effect to, ii. 240 

-- Act, how framed and passed, 
ii. 217, 229-231; clause in the 
Bill of Supply, 231'; bill, proce
dure upon, 231-234; presenta
tion of, 233; prorogation of 
parliament before passing an, 234 

'f 
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Appropriation audit, its origin and 
operation, ii. 251-254; manner 
of conducting, 266 j its applica
tion to all parliamentary grants, 
241 

Archbishops of Canterbnry and 
York as privy councillors, i. 34. 
41 

Aristocratic element in House of 
. Commons, i. 3-5 

Army (and navy), appointments, 
promotions, and dismissals in, i. 
154, 164, 167, 168 

-, parliamentary control over, i. 
56, 64, 161-164 

-- pensions to widows and 
· orphans, i. 177 
-, prerogative concerning, i. 154-

164 j Discipline and Regulation 
Act, 154 j ministerial explanations 
in exercise of prerogative con-

· cerning, 161-164 
-, standing, origin of, i. ISS, 

156 
-, surplus grants for, used to 

make good deficiencies, ii. 252,. 
256 

A ",ow, affair of the, i. 127 
Attorney-General, formerly ex

cluded from House of Commons, 
· i. 236,237 
Audit, application of system of, to 

public accounts, ii. 261-267 j 
origin of, 261; administrative, 
263 j appropriation, nature of, 
265-267 j naval and military 
accounts, 253~255 j first complete 
system of, 265 

-, Board of, dependent on 
treasury, ii. 262 j is a board of 
verification, 262, 263 

- office, enlarged functions of, 
ii. 263 

-- department, ii. 236-247 
Australia, procedure for removal of 

judges in, i. 199. 200 

B 
Balance of powers under prero

gative government, i. 3 

Balances, unexpended, surrender of, 
ii. 212, 260 

Barons forced to recognize the rights 
of the burgesses, i. 25 

Bedchamber question, i. 95-<)7 
Berkeley peerage case, i. 124 
Bill of Rights, i. 45, 53, 56,154, ISS 
Bills, deficiency, ii. 242 . 
--, in which House they should be 

initiated, i. 6 j introduction of, 
ii. 60-71 j on government ques
tions, brought in by private mem
bers, 63, 64; House should not 
be divided on leave to introduce 
government, 67 j ministers ex
pected to originate important, 68 j 
fate of important, when intro
duced by private members, 64; 
introduced by the opposition, 65 j 

government, based on general 
resolutions, 66 j proceeding by 
resolution instead of by, 67; 
private, 67-71 j unofficial attitude 
of miniSters towards, 67. See 
also Crown, Ministers, Private 
bills . 

Bishops. Sa Church of England 
Boards. See Commissions 
Bolingbroke's ministry, i. 255-257 
Boroughs (nomination), in the hands 

of peers, etc., i. 66, 67 
Bribery, deep-seated evil of, i. 267, 

268 
British subject, rights of, i. 133, 140 
"Broad-bottom" administration, 

why so called, i. 270 
Brougham, Lord, on the appoint

ment of ministers by the crown, 
i. 108 j William IV. and, 114 j 
resolutions on prerogative of 
mercy, 208, 209 

Budget, amended or rejected by the 
House of Commons, ii. 224 j by 
the House of Lords, 226, 227 j 
introduction of the, 218, 219 j 

questions upon the, 218 j measures 
considered iu the, 219 j the whole 
resolutions included in one Bill, 
228 j final statement of estimated 
revenue and expenditure, 233 j 

ministers charged.with submitting 
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the, ii. 110; proposed by a secre
tary to the treasury, 110 

Business, conduct of, by ministers, 
ii. 71-77 

Bute administration, i. 61, 271-273 

c 
" Cabal," origin of term, i. 228 
Cabinet: made responsible to Par

liament, i_ S3; not to withhold 
advice,and co-operation amongst, 
ii. 77-79; its origin, organization, 
and functions, 219-286; when first 
mentioned in history, 223; un
popularity of, at first, 224; re
constituted in 1660, 225; the 
" Cabal," 228; meetings of, 
under Charles II., 230; their 
unpopularity, 230; subsequent 
condition of, 231 ; first organized 
under William Ill., 241>-242, 
24&-250; principles of unanimity 
in, 253; discords in, time of 
Queen Anne, 254; Coup d'ital, 
at meeting of, on June 30, 1714, 
255, 256; constructed on basis of 
political union, 257, 258; ii. 77; 
simultaneous changes of its melll
bers, i. 259; internal condition of, 
during reign of Geo. III., 261; 
former custom of the sovereign to 
preside at, 261 ; interior council 
of the, 263; ii. S; history of its 
transition state, 264; appointed 
by the crown, 230; the crown 
chooses the premier, who re
commends his colleagues, z80; 
stipulations and conditions be
tween sovereign and candidates 
for, 281; its numbers variable, 
282, 283; of whom composed, 
283, 284; seat in, without office, 
284-286; persons who are in
eligible for, 286; the council is 
unknown to the law, ii. 1-3; a 
deliberate boor, 3; functions of, 
with relations to crown and execu
tive government, ii. 3; meetings 
of, 4; relations of prime minister 
with, 5, 6; questions disposed of 

at, 6, 7; commiitees of, 6; its 
position in. ~eciding questions 
between mlDlsters and· depart
ments, 7, 8; deliberations secret, 
·8; notes of proceedings taken, 
not to be made public, 9; how 
its [decisions are enforced, 9; 
ministerial memorandums, 10 ; 
other ministers sometimes invited 
to attend meetings of, II j disso
lutions of the, 12, 22; commu
nications between the crown and 
the, 12, 14; decisions of, to be 
submitted for royal approval, 13 ; 
case <if neglect of this rule, 14 n. ; 
what matters require previous 
sanction of crown, 14; minutes 
of, sent to sovereign, 14, 15 ; con
clusions of, 15; decision of crown 
upon advice of, 15; dissensions 
in, 21-24; attendance at, to cease 
on retirement from office, 21,22 ; 
proportion of ministers of the, in 
each House; 28-32; who ought 
to be in the Commons, 30, 3 I ; 
advantages of a seat in the Lords, 
32. Stt also Ministers, Privy 
council 

Cabinet dinners, i. 262 
- boxes, ii. 16 j surrender of 

keys of, on resignation of office, 

C 23 d 1 . .. ana a, aw 10, 11. 44, 45 
Canning, Mr., his administration, 

i.. 84, II I, 1I5 
Canterbury, Archbishop of, i. 287 
Canton, affair of the A"ow 9,t, i. 

127 . 
Capital sentence, remission of, i. 

205-210 
CarOline, Queen, case of, i. 68-71 
Cash account of the paymaster-

general, ii. 246 
Catholic question, i. 65 
Censure, votes of, ii. 120, 121 
Cession of territory by the crown, 

i. 136, 137 . 
Chambers, both originally sat to

gether, i. 24 
Chancellor, Lord High, resignation 

of office, ii. 23 



INDEX. 

