
THE QREAT PANJANDARUM EXPOSED AND DISPOSED OF.

Fund," and not out of tho publio Troattury nt all. Honcotho 1S77

term " hpecial account," and the absurdity of nharning tluj .'viuouDt

to the current expoiidituro of the year.

The term "special account" is a^ jiiied to the ezponditure on

the School of I'rnoticnl Scieoco.

For the purposes of it Collov;c of Tcclinology, the r»ovornni«'nt

of Mr. SandflcM Macdonald, unwisrly, as it turned out, purchnsod

the building of the Toi'onto Mechanics' Institute. It proved

most unsuitable and was re-wld by tho present Qovernmont to its

original proprietors, the |>roceeds in money Injing applied to the

erection of a suitable buildin;; near tlio University. The money

thus expended forms a " special account," and is no part of tho

ordinary expenditure.

-Revenue $3,:'27,tV,>'.t

K.vponditure under tho Supply Bill 2,3n:),H()G

|8G3,l<!)3

1878—Uevcnuo #:\:i08,V>J5

Expenditure under the Supply Bill i!,408,.'i34

Deposit... 99,G').t

Appref^ate surplus #;',,41t4,rt'.)4

Less deficit in 1878- 99,609

3.396,385

But, the sum of $748,8!)3 must also be deducted, as it repre

sents money temiwrarily borrowed only, and is not, therefore, a

The sum of ?o7,f<;i(i for Common Gaol alterations, was, in effect, portion of revenue.

a grant to the Municipalities interested, to ii>pay their outlay on ' Agj;ref,'ate surpluses •3,395,385

those edifices. It was properly a charge against surplus, and so Less 740 863
appears in the ofiSoial return, signed by the auditor, from which

the above figures are taken. I

^e' SUIIPLU.S on the five years over and ubo\e

tho Expenditure under tho Supply Bill 82,646,932

So that, instead of being "APPALLKD " by tlie si>ectaole con

Ti-o trifling deficit in lf<78 was owing solely to the great

faii..^^ off in Woods and Forests revenue, consequent upon the

depression of the timber trade. As a pioof of the wholly cx-'jured up by Senator Macpherson, of auuiiui defi its amounting in

oeptional state of things, it may be mentioned, that the revenue, five years to S2,Tf^l,09S, the people of Ontario can contemplate

in 1878, was .?80,000 less than that of 1871, the year of the

lowest revenue (except 1878) sinne Confederation.

The inclusion of the investments of the public money in

drainage debentures, among current expenditure, is eo impudent

an attempt to mislead, that no further proof or argument is re-

quired to discredit the person guilty of it. ^ , , „ ,

,

His Conclusions versus Facta.

Assuming Senator Macpherson's figures to be, according to his

method of reckoning, correct, the case stands thus :

—

Senator Macpherson on the five years endeavours to

make out an aggregate deficit of S2,704,098

Instead of a SURPLUS as shewn by an honest and

rational statement, taking the tame figures, - >

-- of 82,594,416

Five Years' Finance from OfiBcial Returns.

The following is the exact result of the financial operations of

the five years in qusstion, taken from a return presented to the

Legislature last Session, and signed by the auditor :

—

1874—Revenue $3,446,348

Expenditure under Supply Bill... 2,342,339

$1,104,009

1875—Revenue $3,156,605

Expenditure under the SupplyBill 2,063,550

11,093,055

1876—Revenue... .... $2,589,222

Expenditure under the SupplyBill 2,155,185

I 434,037

with .satisfaction an actual accrual of surplus of no less than

.•?2,04fi,r)32, applic'iMo to the policy of distributing the surplus

funds of the Province among those to whom tlioy of right be-

long ; a policy partially acted on by Mr. Sandfield Macdonald in

1871 ; expanded by Mr. Blake in 1872 ; still further elabor-

ated by Mr. Mowat in 1873; emphatically approved and en-

dorsed by the electors in 1876 ; never challenged by a

responsible representative of any party ; and, for tho first time,

made the subject of unprincipled or orozy misrcprcnontation by

the "great purifier of Canadian publio life" Senator D. L. Mac-

pherson.

Before noticing some of the Senator's pretended criticisms of

the public expenditure, a few other of his charges may be dis.

posed of:

—

The Gap on the Wrong Head.

The Senator, at p. 7 of his letter, says :—" Their Anti-dual

representation Act, restricting the choice of the people, was

strangely inconsistent with tho principles professed by Reformers.

It was probably passed at the instance of Mr. Brown, who could

foresee that its t idency would be lO exclude men of ability from

the Local Legislature, and to make that body more subservient

to him."—Lettn,,). 7.

The Act which first tonohod the question of dual representation

Vas passed by Mr. Sandfield Macdonald. In the Independence of

Parliament Act, Ontario, 32 Victoria, cap. 4, soo. 2, it is enacted:

" No Senator or Privy Councillor of the Dotninion of Canada

shall be eligille as a member of the Lo.^islativc Assembly, nor

shall he sit or vote '.n the same."

And in the 8th section of the same Act it it prorided i

"If any member of the Executive 0>nooil of Oitirio shall,


