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The alone figures of resources 
average. The Canadian figures represent the totals 
given as at August 31 last year; and the Lmted 
States figures are taken from the Comptrollers 
abstracts as at nearest date to August 31 in each 
year. In view of Canada's heavy burrowing abroad 
since H)oK, and of her large gains in |xipulation, it 
would he expected that she would show great gains 
in hanking power. For the whole period of live 
years the total resources of her banks increase*! S' 
per cent., as compared with an increase of less than 
31 per cent, un the part of the national banks.

Coming next to the record of net earnings and 
dividends, it is seen that hanking capital in the two 
countries on the whole shows very similar result*.
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date occurred In 1007.• A change hi the étalement
Thv date wan then advanced from March l*t to June A , 
and thi* result* given In the Comptroller * report repre-
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