Chaplains to House of Commons, 
> i. 185, 186 

Charges, annual, ii. 203 
Charles I., execution of, i. 48; and 

the House of Commons, rela
tions between, 239 

Charters, prerogative in granting, 
i. 215-218; to universities, 216, 
217 

Chatham, Earl of. See Pitt,_ W. 
Checks and balances in government, 

a paper on futility of, i, 4. 5 
Chiltern Hundreds, ii. 47, 48 
Chinese question in 1857, i. 127 
Church of England~ its legal posi-

tion in England, i. 143; in the 
Colonies, 14~ 148; in Canada, 
151 ; in New Zealand, 152; in 
foreign countr~es,_ 152-154; con
trolled by Act of Uniformity, 153 

Church Estates Commission, ii. 38 
Civil contingencies, ii. 244, 245 
-- list, i. 124, 180. 
- Service" principles of per-

manence in, i. 166; nominations, 
169; promotions, 169; com
petitive examinations, 169, 170; 
appointments, 169; must not 
engage in politics, 172, 173; 
fidelity in. 17.2; power of dis
missal from, 171-173 ; pensions, 
178-180; expenditure, 181-187; 
regulations of salaries, 174-180, 
183-18n estimates, 207. See 
also Pu blic officers 

Clerks in public offices. See Public 
officers 

Coalition (the) ministry (1783), i. 62 
-, objection to, i. 270, 275 
Cock burn, Chief Justice, charge in 

case of Nelson and Brand, i. 157, 
158 

Colenso controversy" i. 148, 149 
Colleges. See Universities 
Colonial bishops, i. 148, 149, 152 
- Church, position of the, i. 146-

148 
- judges, i. 199-203. See also 

Judges 
Colonies, Church of England in, i. 

146-152 

Commander-in-chief, formerly a~.o
ciated with seat in cabinet, i. 287 

Commissions: ofinquiry, ii. 92, 93 ; 
the issue and control of royal, 
statutory and departmental, 92~ 
103; their scope and powers, 
95; appointment of, 96; choice 
of members of, 97-99; compen
sation to, 99; compulsory powers 
of, 99; extraordinary powers of, 
100 ; internal proceedings of, 
100; expenses of, 101, 102; 
secretary of, 101; in relation to 
parliament, 102, 103 

Committee of Supply, appointment 
of,_ proceedings in, ii. :a08 

-, select, on public questions, ii. 
155-157. See also Supply 

Commons, House of, relations be
tween House of Lords and, i. 5 ; 
position of the, 8; decides the 
fate of ministries, 8 ; rising power 
of the, 26 ; when its power was 
fully attained, 28; early efforts 
to check the privy council, 29; 
advise increase of tbe council, 32 ; 
right to express opinion on choice 
of ministers by the sovereign, 109 ; 
right to advise the crown, ii. 152; 
defects of, 153; encroacbments 
of, 154; cannot lay restrictions on 
exercise of royal prerogative, ISS ; 
does not vote money unless re
quired by the crown, 187; and 
only on application of the crown, 
192; resolutions or address in 
favour of particular expenditure, 
192; law of eligibility for, 35 

Commune conrilium regni, i. 17, 21 
Competitive examination, system 

of" i. 169, 170 
Consolidated fund, ii. 200, 203 
Consort, Prince. See Albert 
Constitution, contrast between 

theory and practice of the, i. 4 ; 
growth of, 52 ; harmonious work
ing of monarchical, aristocratic, 
and democratic elements in, ii. 
135 

Constitutional government, grow til 
of, i. 52, 53 ; review of the history 
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0(, (rom Norman Conquest to 
William of Orange, 16-53 ; epoch 
of, 1782, 6<H)2 

Contracts, entered into by public 
departments, ii. 179-182; control 
of, by parliament, 179, 180 ; 
standing order concerning, 179; 
that require approval of House 
of Commons, 181, 182 

Control over revenue, ii. 235-247 
Convocation of bishops and clergy, 

i. 145, 146 
Com laws, Sir R. Peel and, ii. 65 
Cornwall, Duchy of, 124 
Coronation oath, i. 77. S", QUO 

Sovereign 
Corporations, power to create, i. 

216, 218 ; pnvate, 218; ii.161 ; 
power of parliament to dissolve, 
218 

Correspondence, private and confi
dential, publication 0(, i. 130 

Council of state (1648-53), i. 48, 49 
Councillors, had power to arrest 

during period of "government 
by councils," i. 44 

Councils, government by, i. 39 
County families, influence of ,i. 5. 

S" QIM Governing families 
Courts of law, origin of, i. 20 
Credit, votes of, ii. 211 
" Cries" at the hustings, ii. 129 
Crimean war, i. 214 
Cromwell, his government, i. So, 51, 

224 
Crown, the: powers to be exer

cised through ministers, i. 2 ; and 
the House of Commons, obsolete 
prerogatives of, 4; and House of 
Lords, ancient rights though 
dormant not disallowed, 5; ad
visers of the, 17; its acts to be 
authenticated by ministers, 38; 
powers of, under Henry VIII., 
40-42 ; waning authority of the, 
74; succession to the, 77; dis
tinction between lands granted 
by state and private property of 
the, 124 n. ; and foreign powers, 
intercourse between, 127, 128; 
doubtful if territory may be ceded 

by the, without consent of parlia
ment, 136 ; and the issue of orders 
in council, ii. 165; may not add 
to, alter, or dispense with any 
law, 166, 167; patronage, i. 16g, 
'170; absolute power of, to dis
miss public servants, 171, 17~; 
relinquishment of any part of Its 
dominions, 137; acquisition of 
new territory, 137; communication 
of, with the cabinet, ii. 12, 13; 
'rights of access to, 13. Sa auo 
Sovereign, Ministers, Parliament, 
Prerogative 

Curia Regis, i. 18-20 

D 
Debates, preJ.udicial, should not be 

allowed, Ii. 158; importance of 
full, and free discussion, 64 

Debts, due to the crown, how re-
mitted, ii. 197 

Decorations, rule for foreign, i. 211 
Defeat of ministers. See Ministers 
Deficiency Bills, ii. 242 
Departments, government by, i. 

2640276; ii. 102; regulations, 
170. See QUO Parliament, Public 
officers 

D~rby, Lord, his administration, 
I. 8 

Despatches, drafts of, i. 130; eti
quette concerning, 130; papers, 
etc., submitted to the sovereign, 
ii. 16, 17; not to be quoted un· 
less made public, 92; premature 
communication of, 158-160 

Differences between ministers or 
public departments, how settled, 
ii. 7; injurious effects of, 8; dis
sensions in the cabinet, 21 

Diocesan synods in England, i. 145 ; 
in the colonies, 150 

Discussion, advantages of free, ii. 
64 

Disraeli, Right Hon. B., and war 
with Russia, 1854, i. 127 ' 

Dissolution, ii. 125-129; threats of, 
unconstitutional, 125 ; not neces
sary previous to legislation upon 
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organic changes, 127; interference 
of parliament with a, 128, 129. 
See also Ministers 

Duty, new rates of, ii. 222; how 
levied, 222; on spirits, 222; on 
foreign commodities, 222, 223. 
See also T!I=tion 

