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The Address-Mr. Foster

worked with my French-Canadian brothers
znd knowing sometbing of (theru, I appreciate
why they show sluch a keen regard for their
mother tangue.

The mover of the Address in the course of
bis speech mnade a few statem-ents ta whieh I
deeire to direct, the attention of the House.
Hle said thak in the early ipart of 1922, when
the present administration took control, tbey
realized that if a couintry with a population of
nine million and a débt of $2,400,000,000 wee
to make progress there muet be reductions ini
the public debit and a policy of rigid econorny.
We 'have had in the Speech £romn the Throne
somewhat similar sentiments. Well, I thought,
it was too bad that the mo>ver.of the Address
had ta speak before the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture (Mr. Motfherwell), for if he could have
had the benefit of listening ta that hon, gentle-
man he would have difscovered how in the past
four years that poiicy of econorny had been
put into effect. At page 246 of Hansard the
Minister of Agriculture is reported as speaking
of the many great public undertaýkings that
his governrnent had carried out, such as the
Welland canal, the Toranto viaduet, the
bridge at Montreal, the harbour improve-
mente at Quebec. I say, Sir, there was
"economy" with a vengeance! On the other
aide of the line the greatest question con-
fronting the United States goveru-ment was
the necessity for rigid economy and they have
carried out sucb a thorough policy of re-
trenchment that to-day their incarne tax is
reduced, their sta.mp tax bas been abolished,
asi well as several other taxes, and they are
more st rongly entrenched in power than ever
because of having carried out the policy on
Which they were elected. By contrast with
the poiiy of aur neighbours I thought of
the cootly undertakings which the Minister
of Agriculture enumrerated a few days ago.
According ta the figures given to this House
$57»~00,000 has been expended on the na-
tional railways during the last five years, the
major portion of it by this gavernment. A
consideration of thig and other facts gives us
sorne ides. of what real economy means as
practised by hon, gentlemen oppoisite. I arn
awaire that the $572,000,000 was challenged by
the hon. member for Queens->Lunenburg (Mr.
Duif) and I shall deal wiîth this point in a
mo'ment or two.

According to, the figures in the public ae-
counts, the public debt of Canada when thia
governinent came into office was $2,340,000,000.
If we take the proportion of the railway ex-
penditure and the $77,000,000 which was added
ta the public debt accoTding to the records,
we find to-day that our icomrnitments are
close ta $2,750,000,000. New, wbere is there

any reduction in the public debt? Is -it ta be
argued that if you give yc*ir note and get
money an it, or the equivalenit, th-at you do
not go into, debt? Well, if thaît is s0 it is
a new systern, and we hope we may be able
ta avail ourselves of it during the next three
or four years. The hon. member for West
Middlesex (Mr. Elliott) laboured for sorne
time ta show that a reduction in the public
debt had been mnade, but the furVher he went
the more apparent it became that bis gavern-
ment had greatly increased aur national ob-
ligations. He said that the total disburse-
ments for the year just passed-I suppose he
meant for the fiscal year ended March 31,
1925-were 333,000.000 odd. But I find in
looking over the iblic accounts that an-
other $17,000,000 must be added ta capital
expenddture, and approxirnately 3118,000,000,
according ta their own figures, was spent on
Canadian National Railways account. These
give us a total of $474,000,000. This divided
by nine million, the population figure used
by the hon. memxber, gives us a per capita
expenditure for that year of 352.80 instead of
$37 as clairned by him. Well, instead of the
reduction af $14 per capita that he gives.bis
government credit for hiaving effected as
against the expenditkire under the preceding
administration, we have actually an increase
of 87.40 per capita, according ta bis own
method of computation. 1 amrn ot particu-
Iarly struck with bis rnethud, buit I follaw it
simply ta make my comparison intelligible.

The hou. gentleman also gave the Huse
sorne comparative figures on the cost of agri-
cultural implements ta the consumer. I
should like some hon. member who knaws all
the facts ta give this bouse the exact re-
ductions-if there have been any-that have
been passed on ta the farmers of western
and eastern Canada by virtue of any tariff
reductions, because then we would be able
ta place alongside those reductions the fact
that industries in Ontario have been put out
of business by virtue of those tariff changes.
The best information I have been able ta
obtain is very dissirnilar ta that which bas
been presented to the bouse, and I desire
ta mention some ai the prices quoted by my
hon. friend. 1 hold in my hand two price
lista of the Massey-Harris Company, one f'or
1925 and the other for 1921. In 1921 the
hon. member told us that the cost of a binder
was $335, whereas in 1925 it had been reduced
ta $268.50. 1 cannot vouch for sny 1925
Massey-Harris catalogue being the latest
edition issued by that company, but it is
the most recent one I have been able to
obtain. I find that for 1925 the price was


