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credit on Canadian institutions that that
should have been the case. Another point.
also of considerabie moment and interest,
is this: 1 have here, and I shall presently
lay it on'the table for the information of
rny hion. friends, the unrevised statement
for the fiscal years 1907 and 1908. These
give our total exporta for the period of
twelve months expiring on the Ist of Janu-
ary, and it is noteworthy that the total ex-
ports of Canadian home produce in the
year 1908 net oniy maintained themseiveg
perfectly well, but were a good nlany mil-
lions in excess cf our total exporta cf the
saine quality for 1907. The figures for 1907
showed that we exported of home produce
a matter of $Z37,000,000. The figures for
1908 show that we exported cf home pro-
duce $247,000,000. Now, I do net attacli
as much importance as. some cf my hion.
friends appear te do te the question cf the
balance cf trade; stiil there is a limit, and
1 would net like te see any very heavy bal-
ances cf trade against us under present cir-
cumstances; but I may fairly point this
eut that when in the year 1908 we suc-
ceeded in experting eight or nine millions
worth more cf home produce thaxi we had
done in 1907, 1 arn perfectly justified in be-
lieving that that is a pretty conclusive proof
that the great sources ef industry in Canada
were in ne respect injured or imperilled by
the commercial calamity that had befallen
our neighbours, and te some extent our-
selves.

However, the point te which I suspect
xny hion. friend would more particulsrly
desire te direct oui attention, is the very
large increase which, beyond ail doubt, has
taken place within the last tweive or thir-
teen years in the expenditure cf this coun-
try. It is quite true, as my hion. friend
said, that in old tirnes when Canada was
in a state cf stagnation, when the popula-
tion cf Canada were fieeing from the coun-
try at the rate cf eue or two hundred thous-
and a year, it is perfectly true, and I arn
net the man te deny it in the slightest de.
gree, that I condemned any addition te ex.
penditure under such circumstances. But
it dees net foiiow that I would therefore
condemiu a reasonabiy liberal expendi-
ture %,hen Canadian commerce and trade
are increasing by ieaps and bounds in spite
cf disaster in other countries, and when in

place of losing oui population at the rate of
hundreds cf thousands we are adding te oui
population, and that ef a very good quality,
at the rate cf two- or three hundred
theusanid a year. Still, aithough that is
very good grouud for consideriug that we
are justifled in having a large and liberal
addition te oui expenditure, I agree with
my hion. friend that it would be ne justi-
fication for extravagance on oui part, aud
Bti less justification for graft. I propose
te analyse briefly the expenditure which
haa tsken place, and I thiuk I wiii be able
te show te the House that, on the whole,
and makiug reasonable aliowance for hu-
man infirmity-and the government do net
pretend te be anything but human-we are
fairly juatifled, up te date at any rate,
in what we have done in the way of in-
creasing the expendituie. In the first place
I may observe that 1 arn a littie at a lass
in conducting this discussion, for two rea-
sons; te a considerable degree this discus-
sion on oui part, seeiug that we have ne
control cf the public puise, except in nome
very desperate emergency, is rather cf an
scademic character, aud in the next place
I amn free te say that, on the whole, and
te some extent, I agree with my hion.
f'iend in thinking that it is high time
that our expenditures should net continue
te increase, and that it may be found neces-
sary te put a check on sorne cf them. But
the point te which I arn more particularly
going te addreas myseif is the very large
additional expeilditure, which, as hie truly
says, has taken place between 1896 and 1908.
For this puipose I think that my hon. friend
would have done weil te do as I arn gomng
te do; that is, te confine myseif in the dis-
cussion net te the sums which have been
expended for ordinary revenue and for
capital put tegether, because everybody
knows that we cannot engage in great
works cf the nature and character that we
are now prosecuting& without having a large
legitimate expenditure on capital account,
and hie knows that nothing of that kind was
going on in 1896. But what 1 think is a
f air thing te do, and that which I shall ad-
dress myseif, ia this: I shall take the ex-
penditure actually ascertained frorn the
public records, which I hiold in my han d,
for 1896 and for the year 1908. There ia a
very large difference between them; there