E 
East India. See India 
Ecclesiastical, prerogative in mat· 

ters, i. 167 
Edmunds, Mr. L., case of, i. IB4". 
Elizabeth, Queen, government of 

and her parliament, i. 44 ' 
Endowments, parliament the su-

preme trustee of, ii. 172 
Engledue, Lieut., case of, i. 163 
Episcopal Church in Canada, i. 151 
Established Church. See Church 

of England 
Estimates, presentation of, ii. 204-

2fYl; supplementary, 205, 206; 
civil service, 207,210.. See Sup
ply, Votes 

Excesses of expenditnre over grants, 
how provided for: army and 
Davy services, ii. 260; civil ser· 
vices, 260 

Exchequer, gross receipts to be 
paid into the, ii. 20; control, 
236, 247; functions of the, 236; " 
united with the audit office, 237, 
238; powers of the, 237 ; receipt 
of money by, 239; irregularities 
caused by neglect of control, 239; 
custody of money, 239; issue of 
money by the, 239; grants of 
credit on the, 240; controls the 
issue but not expenditure of 
money, 242 

Exchequer and audit department 
ii. 236--247 ' 

Executive authority, abuse of, ii. 
164; limits to, 164- See Minis· 
ters 

- legislation, control of, by 
parliament,ii. 170, 171. See au' 
Ministerial, Ministers 

Ex·ministers. See Responsibility 

of ex-ministers; Chancellor Lord 
High ' 

Expenditure: resolution or address 
of House in favour of special 
grant of, ii. 192; must originate 
in ~ommittee of ~upply, 192; 
motIons for reductIon of, 206; 
precedents, 206; unauthorized 
difficulties of sometimes control~ 
ling, 235; remedy against, 243 ; 
unforeseen, 244; funds from 
which they are defrayed, 244; 
extra, requires treasury sanction, 
253; excess of, attention of par
liament should be directed to, 
267. See also Revenue 

Explanations by ministers, ii. 116-
119 

Extra receipts, ii. 246, 249 
Eyre, Governor, case of, ii. 116 

F 

Fees. See Extra receipts 
Finance accounts, ii. 266 
- committees, ii. 268-271 
Financial measures, time allowed 

to consider, ii. 221; contracts 
and loans, 224; operations of 
government, modified by parlia
ment, precedents of, "2240 225. 
See also Budget, Supply 

Foreign affairs, opinions expressed 
in parliament on, i. 140 

- decorations, permission re-
quired to accept, i. 211 " 

-- policy, parliament should be 
informed of, i. 128; advantages 
of this, 128; objections of, to its 
publicity on part of foreign 
governments, IzS; controlled by 
parliament, 129 

_ powers, and the crown, inter. 
course between, i. 128; preroga
tive in relation to, 125; inter
ference in domestic concerns of, 
137, 138; discusoions in parlia
ment thereon, 140; etiquette 
observed towards foreign princes, 
130, 131. Sec also Negotia-
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tions, Parliament, Treaties, 
Foreign office 

Foreign secretary, the, i. 290 
FOll and Grenville ministry, i. 64 
Franchise. Su Reform 
Freeman, Mr., article on origin of 

representation, i. 10, 12 
Funds, deficiency of, ii. 242 

G 
General warrants, legality of, ii. 183 
George I., as a sovereign, L 88 
- 11., as a sovereign, i. 89 
- Ill., his character and con-

duct, i. 59. 79, So, go-<}2; his 
personal inlluence, 65 ; his friends 
as advisers, 59; they formed a 
distinct party, 60; shaped his 
own policy, 62-64; quarrel with 
his ministers, 65; death of, 67, 
68 

- IV., character of; i. 67, 68,92; 
and Queen Caroline, 68-71 

Gifts or loans to crown or depart
ment of state illegal withont con
sent of parliament, ii. 197 

Gladstone, Right Hon. W. E., ad
ministration of, i. 123 

Governing families, their inllnence, 
i. 5.66. See also Whig families 

Government, parliamentary, de
fined, i. I; by prerogative, effect 
of; 2, 3 ; importance of a strong, 
7 ; by councils, when ended, 44; 
by departments, 264, 276 

- bills, based on general resolu-
tions, ii. 66 

-- measures, ii. 61-71 
- orders, ii. 74. 7S 
- stores, parliamentary control 

over, ii. 198; not permitted to 
give away stores, 19B. See also 
Departments, Parliament, Prero
gative, Sovereign 

Grafton administration, i. 273, 274 
Grand Remonstrance, i. 47, 4B 
Grant, resolutions and address for a 

special, ii. 188-192; the House 
may increase a special, 193; a 
permanent, 203 

Granville, Lord, i. 113 ... 
Great Council, under the Norman 

kings, i. 17, 21; revival of, by 
Charles I., 47 

-- seal. See Seal 
Grenville administrations, i. 64, 95, 

III, n6, 257, 258,262, 273 
Grey, second earl, his administra

tion, i. 95 
-, third earl, i. Ill, 114, 170, 

173; his suggestions on parlia
mentary reform, 6, 8 ; ii. 43, 44 

H 
Hampden, case of Rex fl. Hamp

den, ii. 165 
Hanoverian dynasty, i. 57, 58 
Hardwicke, Lord, refused to affill 

great seal to treaties when re
quired by George III. to do so, 
i. 89 

Herries, Mr., i. III, 114 
Home office, and criminal cases, 

ii. 205-:207 
- secretary, office of the, ii. 

110 
Honours, prerogative in granting, 

i. 210-214; not necessarily at 
instigation of ministers, 210; pro
ceedings in parliament in relation 
to,211 

House of Commons; its present 
position and power, i. 26-:28; 
when separated from the Lords, 
22; its state after the revolntion, 
231 ; sanctions transfers of surplus 
grants for military and naval ex
penditure, ii. 258; duty of the, 
to see to adjustment of public 
accounts, 267. See also Com
mons, Judges, Leader, Lords, 
Ministers, Parliament, Reform 

Household (royal), appointment of 
members of, i. 94. 95 

I 
Impeachment of ministers, i. 89 
Inclosure commissioners, powers of, 

ii. 171, 172 
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India, council of state, its members 
excluded from parliament, ii. 39 

Inner or interior conncil in the 
cabinet, i. 263 

Intervention and non-intervention 
in foreign affairs by the British 
government, i. 137. See also 

. Foreign policy 
~onian Islands, cession of, i. 136 

J 
Judges, ought not to be in the 

cabinet, i. 286; that may, and 
those that may not sit in parlia
ment, 235, 286; supervision over, 
in parliament, 189, 193 ; howap
pointed, 168; method of proce
dure against, 189, 190; conduct 
of, not to be lightly impugned, 
196 

-, colonial, how appointed and 
how removed, i. 199-203; juris
diction of the privy council over, 
200, 201, 203; removable on ad
dress from the Canadian parlia
ment, 202; their suspension from 
office, when allowable, 201, 202; 
communications with government, 
how conducted, 201; procedure 
upon address for removal, 200, 
202 

Judicial appointments, how con
ferred, i. 168 

- committee of the privy coun
cil. Sa Privy council 

J udiciaey, matters concerning the, i. 
188, 203 

J uncto, the, i. 223 
Justice, administration of, i. 188-

203; erroneous convictions, 196 

K 
King (Anglo-Saxon), office of the, 

i. 13-15; (Norman), election of 
the, 16; councils of, 17, 20-22; 
Heney II. and his council, 22 

.. King can do no wrong," i. 2 
-, relations between the sove

reign and his ministers, case of, as 

early as 1316, i. 31; secretary of 
the, 42; vote in 1649 to abolish 
the office of, 48 

King's Council, regulated by par
liament, i. 32; restrained by the 
Commons, 32, 38; development 
of, 34; busin~ before, 37, 38; 
complaints against, 39 

"King's friends," party of the, i. 
60 

- household, removals from, on 
petition of the House of Com
mons, i. 33. See also Crown, 
Royal functions, Sovereign 

Knighton, Sir W m., i. 99 

L 
Ladies of the Bedchamber, i. 95-

97 
Lafayette, General, case of, i. 138 
Lamb. See Melbourne, Lord 
Lancaster, Duchy of, i. 124 
-, Earl of. his constitutional de

mands, i. 3 I . 

