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plus for this year, instead of being $60,-
000,000, would have been over $80,000,000,
and that we would have reduced the na-
tional debt to that further extent.

On previous occasions I have discussed
with some particularity the financial opera-
tions of some of the departments of Govern-
ment. I find that still there is very little
reduction, if any, in many departmental
expenditures, and it is very difficult for
me to understand why this should be so,
because in several of these departments at
least there is not the peace time activity,
and there is not accordingly the necessity for
the same volume of expenditure as in days
of peace. I find that our Immigration ex-
penditures for 1911 and 1917 are practically
the same, the difference being only $68. In
1911 I suppose our immigrants numbered
300,000 or more—I am speaking from mem-
ory ounly—last year our immigration did
not much exceed 50,000. The quarantine
branch expenditures are practically the
same as in peace days notwithstanding the
fact that at our national ports we have no
immigration. I suppose if one took the
time to inquire why there was no diminu-
tion in the expenditure of this particular
branch of the Government one would find
that at the ports of Halifax, St. John and
Quebec we have quarantine officers who are
being paid the usual salaries which they
received in peace days, notwithstanding
“the fact that there is absolutely no immi-
gration at any of these ports, and there
has been none practically during the last
three years, yet these quarantine officers,
I believe it would be found, are being paid
for services which are not performed. The
expenses of administration of the Indian
department are a little larger than they
were in 1911, a circumstance which is diffi-
cult to understand and more difficult to
explain. The Dominion Lands expend-
itures to-day are greater than in 1911 not-
withstanding the fact that our lands entries
in the Canadian Northwest are necessarily
far below those of peace days, the natural
result of the loss of immigration. In the
Public Works Department there was last
year a very substantial reduction, a re-
duction which should have been com-
menced immediately after the beginning of
the war. I might inform the Minister of
Finance that the Public Works Department
made unnecessary expenditures in 1915
and 1916 which will exceed the amount he
will likely obtain next year from the tax-
ation proposals which he announced to-day.
We find that public works expenditures on
consolidated fund account are still prac-

tically spending what it was in 1911. Ihave
not the figures before me, but they are some-
where about $8,000,000. I repeat what I
have said on many other occasions when
discussing the budget that there is no rea-
son why the expenditures of this depart-
ment should not be very much reduced

below what they were last year, and
they were very considerably below
what they were the previous year.

I find that the Post Office Department ex-
penses were greater than in 1911, or 1912,
by about $6,000,000. I do not intend to re-
fer to the departmental expenditure at
greater length. I have said what I have
largely to again impress upon the Govern-
ment if T can the fact that the method of
procuring money to meet war expenditures
and to keep the national debt down to the
minimum, is to retrench in our civil ex-
penditures, and I submit to-day, as I have
oftentimes done in the past, that there is
an opportunity for a saving of $25,000,000
in that field, which is a very substantial
sum, and it should be saved.

It should be said that very substantial
reductions have been made in two or three
branches of the public service; but they
were forced reductions, they were unavoid-
able. For instance, in the fiscal year end-
ing in 1917 the expenditures on account of
the militia were $3,800,000. In 1914 the ex-
penditures for militia were $11,000,000.
Here we find a saving of over $7,000,000 in
one department alone. That, of course,
was a forced reduction in expenditure. It
was inevitable, it was unavoidable. Simi-
lar reductions have occurred in respect of
the naval service, in respect of steamboat
mail subsidies; and were it not for the fact
that in respect of these three branches of
the public service savings aggregating ten
or eleven million dollars, have been forced,
there would have been, in reality, no re-
duction in the civil expenditures of the
country as compared with the expenditures
of former years.

One cannot but ask: Why are not some
very substantial reductions being made in
our ordinary expenditures? I think I have es-
tablished pretty clearly, and pointed out, I
trust, in a very fair way, that there is an
opportunity of administrative retrenchment
which would amount to $25,000,000 or $30,-
000,000, and naturally I ask: Why is- this
not done? I submit that if the Government
made up its mind to be'bold and strong
in the crisis and to part company with
patronage and party considerations, this
could be done, and that if patronage and



