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hat in hringing it up to | léss to the greater; I would say, that, in
he would have to ‘take = 1804, the present hon. member for North
Hollars more in taxation | Wellington (Mr. McMullen), said:
'“':hmh hle must drag | I must take exception, in  first
" porpe- » | place, to the office ever hivi _beerf
g EXPENDITURE. | ereated. -
e up seriatim some of | “;dh.‘c office ¥ The Ministership of Trade
touched upon by my ! & ‘ommerce. !
st, with reference to the | I do not see why it was created, un-
country. The hon. less it was to give a resting place, for
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Conservative Governmen
$388,237 per year less from 1892 to 1896,
than from 1887 to 1801, and that the pres-
ent Government has exceeded the Liberal-
Conservative average expenditure from 1892
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t spent in totality

f
§
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..............
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And. as estimated by the Finance Minister
| for this current year of 1900, they will over-
e expenditure of the late

| expend the averag
1892 to 1896,'by the sum

Government from
this question, also a_mem!

. by name D. Mills, and
ills ‘said:

He boasts of a surplus. I eay that a
itled ha

1 no stimulus to econ-
omy when a large surplus i

gentleman on the

Now, Sir, T invite any )
take the public

other side of the House to
aceounts which he can have put in his hand
and to deny ene single statement that
have made with reference to a comparison
of this expenditure as between the

the Hon. David

vernment is not
the feelings of my | of the present Cabinét@iwho has passed his | - i

Let us now take the total expenditure
I am not going

n who, in 1893 and | lived in this country and engaged in its

gite:15 the position they  pledges as of the rungs ofa ladder, by which

they call their prin-  they have-gained power, they have kicked

ublic N country,
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pnual expenditure” of

[d the consequent im- contemned, as utterly to
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bave heen contirin- solemnly made and so often repeated
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y in the administra- - : i

. { th " | faces with their hands whenever they meet
rament of the coun- | o nest man in this country ? Do th:

sicament of the Liberal beliexve that means of the machine whic

ME. Davies, now Sir
resent Minister of Ma-
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rty «ays that several
opped off the present
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MiTls, now™ Mrister of
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[ at that time and still | Finance (Mr. Fielding), said, in a hight and

ty, if in power, could
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lars per annum, %ith-

- i
[Laurier, now the leader

from thege people, who, in the language o
er of Trale and Com- | my hon.’;i whi

end opposite, were “bled white/

on dollars, alto,

prebent resourcés of
it is a disgrace and
Qovernment that have
ith our affairs that they
s and ask for an ex-
RG,000 a vear for fed-
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been

" Mulock), who, when he | confuse the expenditures upon conso

Governor-General's sa- | men were apt to confuse them.

Cabinet Ministers in a

1895 declared, with his | House, on the lines of ca
» e “| preceding  Governments, were
! the expenditure of | PrOC tH ; i
th of the ecountry.

to warrant this enorm-
of nearly $38,000,000 impossible for people

taking $6,115,000 more
the people than we House in the int

iture should be gt once - | tion jtself. Let us take
at that time, but mow | TWO 00 OOMPARED
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t purpose
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from the figures
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Sir, in contrast, I wish | are the utterabces of men, all anxious t0 | and draw his deductions
he made, and he got himself into an absurd
tempt to do it. -1
blic records give us as to
lation of this country, as we have
rs when the census
how does it stand?
show it at a

made in 1893 by s
a colleague of the
when the Minister
own and boasts of one
and a coming one of
refer him to his

SURPLUSES AND DEFICITS.

entleman wanted to show that
the era of deficits had passed, and

era of surpluses cceeded
what years do
der to make a
two administrations in the
uses and deficits, and ho
se he treated the question
ecting his ground?
ative administration of
d that in those three
ere was a deficit of $5,604,759
k the three succeeding
present Government, and
surpluses and deducted
and made a net surplus 0
_then adding this surplus to the forme:
ficit, he exclaimed:
of $11,000,000 Does my
it fair to select a period

n of this House and of ' climb into power, taking hold of these |
nd to the strange com- | they hQ;p'med power, but which, after tangle in ks st
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iey in the years preced- -over, and broken entirely the pledges |
their acts sinoet 1896. | which they made. Hon. gentlemen smile
tlemen comimenced, in as I recount these things. Why ? Because

to do between the vea

The following
he chose in or-
air comparison between the
matter of sur-
w do you sup-

k the years of
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: " truth an nour in the public men this
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.. why these gentlemen should not cover their ’ y
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in 1899 of $0.72, a¢-
n by the Minister
Dominion Statis-

in 18968 of $8.
cerding to the figures give
of Customs and by the
tician, an increase of $1.58 for every
woman and child in the Dominion.
me make another comperison.

1b, ;:e a deltll ﬁpﬁtgxo
they control, of the ereatures that they take the small deficit.
into their confidence, and send off to do f $4,800,000.and
their electioneering work, they are going to
pass scot-free for this violation of what, in
England, -would comsign any public man to
political oblivion as surely as he has en-

Behold a betterment
hon. friend think
of depression, such
n this country from 1

Liberal-Conservative that with & peri °ld'

Iriex') denounced
declared. that he would bring the expendi-
ture of this countrv to two millions or
three millions less than it was. Now,'Mr.
Speaker, what are the comparisons ?