Landed interest, representation of, 
i. 5 

Lansdowne, Lord, i. II I, 115 
Law courts, when established, i. 20 
Leader of the government, in the 

Lords, ii. 105; in the Commons, 
his duties, 72, 106-109 

-- of the opposition, ii. 83 
Legislative (early), assemblies, i. 24; 

measures between both Houses, 
143; facility of, 143-149; busi
ness, ii. 75 

Letters from sovereign princes, eti
quette concerning, i. 130, 131 

Liverpool, Lord, his administra
tions, i. 70, 71, 99, 115 

Loans, to foreign powers, i. 138 N. ; 

or gifts, not permitted to crown or 
public departments without con
sent of parliament, ii. 197; par
liamentary control of, 197 ; trans
actions, 221; financial contracts, 
224 

Lords of the Treasury. See Treasury. 
Lords, House of, relations with 

House of Commons. i. S. 6; 
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seldom initiates legislation, 6; 
important services of, 6; should 
not give persistent opposition to 
House o( Commons, 6, 7 ; reasons 
why it should have confidence of 
the nation, 7; does not decide 
the fate of ministers, 8; sugges
tions from private members on 
money bills, ii. 191; presence of 
ministers therein under preroga
tive government, i. 233. See alsD 
Budget, Parliament, Peers 

M 
M'Mahon, Colonel, private secre

tary to George IV., i. 98, 99 
Magna Carta, i. 22, 24 
Mail and telegraph contracts, ii. 

180. s" Contracts 
Martia1law, i. 157-161 
Melbourne, Lord, his administra

tions, i. 72-75, 93-¢, 121; acted 
as Queen's private secretary, 100 

Melville, Lord, impeachment of, 
i.220 

Members of Parliament, resolution, 
in supply, that they shall be in
eligible to receive any remunera
tion (rom sources of revenue, i. 
243; vacate seats by accepting 
office, 245 

-, (private) introduction of bills 
by. See Bills 

-. objections to their receiving 
pay (or services in Parliament, 
I. 25 . 

Mercy, ellercise of prerogative of, 
i. 203-210; strictly confined to 
criminal offences, 204 

Military law, i. 156, 157 
Militia, a constitutional force, i. 

160; dismissal of officers of, 162. 
See a/sD Army 

Mill, Mr. J. S., advice to House of 
Commons, ii.'136, 137 

Ministerial lead in both Houses, 
ii. 71 

M inisteria\ dissensions, i. 270 
- explanations, ii. 116-119 

Ministerial offices, readjustment of, 
ii. 20; exchange of, 20; resigna. 
tions, 22; dismissa1s, 23 

- responsibility, origin, early, 
indications, progress and extent 
.of, .i. 1151, 253; ii. 2S, 26, 77, 
etc.; theory of, i. 72; for the past 
condnct of particular ministers. 
160; ii. 116; in control of the 
army and. navy, i. 160 

- statements, ii. 92 
Ministers, early recognition of their 

constitutional relation to the 
crown, i. 31,46; under the Tudor 
.monarchs, 237; under .Queen 
Mary, 237; under Edward VI., 
Queen Elizabeth, and James I., 
238; scheme to introduce into 
House in 1679, 239; first success· 
fully introduced by William Ill., 
1!40, 248, 249; first positive decla
ration of their responsibility, 251, 
252 

-, their appointment and dis
missal by .the crown, i. 72, 110, 
112 

--, entitled .to a fair trial from 
parliament, i. 110 

- originally sat in parliament 
without responsibility, i. 242; 
.llIIceSSity of their presence in par
liament, ii. 27 

---... their lack of political unity 
at first, i. 253, 254 ; their political 
agreement and mutual responsi
bility now deemed essential, 259 ; 
internal dissensions between, ii. 
21 

-, resignation of, because of 
charges or complaints against 
them, ii. 113-116 

- retaining office under new 
administrations, ii. 21 

--, stipulations or pledges with 
the sovereign or parliament, how 
far justifiable, i. 281; not to 
withhold advice from the crown, 
282,284 

-, their salaries and allowances, 
L 174-185, 287, 288; official 
residence!;, 2B9; pensions,29Q 
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Ministers, readjustment of minis
terial offices, ii. 20; accepting 
office must be re-elected, 35; pro
posed repeal of this law, 40; ex
change of offices not to vacate 
seat in parliament, 41 ; Canadian 
law on this point, 44, 45 

- should sit in both Houses to 
represent every public depart
ment, ii_ 28; proportion of, ap
propriate to each House, 28; 
who should sit in the House of 
Commons, 30, 31.; representation 
by under-secretaries, 32 

- to initiate all important public 
bills and control legislation, ii. 
61; effect of alterations made in 
parliament to government bills, 
63 ; .should be able to carry their 
measures through parliament, 66 ; 
and to originate suitable measures 
without the help of parliament, 
66, 67; position of, towards 
private bills, 67; should have 
the control of all business in par
liament, 71; must co-operate 
together in parliament, 77, 78 ; 
are the special guardians of the 
privileges of parliament, 7r, 105; 
their defeat on bills, etc., in par
liament, 122, 123; on financial 
questions, 124 

-, their executive acts, how far 
controllable by parliament, ii. 
153, 154; procedure upon .an 
excess or abuse of executive 
authority, 164; illegal or oppres
sive acts of particular, 182; par
ticular ministers complained of,. 
or censured by parliament, 113-
137 

-, impeachment of, i. 89 ; ii. II 5 
-, immunity of, in courts-oflaw, 

ii. 182-185 
-, etiquette of new, towards old, 

ii. 134; complaints against ex
ministers, 134, 135; how far 
bound to give effect to intentions 
of their predecessors in office, 
133, 134- SNalro Administration 
in· parliament, Ministry, Minis-

terial responsibility, Bills, Cabinet, 
Prime minister, Privy councillors, 
Questions, Sovereign 

Ministry, evils of a weak, i. 8; of 
.. all the talents," 64; dismissal 
of, explanations to the House, 73 ; 
in accepting office, become respon
sible for dismissal of preceding 
ministry, 112; formation ofa new, 
113; proceedings on resignation 
of, ii. 130, 131 ; appointments to 
office by outgoing, 131; interval 
between resignation and appoint
ment of successors, 132; inter
views between old and new, 133 ; 
custody of official documents by, 
133 

-, cases of retirement from, on 
disagreement of policy, ii. 19-23. 
S« Ministers, Privy council,· 
Cabinet council 

