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it should be said that this is an isolated ex- |
ample. I turn to the sister volony of New:
Zealand. the figures for whose railways for
the year ending 31st March, 1803, the latest
available returns, are before me.

The govern- ;

!
i very long. to see a staple article of (_‘ul]slllllll-

 tion like sugar sold just across an imaginary
line at 4 cents per pound. while here it was
61% cents. The Minister of Finance made
a virtue of necessity, and took ofl’ 83500000

ment in that year operated 1884 miles of i of duty from the tax-payers of Canada.
ailway, the total cost of which for con-: Here is how he announces it in his Budget

struction was £14.733.000 sterling.
carnings, after. paying working
were £449,380, or a return upon the
invested of over 3 per cent.
ample I turn to the colony of Victoria.
colony owns 2,975 miles of railway.

railways are reported upon in four divisions.
T'he northern division has a milenge of S36.
The net revenue of this system atier paying
working expenses was sufficient to yield a
return of 2:07 per cent on the capitial cost. The
north-east division. covering o3 miies of
road,
cent.
operdted ar a slight loss,
tion of 1.018 miles yielded a net

CXDUNSOS,

That

The eastern section of 300 miles wias

dividend of

ever 5oper ceut)and the balanee, the Hud- |
son Bay Railway. 4 per c¢ent on cost,
Amd et me draw  your attention, Mr,
Npeaker. 1o the further fact that the.
yvear for which these figures are given |
wis the year of the greatr finaneial crisis in .
the Australinn eolonies, and the reports of

the Victoria system  speak
freight and passenger tratlic, while
state-that the regular equipment which wa
sutlivient to transact the ordinary:
had been maintained.
to the position of our sister colonies as com-
pared with that of thix Dominion. and I ask,

in all fairness, whether the producing popu--
are receiving returns |

larion of Canada to-day
from these investments compared with the
burdens that are placed upon them thereby.
The fact that we are receiving no revenue
from so large an expenditure is not eredit-
able to the administration of public aftfairs
here, as comp.u- \d with that m these sister
colonies.

Now, Sir, lot me turn for a few
- moments to some of the statements made |
by the Finance Minister with respect to the |
taxation that he said he had taken off the;
shoulders of the tax-payvers of this country,

“and as to our financial pesition to-day. You .

‘remember, Sir, when, in 1891. the hon.
gentleman came down to the House and inti- :
mated to us that he had decided to take three

and a half millions of taxation off the backs |
That was an;
exceedingly liberal proposition on the face!

of the Canadian tax-payers.

of it, to be presented in one session to auy
‘leglslative assembly such as we have here.
But, Mr. Speaker, iow was it that the hon.
ﬂeutleman became suddenly so generous to
“the tax-payers of the Dominion of Cunada ?

I do not think we need to go very far to

ascertain the reason. On the American side,
for reasons best known to themselves, sugar |

was made free, and it was an object lesson :

in taxation that no Government could stand
Mr. Baix (Wentworth).

The net

capital -
For another ex-;

These :

arned @ net dividend of over 413 per!

The western see-

of decreased :
they
bmmehg'g speech at this point in his quotation.
Mr. \pml\or‘ 1 point .

speech of 18901 :

Sugar has always been looked upon in €anada
as a large producer of revenue. Sugar-in one
‘ respect is one of the best articles possible for
, distributing taxation. The rich and the poor
use it largely in proportion to their means. an.l
there is, possibly, no article upon which a part
of the revenue of the country can be more equit-
ably placed. The Government has come to the
conclusion to sweep away from the burdeas of
the great mass of the people. with one stroke of
the pen, $35.500,000 of taxation.

* Of taxation.” Those of us who were in
this House previous to that time. remember
the pitched battles that used to be indulged
tin across the tloor of this House as to who
bore the burden of this taxation. ‘This time
“there was no hesitation on the parr of tlie
i Minister of Finance in announcing that this
wits . burden of taxation. not upon the peo-
ple outside of Canada who wanted to sell us
Csungar. but upon the consuming population
of Canada who bought and used that sugar.
But there is this vemarkable feature in the
matter to which 1 wish to draw attention,
. that the Minister always stops in his Budget
Now,
I want to extend the quotation a little fur-
The next

‘ther down in that same speech.
Cparagraph goes on to say

We propuse to ask the House to ailow us to
put on 31,500,000, and the question is where o -
put it on. ‘ B
cAnd he proceeded to put on taxes thus: he
cadded 1 cent per pound additional on
-malt. and he estimated the yield would be
S $500,000 revenune. le added 20 cents per
ceallon excise duty on whisky, which he
' oetunated would vwld KGOO,000 : and he add-
.ed D cents per ]mund more on tobaceo, jand
‘ he estimated the revenue from that at $400.-
+ 000, making, in all, $1.500.000 of waxes that
i he unmeth.ueh imposed, at the same time
,that he took oft X3.500,000, Now, Mr, '’
Speaker. I miay be a little obtuse, but it does
i strike me that when a man takes credit for
‘taking off $3,500,000 of taxation, aud, at
i the same tune. puts on $1,500,000 on other
necessaries or luxuries that our people are
consuming, it is not a very brilliant stroke
of policy. I do not think it takes a very
large-sized statesman to accomplish an op-
eration like that, and 1 do not think it jus-
tities the statement that at one sweep he
had relieved the people of taxes to the ex-
tent of §3.500,00, when he immediately put
on $1,500.000 without giving the people one
"breathing moment to realize what it meant
it be relieved of 330500000, And. Mr,
Speaker, there is more than -that, he got
the additional taxes that were imposed. for