Consolidated Fund

1865, and to compare
of the greatest ex
says, ever known in
hon. friend not go b
have found th
and also in 1892, anc
out some other thi
found that in 1891, w
revenue and a surplus
other surplus in i
1, as Finance Minis
of that day, came down to
wiped out entirel
which were very
the calculations

following result, an
for “eomparison:

TAKING MONEY_FROM THE PEOPLE. {
Now, these hon. gentlemen caine in, and
iving would Do four what have they done since they came in ?
Wing WoRK What have they done with the expenditure
of this country ? . The hon. Minister of

ack to 18917 He would
1891 we had a surplus
and he would have found

House, declared in this | airy way: We had last year more money,
we had a revenue $6,186,000 greater than
we had the r before. (Great applause
from the back benches !) Let me translate
that into plain English,such as the hon. Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce would bave
éfficienty of the sebv uded in 1806. What does it mean ? That

=~_| you are taking out of the pockets of the |

t for the next yeat,
ter of the Government

the duties on raw k
If he had looked at
uld have found the
d I give him this& table

Aind vet tl’wﬂ]ﬂ ht:lnA m‘ntlm%n claim that
they have fulfilled the ) P,
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¢ “will foll e ad more thast the previous year for | 4nd marked in
wer we will follow | every man, woman and ehild in Canada.y appreciation of economy by spending $10.-
pir. Mackenzie; and 1 He made the statement that they had. | 639000 in the last year than was e
h we may.not be able taken five millions and odd more in cus- | e Sl 4D il ope
nditures "t what they «| tome and excise than they took last vear. |
» ;:" can Reguce the | Again applause from the back berches.
three milliom of dol- Translate it, and what does it mean ? That | .1t year are
| ture on comso

gentlemen have marked,
a significant manner thewrr

Increase,

in 1803. Well, Sir, that is not the best of
it or the worst of it;
given by the Finance Mi

for the estimates
nister for the cur-
That the expendi-
lidated fund will be $43,175,-
000, and on capital, $9,875,000, a total expen-
diture of $53,050,000, as

$19,851,995
Total remission o
Net defigit ... ..
Net galn to country ..
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might have ukn'
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hee in this House: and above what you took the year before the current year, the revenue is. to go up to

of what th

£1,000,000, an excess of $4,400,000 over succeedi

he expenditure is to increase
the present year by $1500,000.
THE INCREASE OF THE DEBT.
made this comparison,
to the statement which
Minister of Finance. He

hon, friend and which he
into account in maki
which, unfortunately
entirely deltroyeg. it.

th
another table.
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wether een: “A sarplus, Sir!. You have no u-‘ Now, Sir, havin,

siness with a surplus; en you take suf- | I wish to come bac

ficient out of the pockets of the people of | was made by the
this country to care for the ordinary con-
solidated fund expenditure and services, you | the debt, that t
have no business to take more. You should | in a much better
have let that remain in the pockets-of the | Government; and
people, who could use it a great deal bet- ghow that?
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pieat Minister, the Post- | friend was very solicitous Jest we uld
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| desired to show
he present Government was

position than the late
how did he attempt to
Sir, he took the years

years the debt was increased b
an average of $6,563,000 per
806 to 1899, three 4
the debt of $7,700,
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and then he imagined that he had
ed this House, and this ecountry, that
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of comparison? T
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completed her house a
furnishings, and

al expenditure, |
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ts in the various
the public service. Let me: read
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uses, says my hon. friend. Does
to my hon. frie
if he

ted to palm off so unfaira
he country. From 1878 to
\ding the Canadian Pacifie
$65,000,000 of capital

of having attemp
statement upon
1896 we were bui
Railway, and we spent
on that road; in the three y
geutlemen have spent J
Canadian Pacific Railway. From 1878 to
on canals, $36,000,000;
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as debts to the provinces, $10,300,000; wh
these hon. gentlemen have made an appro-
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he debt incurred by the
Harbour Commission in improvia
St. Lawrence. On the Quel
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We see, therefore, by these
ion was $25,

1894-5, when the taxati
$33,978,129, '-t;::

and the total revenue
riod of lowest taxation, and we
ror 1890 to_ 1804, incl

ve r

commentary upon )
leged extravagamce
under the Liberal-Conservative
and the beautiful way, i
which these economists have

the taxation by
from 1808 to

their pledges and redu
increasing it to $7,190,

1899,
Well, sir, there is another way of making
comparisons, which is the taxation head,
;::gllh“ will be shown by the. following
H e:

Taxation Per Head.

189 to 1899 ..

That is to eay, the reduction
1890 to 1895, under a Conserva
tration, was $1.49 in customs,
customs and excise both.

the increase in cystoms alone
head, and in customs and exci
$1.16. And this past year is but a promise
e present current year and the
! year are to be in the way of
still greater increases.
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But there is a circumstance that

I would like u‘m. attention of the
s, who deals hon

to do what is

CORN NOT FOR HOME CONSUMPTION.

him if, in 1808, 23,000,000 bushels
had been imported into the
how would it have béen entered
e and Navigation returns of that

? He knows that that 23,000,000 bush-
s would not have been taken for consump-
this country, and that a very small
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' knows that not a
been entered for home con-

I have nothing to quarrel
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have some remarks to
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(Mr. Fielding) tell me that he is
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shels of American corn were brought into
this country, placed in the colummns of his
returns; ‘entered for home consumption,’
that the value of that was $8,966,025, and if
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