Minutes of council, rightful limits 
of, ii. 169 

Mixed commissions, ii. 101 
Monarcbical and aristocratic ele

ments, rights of, to representation 
in the Commons, i. 3-5 

Money, only to be applied to 
services sanctioned by parliament, 
ii. 241 ; voted by parliament for 
one purpose not to be expended 
on another, 243 

-- bills, the various kinds of, 
ii. 23 I; speech of the speaker on 
presenting, 234 

_, resolutions or address of 
House in favour of particular 
grants, ii. 188-192; House may 
increase a special grant, 193; ad
vances of public, 198 ; ad interim 
advances, 217. .Yee also Public 
moneys, Supply 

Montfort, Simon de, i. 23 
Motions. See Resolutions 
Mutiny Act, i •. 154, ISS 

N 
NATIONAL Council, attempt of, to 

select officers of state, i. 29, 30 
National debt, ii. 203 
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Navy and army, prerogative relating 
to. i. 167, 168, 154-164; naval 
accounts, ii. 258 

Negotiations with foreign powers. 
when communicated to parlia
ment, i. 129, 136 

Nelson and Brand, Chief Justice 
Cockburn's charge in case of. i. 
157, 158 

Newcastle ministry. i. 115. 271, 
272 

New Zealand. Anglican church in. 
i. 152 

Nicholas, Sir Harry, and the privy 
council, i. 31, 32, 40 

Norman Conquest. effects of thej. 
i. 15.16; polity then established •. 
16-20 

North, Lord, his administration. i. 
260, 274. 275; his idea of the 
kingly office, 277 

Notice of intended qnestions to 
ministers in tbe Commons. ii. 
86; when required in the Lords, 
91 

o 
Oaths of privy councillors, ii. 2%1 
Officers of army and navy. control 

of the crown over, i. 163 
Offices, appointment. i. 165-173; 

judicial. 168; prior to 1688 
members did not vacate their 
seats in accepting. 234. 235 

Officials. public, i. 165-187; po
litical and non-political, 166 ; 
parliamentary, 169; subordinlV 
tion of. to a political head, 170; 
crown has absolute power to dis
miss. 171; must not engage in 
politics, 171, 173; fidelity in. 
172; despatch prohibiting offen
sive letters to press, 172 ... ; resi
dences for ministers, 289, 290' 

Official papers. See efficers, Civil 
service '. 

Open questions, ii. 77-79 
Opinions, verbal, expressed in de

bate or asked for, ii. 88 
Opposition. its functions, ii. 81,.82 ; 

leader of the, 83; in relation to 
the government. 83; communi
cations between the, and the 
government. i. 222. ii. 76, 84; its 
duty on succeeding to office, 133 

Opposition, members of the. ap. 
pointed to offices. ii. 97 

Orders in council. proper limits of, 
ii. 165-169; illegality of. issued 
by the Stuart sovereigns, ii. 165 ; 
when they require the sanction 
of parliament. ii. 168 

- and minutes of conncil and 
departmental regulations under 
control of parliament. ii. 16g, 
170 

Ordinary council. ii. 17, 18 

P 
Palmer, Mr •• case of, i. 209 
Palmer fl. Hutchinson. i. 495 ... 
Palmer, Sir R •• i. 136, 137 
Palmerston, Lord, his administra-

tions, i. 8. 9, 113, 132, 139; 
his infringement of official eti
quette, ii. 18, 19;: his dismissal 
from office, 19 

Paper duties. ii. 22.7, 228 
Papers, when communicated to 

parliament and when refused. ii. 
15<}-163 ; cost of furnishing, to 
parliament. 160; concerning pri
vate affairs, 160; parliamentary 
reason must be given for order
ing official. 162; not to be quoted 
unless in possession of House. 
162 

Pardon, prerogative of, i. zo6; pre
cedents of proceeding in parlia
ment on pardoning offenders. 
205--1!iIO 

Parliament. its origin. i. 22. 23 ; 
functions of. 27; advises the 
crown on formation of a ministry, 
109; may advise the crown in 
any matter. ii. I So; and inquire 
into all administrative acts, 152 ; 
should sustain the crown, in a 
foreign war •• 127; wh,al" consti.
tutes parliament. 138 
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Parliament, its ·constitutional rela
tions to the crown, i. 142; may 
regulate the succession to the 
crown, 56 

-, proceedings in, during absence 
of ministers, ii. 130, 132 

- should not legislate on matters 
proper for negotiation, i. 136; 
interference by, in details of go
vernment, ii. 143-149; informa
tion given to, or withheld from, 
157, IS8 

-, assembling and opening of, 
ii. 139 

-, dissolution of. See Dissolu
tion of parliament 

-- Houses of, salaries and con· 
tingent expenses of officers and 
servants, i. 174 

- may not communicate directly 
with foreign powers, i. 131, 132 ; 
or with other legislative bodies, 
132; jurisdiction~ver private cor
porations, ii. 161; control of, over 
minutes of council and depart
mental ·regulations, 1690 '170; 
supreme trustee of endowments, 
172; control of, over army and 
navy, 156-164; ·functions of, 
over courts of justice, i. 189; 
votes of thanks by, 213, 214; 
power to dissolve corporations, 
218; addressor, for contingent 
expenses, 182; salaries of em
ployes in both Houses, 183. See 
alsf) House of Commons; Lords, 
House of; Votes of thanks 

Parliamentary government, defined, 
i. 1 ; its defects and dangers, 2-9; 
limits of control, ii. 155; pro
ceedings between the two Houses, 
ii. 143; facility of, ii. 144-150 

Partition treaties, case of the, i. 54, 
56,88 

Patronage, ab)lse of, i. 16S; how 
dispensed, 167; extent of, in 
Great Britain, 169, 170 

Pa xmaster-general, .cash .account of, 
rio 246 

Payment of members of paTiiament, 
i. 25, 26 flo 

Peace, right of making, and de
claring war, i. 12S-128; how far 
subject to parliament, 126 

Peel, Sir R., his administrations, i. 
73-7S, 93-96, 97, 131, 139, 21S ; 
and abrogation of the corn laws, 
ii.6S 

-, General, i. 160 
Peerages, creation of, i. 212 
--, life peerages, i. 212. See a/so 

Lords 
Peers, .indifference to legislative 

duties, i. 7; creation of, 212; 
disqualified to sit in House by 
bankruptcy, 213 ; disqualified for 
holding certain offices, ii. 39 

Pelham administration, i. 270, 272 
Pensions, how granted, i. 174-182; 

the grant of, restricted by Parlia
ment,17S; on the civil list, 18o; 
in army and navy, 176, 177; to 
ex-ministers, 290 

Pensioners (certain) ineligible for 
the House of Commons, i. 244, 
245 

Perceval, Mr., his administration, 
i. 1 12, 120; assassination of, 95 

Permanent grants, ii. 203 
Petition of right, procedure on, i. 

121, 122. 
Petitions. See Supply 
Pitt (Lord Chatham), his adminis

trations, i. 270-274, 277-279 
-, W., his administrations, i. log, 

11I,1I9,120,126,138,2og 
Place bills, i. 243, 244 
Place,men in the House of Com

mons, i. 233, 239, 243, 244 
Pledges between ministers and the 

crown, i. 282; between members 
and their constituents, ii. 129 

Political unanimity, an established 
principle, i.2S3, 254 

- and non-political offences, i. 
166 

Ponsonby, Sir H., as private secre
tary to the Queen, i. 99 

Pottinger, Sir H., case of, i. 21S 
Prerogative, defined, i. 107; how 

far it is controllable by Parlia
.ment, 108, 142 
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Prerogative government defined, i. 
Z, 3; its downfall, 45, 46 

Prime minister,. origin and develop. 
ment of tbe office, i. 265,. 218 ; 
bis control over and pOlition, to
wards the eabinet~ 279; ii. S. 6; 
biB supremacy and power. ii. II, 
IZ, 17, 18, 21 ; tbe free choice of 
the sovereign, i. II I ; selected by 
his colleagues in office, 113; is 
permitted to choose his own col
leagues, 113. 278 ; who is eligible 
for the office, 279; with what 
office usually held. 280; may be 
of either House, 279 

-, the channel of communication 
between ministers and the crown, 
i. 116; ii. 14; his duty to keep 
the sovereign informed of the de
bates in parliament, 17Q 

Prison Acts, rules pursuant to, ii. 175 
Private affairs of persons or com

panies not to be interfered with 
by parliament, ii. 161 

- Bills, position of ministers to
wards, ii. 67 

- companies and parliament, ii. 
161 

- secretary to the sovereign, i. 
97-102 

Privy Council, its origin, i. 29, 30; 
its connection with, and responsi. 
bility to parliament, 29, 30'; its 
growing powers under preroga
tive government, 30-33; ii. 219 ; 
regulated by parliament, i. 32; 
its functions, 32; under parlia
mentary government, ii. 219; 
of whom composed, 220; Sir W. 
Temple's scheme of administra· 
tion for, i. 228, 229. See also 
Cabinet council, Orders in 
council. 

- councillors, early impeachment 
of, i. 33; their qualifications and 
oath of office, ii. 221, 222 

Privy councillors, when they first sat 
in the House of Commons, i. 234 

Proclamations, their constitutional 
limits and enforcement, ii. 166-
169. Sa also Orders in council 

Promotions. See Army and Navy, 
. Public officers 

Prorogation of parliament, first, -i. 
28 ... 

Protests from peers on Reform Bill 
(1867), i. 6 

Provisional legislation, growth of, 
ii. 1-76; simplifies parliamentary 
legislation, 177; the system of, 
176-179;- advantages of, 177; list 
of acts confirming, 177'; persons 
aggrieved by, 178; defects in the 
system, 178, 179 

Public accounts, form of the, ii. 
270; audit of the, 261-266. See 
olso Exchequer 

--. - standing committee, its 
origin and functions, ii. 26g.27 I ; 
first appointment of, 270; selec
tion of its members, 271 

-- charge. See Supply, Grant, 
Motions 

-,contracts, it 179 
-- moneys, parliamentary control 

Dver grant and' appropriation of, 
ii. 198; over its issue and ex· 
penditure, 235 

- -, control over its issue and 
expenditure. See Excbequer and 
audit, Treasury 

---, proceedings to give effect 
to a parliamentary grant, ii. 239. 
See olso Addresses, Bills, Supply, 
Taxation-

- officers. Set'Civil service , 
-- --, attempts to exclude them 

from the House of Commons, i. 
239, 242; who may now sit 
therein, 245 

- --, salaries of parliamentary 
officers and servants, i. 174, 175. 
See olso Patronage, Treasury 

- Schools Act, powers of, ii • .173 
- service, fidelity in, i. 172. See 

olso Civil service, Officers, Public 
officers 

Q 
Queen. See Crown, Sovereign, Vic

toria 
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Questions to ministers, ii. 85--92; 
to law officers, 88; answers to, 
90, 91 ; to private members, 89, 
90 

R 
Receipts, gross, to be paid into the 

exchequer, ii. 200 
Recorders not disqualified to sit in 

parliament, ii. 37 . 
Reform Bill (1830), effects of, i. 

71 
-- (1832), effect of, i. 5, 6,71--74 
- (1852), on the vacation. of 

seats, ii. 41 
- (1854), proposed that re·elec

tion, on accepting office, be done 
away with, ii. 41 

- (1859), ii. 41 
- (186o), ii. 42 
- (1866), ii. 42 
Reports of officials to departments 

are confidential, ii. 159 
Representation in parliament, origin 

of present system, i. 22, 23. Ste 
also Parliament 

Residences, official, for ministers, i. 
289, 290 

Resignation of ministers. Sit 
Ministers 

Resolutions ·of either House, pro
ceeding by, instead of by bill, ii. 
67, 68. See also Motions 

Responsibility of ministers. Ste 
Ministers, Ministerial responsi
bility 

Revenue, public, how derived, ii. 
199; when insufficient, 200; 
gross receipts paid into the ex
chequer, 200, 202 

Revenue officers, their salaries paid 
ont of receipts, ii. 201, 247 

Revolution of 1688, its effects, i. 
2, 5, 51, 79, 154, 234, 235 

Rewards, prerogative in granting, i. 
210-214. Set also Honours 

Riot Act, i. 157 
Ritual commission, i. 146 
Rockingham administration, i. 260, 

273. 285 

Roman Catholic question. Su 
Catholic question 

Royal functions, delegation of, i. 
118; in abeyance, 119; proceed
ings to supply defect in, 119, 
120 ; income, 124 ; pardons, 205 ; 
proclamations, set Orders in coun
cil; sign manual, 116 ; when dis
pensed with, 117. Sttalso House· 
hold 

Royal grants must be brought under 
notice of ministers, i. 36 

- household, appointments in, 
controlled by ministers, i. 94, 
95 

- orders authorizing expenditure, 
ii.240 

Russell, LordJ., his administrations, 
i. 82, 113, 115; 129; his leadership 
of the Commons, ii. 108; his re
fusal to accept restrictions. by 
members. on ministers' freedom 
of tendering advice to sovereign, 
82 

S 
Salaries of officials. i. 174. 1750 178-

180, 1830 185 ; ii. 201 ; in revenue 
departments, ii. 202, 247 ; of min
isters, i. 287-290; necessity for 
adequate, 288; Burke's opinion 
on, 289. Set also Ministers, Par
liament Houses, Public officers 

Sale of government stores, ii. 198 
&in faciar, writ of, i. 192; when 

it may be used in a colony, i. 
203 

Scotland, office of secretaIY for. ii. 
112 

Seal, great and privy, their custody, 
i. 35 

Secret service fund, ii. 245 
Secrets of state not to be divulged 

without leave of the sovereign, ii. 
8,9 

Secretary of state, office of, i. 53 ; 
the channel of communication 
with the sovereign, 83 

-- for Scotland, creation of office, 
ii. 112, 113 
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Shelburne administration, L 2640 
275 

Simon de Montfort, L 23 
Solicitor-general, office of, i. 237 
Somen, Lord, impeachment of, i. 

540 8S, 254 
Sovereign, the, his powers in Anglo

Saxon times, i. II, 16; elected by 
tbe Witan, JZ; his powers after 
the Conquest, 16; nnder pre
rogative government, 38; his 
office abolished, 48; right to 
employ a private secretary, 101, 
102; constitutional position of, 
102, 103; duty Qf, 10], 104; 
importance of the kingly office, 
104 ; functions of, 105. 106; social 
pre.eminence, 105. 106; and ap
pointment of ministers, 109. 110 

-, with whom he may advise, i. 
61,62 

-, must always be attended by a 
minister, i. 84 ; always act through 
a minister, 84 

--. may employ a private secre
tary, L 97-102 

-, foreign communications with, 
ii. 18 

- receives cabinet minutes and 
official papen, ii. 13, 14 

- s... tJllO Crown, Cabinet. King, 
Ministen, Parliament. Prime min· 
ister, Speech from the throne, 
Victoria 

Speaker of the House of Commons, 
tbe crown addressed on his behalf, 
i. 185. 212 ; his duty in regard to 
supply grants, ii. 230; speech 
on presenting money bills for the 
royal assent, ii. 234 

Speaking. priority in, ii. 75 
Speech from the throne described, 

ii. 52-00; ministers responsible· 
for, 54; how framed, 56, 58, 59 ; 
addresses in answer, S8 ; by whom 
to be moved and seconded, S9 ; 
amendments t1rereto, practice con
cerning. 60 ; royal speech at the 
close of a session, 60 

Standing army, provisions for, i. 
45,156 

Star Chamber, i. 4], 46 
StipUlations from ministers on ac· 

cepting office. i. 281, 282. See 
tUsO Pledges 

Suffragan bishops, i. 144. 145 
Sugar duties, government defeats on 

the, ii. 222, 223 
Superannnation, i. 176-178; just 

claims may be enforced, 178 ... 
Supply and taxation, prerogative in 

relation to, ii. 186-199 
_ only granted on demand of 

the crown, ii. 187; petitions or 
motions for aid must be recom
mended by the crown, 187, 192; 
exceptions to and evasions of this 
rule, 192 

-, rights of the Commons con· 
cerning, ii. 226; rights of the 
Lords, 220 

_, presentation of estimates, ii. 
204 ; supplementary estimates, 
205; of committees to revise 
estimates, 206; classification of 
estimates, 207 

-, votes of credit and votes on 
account, ii. 2IJ . 

-, votes of supply in anticipation 
of a dissolution of Parliament, 
ii. 212 

- votes, are only for the current 
year, ii. 210; not imperative on 
government to spend, 259; in 
committee of ways and means, 
216 . 

--, advances in anticipation of 
Appropriation Act, ii. 217 

--, all financial operations to be 
submitted to Parliament. ii. 223 

-! ~ills ~ supply and of appro
pnauon, 11. 229-234 

--, surpluses on army and navy 
grants available for deficiencies on 
similar grants. ii. 231 

Supply, duties of speaker in matters 
of, ii. 230 . 

- See tUsO Budget, Committee of 
supply, Public money, Taxation, 

I Treasury 
Surpluses on civil service votes not 

transferable, ii. 259 
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Surrendei: of unexpended- balances, 
ii. 2r2 

T 
Tariff. S« Budget, Taxation 
Tax Bills, proceedings on, ii. 229 
Taxation, limits of prerogative in 

regard to, ii. 165, 166 
- by parliament, origin of, i. 21, 

22 
--, motions concerning, should 

proceed from ministers, ii. 193; 
restrictions on parliament in, 194; 
ministers not obliged! to answer 
inquiries concerning, 194; minis· 
terial scheme amended by parlia. 
ment, 194, 195 ; iuegular to move 
in committee of ways and means, 
a general motion concerning, 
2Z0 

- consists of annual and per
manent duties, ii. Z20 

- when new rares of duty may 
be levied, ii. 2ZI 

Taylor, Sir Herbert, private secre
tary to George III. and William 
IV., i. 98, 99 

Telegraph contracts, ii. 180 
Temple, Sir Wm., his scheme for 

reforming the privy council, i. 
z28-230, 240 

Temporary advances, ii. 197 
Territory, new. See Acquisition 
Thanks voted by parliament for 

eminent services, i. 213-Z15 
Thurlow, lord chancellor, i. 62, 

Ill, 136 
Transfers of army and navy grants. 

See Treasury 
- of civil service votes, not per· 

missible, ii. zS9 
Treasury to apply to exchequer for 

supplies granted by parliament, 
ii. z40 

_, powers of, in controlling 
all public expenditure, ii. 248-

2S4 al' d . _ regulates s aries an pensIOns 
of public officers, i. 17 S, 176 

_ empowers army and navy 

departments to use surplus of 
grants for deficiencies, ii. ZS2; 
subject. to the sanction of parlia. 
ment, 2SS 

Treasury responsible for the audit 
of public accounts, ii. 262 

- Bench,ji. 104 
- chest fund, ii. 244 
Treaties, right of making, i. 132, 

f33; powers of parliament in 
regard to,. 133; right to withhold 
information from parliament con· 
cerning, 134 ; alleged violation of. 
134, 13$; when still pending, 
inquilies should not be made 
concerning, 13S . 

U 
Unexpended balances of grants to 

be repaid to -exchequer, ii. 2 I 2, 
200; diffeFences between the 
board of works and. the board 
of audit on this point, 261 

Uniformity, obligations of the Act 
of, i. IS3, 154 

Universities, charters of, i. 216; 
procedure in founding, 217 

V 
Victoria, Queen, as a sovereign, i. 

74, 75; her wise exercise of pre
rogative, 94; her attention to· 
affairs of state, 94; Sir R. Peel 
and the Ladies of Bedchamber, 
9S, 96 ; private secretary to, 100-
102 

Votes of censure (in both Houses). 
when allowed priority, ii. IZI; of 
want of confidence, 120, 121; 
defeating a ministry, reconsidered 
and rescinded,~123, IZ4 

Votes of confidence, ii. 1:Z2 
-- of thanks for public services, 

i. 213, 214 
- of credit, and "on account," 

ii. 2n; in supply, 2ag; to make 
good excesses on grants, 260 
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W. 
Walpole, Sir R., i. 88; his ",inis. 

terial career, 257, 260, 26S-270; 
his downfall, 268 , 

\Var, declaration of, requires signa· 
. tures of all the cabinet, i. 56; 

right of declaring and making 
peace, 125-128; how far subject 
to parliament, 126; parliament 
must sustain the crown in a 
foreign, 129 

\Varrants, general, ii. 183 
\Vaya and means, votes in com· 

mittee of, ii. 216; bill of, 216; 
committee of, 217; irregular to 
mO\'e general motion concern
ing taxation in, 220; resolutions 
submitted concerning taxation, 
220; resolutions should not be 
reported to House on same day 
as agreed upon, ii. 221. ,sit also 
Supply 

Wellington, Duke of, i. 72, 73 
Wensleydale, Lord, i. 213 
Whig families, their influence, i. 

58; claim to nominate the king's 

VOL. II. 

ministers, 66, 67. Ste also Govern
ing families 

Whips, of the House of Commons, 
. ii. 76, 77 
William II r. and hi. ministers, 

i. 110; reign of, 240-244, 248-
250,253 

. -- IV., his conduct as a sove
reign, i. 92, 93; and the Reform 
Bill, 7 I; dismissed his minis
ters upon insufficient grounds, 
72-74; his private secretary, 99, 
100 

Witans, the, i. 12 
\Vitenagemot, the, i. 11-14, 16; 

power of, to depose tbe sovereign, 
13 

'Vrit, issue of a new, on a member 
accepting office, ii. 45-50; on 
elevation to the peerage, 46; on 
accepting the Chiltern Hundreds, 
47; not issued until expiry of 
time, 48; if a petilion, no issue 
of, if seat be claimed, 49; Cana
dian practice regarding, 50; when 
no legal return has been made, 
50 ,51 

u 
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Ad. & Ell. 
Adolphus 
Am. L. Rev. 
Ann. Reg. 
Best & Smith 
Bisset 
Black. Mag. 
Blackstnne 
Bro. & Bingham 

Brod. & Freem.'s Judgments 
. Broom Leg. Max. 
-- Const. Law 
-C. & B. ". 
Campbell's Chan. 
Can. Sess. Pap. 
Chan. of the Exch. 
Chitty Prerog .. 
Clode Mil. Forces 
Col. Pol. • 
Com. 
Com". 
Com. Dig. 
Com. Jour. 
Com. Pap. 
Con. Rev. 
Const. Hist. 
-Prog. 
Cooley Const. Lim. 
Cox Ant. Parly. Elec. 
--Inst. 
Crim. • 
De Lohne Const. 
Dicey 
Dub. Rev. 
Ed. 
Ed. Rev.· 
Ell. & B. 
Eney. Brit. 
Eng. Const. 

• 

• 

Adolphus & Ellis Queen's Bench Reports. 
History of England under George II I. 
American Law Revie\\·. 
Annual Register. 
Queen's Bench Reports. 
The Commonwealth 01 England. 
Blackwood's Magazine. 
Commentaries on the Law of England. 
Broderip & Bingham's Common Pleas Re-

ports. "" - [Cases. 
Broderick &. Freemantle's Ecclesiastical 
Legal Maxims . 
Constitutional. La w. 
Common Bench Reports. 
Lives of the Lord Chancellors. 
Sessional Papers of the Dominion of Canada. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Prerogative Law. 
Clode Military Forces. 
Colonial Policy. 
The Commons. 
Committee. 
Comyn's Digest of the Laws of England. 
Journals of the House of Commons. 
Sessional Papers of the House of Commons. 
Contemporary Revie\\·. 
Constitutional History. 
-- Progress. 
Constitutional Limitations. 
Ancient Parliamentary Elections. 
Institutions of the English Government. 
Criminal. 
Constitution of England. 
The Privy Council. 
Dublin Review. 
Edition. 
Edinburgh Review. 
Ellis & Blackburn's Queen's Bench Reports. 
Encyc10predia Britannica. 
English Constitution. 
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Fin. Reform Aim. 
J'orsyth Const. Law . 
Fort. Rev. 
FO&l. & Fin. 
Fras. Mag. 
}'reeman . 
Govt. 01 Eng. 
Gt. Gov. Fam. 
H. of C .. 
H. of L .. 
H. of Rep. 
Hale . • 
Hallam's Const. 
Hans. D. 
Hats. I'rec. 
Ilawkins 1'. C. 
Hearn, Govt. of Eng. 
II ist. of Eng. • 
In.t. 
Int. Rev. . 
Irish Stat. Soc. Jour. 
Kemble • 
Knight 
L. k. App. Cases 
-!'rob. Div. 
L. T. Rep. N. S. 
L. Can. J. . 
Law Mag. N. S. 
Ld. 
Lewis Admin. 
Lord's Pap. 
Mac. Mag. 
Mac. & G. • 
Martin Pro Consort 
May Const. Hist. 
- ParI. Proc. 
Mill Rep. Govt. 
Mir. of Parl. 
Moore P. C. C. 
N. Am. Rev. 
Nicholas . 

19th Cen. 
Norm. Conq. 
p. • 
P. C. 
Palgrave . 
Pari. D .• 

ParI. Govt. 
Pari, Hist. 

Financial Reform Almanac. 
Cases and Opinions on Constitutioual Law. 

• For~nightly Review. 
Foster and Finlason Nisi Prius Reports. 
Fraser's Magazine. 
Norman Conquest. 
Government of England. '. 
Great Governing Families. 
House of Commons. 
House of Lords. 
House of Representatives. 
Pleas of the Crown. 
Constitutional History of England. 
Hansard's Debates. [House of Commons. 
HatseU's Precedents of Proceedings in the 
Pleas of the Crown. 
Government of England. 
History of England. 
Coke's Institutes. 
International Review. 
Irish Statistical Society J ourna!. 
The Saxons in England. , 
History of England. 
Law Reports Appeal Cases. 
- Probate Division. 
Law Times Reports, New Series. 
Lower Canada J ourna!. 
Law Magazine, New Series. 
Lord. 
Administrations of Great Britain. 
Sessional Papers of the House of Lords. 
Macmillan's Magazine. 
Macnaghten and Gordon's Chancery Reports 
Life of the Prince Consort. 
Constitutional History. 
Parliamentary Practice, 
Representative Government. 
Mirror of Parliament.' 
Moore's Privy Council Cases. 
North American Review. 
Proceedings and Ordinances of the l'rh'y 

Council of England. 
Nineteenth Century Review. 
Norman Conquest. 
Page. 
Privy Council. 
English Commonwealth. 
Parliamentary Debaies (Series of Debates 
. from 1830 to 1880). 
-- Government, 
-- History. 
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ParI. Pract. 
ParI. Remb. 
Parry, Parlts. 
Peel's Mem. 
Pict. Hist. of Eng. 
Pol. 
Prac. 
Prin. of Gov. 
Q. B. Rep. 
Quar. Rev. 
Rep. of Sel. Com'. 
Rept. Govt. 
Rept. 
Rose Corresp. 
S. . 
S. O. H. of L. (or C.) 
Sat. Rev. • 
Shower's Rep. . 
Stat. of Can. 
Stat. Soc. Jour. 
Step. Com. 
Stephen's Ecc. Stat •. 
-- Hist. Crim. Law 
Stock mar's Mem. 
Stubbs' 
Term Rep. 
v. 
Wallace Sup. Ct. Rep. 
Well. Desp. 
West. Rev, 
Wheaton. 
Wilson 

Parliamentary Practice. 
Smith's Parliamentary Remembrancer: 
Parliaments and Councils of England. 
Peelj; Memoirs. 
Pictorial History of England. 
Political. 
Practice. 
Principles of Government. 
Queen's Bench Reports. 
Quarterly Review. 
Report of Select Committee. 
Representative Government. 
Report. . 
Diaries and, Correspondence. 
Series. [mons. 
Standing Orders House of Lords (or COlU
Saturday Review. 
King's Bench Reports. 
Statutes of Canada. 
Statistical Society Journal. [England. 
Stephen's Commentaries on the Laws of 
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History of the Criminal Law of Eogland. 
Memoirs of the Baron. . 
Constitutional History of England. 
Durnford and East's Term Report. 
Volume. [ports. 
Wallace's United States Supreme Court Re
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Westminster Review. 
United States Supreme Court Reports. 
King's Bench Reports. 
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