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The Debate on the Budget.

The debate on the Budget was re
sumed on Wednesday afternoon at 2.40, 
when Mr. Barberie continued his remarks.
He spoke for nearly five minutes, and 
was followed by the

HON. ROUT. MARSHALL,

who said he would make some state
ments which challenged contradiction 
and would show the actual financial con
dition of the Province to day, but he 
would mention something else first. He 
then took up the Tower Trial, and de
fended the action of the Government 
from the charge preferred against it in 
the matter of money paid to counsel other 
than the Hon. Solicitor General, holding 
it was right that in such an important 
case the Government should be ably and 
well represented. He discussed the 
Eastern Extension Claims at considerable 
length, and said that it was his opinion 
that it would not be long before the 
money would be paid into the office of 
the Receiver General. The Grand 
Southern Railway question came in for a 
due share of consideration and the a£ion 
of the Government was defended. The 
central and convenient location of the 
stock farm for all parts of the Province mv purpose

length into
. , , , , Others willupon by the hon. gentleman, and how

admirably it was adapted in every way 
for its purposes. He then turned his 
attention to the speech of the hon. gen 
tlernan from Westmorland, (Black) and 
said he would show the actual financial 
position of the Province to-day, and that 
it would differ from the showing of that 
hon. gentleman. The revenue of the 
Province for the present day, as he made 
it, was $641,903.20, and he did not look 
for any material change in this amount 
in the next decade. Then there would 
be an addition of $32,000 for increase in 
population in that time, which would 
bring the whole amount up to $675,000 in 
round numbers. But perhaps it would 
be just as well not to go too far into the 
future at present. The expenditures at 
the present time amount to about $604,- 
600, which taken from the revenue of 
$641,903.20, leaves a surplus of $37,303.20 
•f receipts over expenditures. The lia
bilities of the Province were next 
dealt with, and the details of its 
indebtedness gone into. The debt at 
present, as he made it up, amounted 
to $1,500,000, but deducting from it the 

-Eastern Extension claim of $150,000, 
which would be paid shortly, it left an 
total indebtedness of $950,000 on the 
Province. He next referred to what the 
Government—or this House, as he put it 
—had done for the Province. He cited 
the expenditures for railway purposes, 
the public buildings, bridges, &c., and 
many other items which other hon. gen
tlemen had gone over, and said the grand 
aggregate of expenditures for public 
works and extraneous matters, such as 
the St. John fire, made by this Province 
since Confederation amounted to $3,014,- 
500. In speaking of the charges made 
against the Government in connection 
with the manner in which the public ac
counts are kept, he said that the 
Government had the matter under 
their consideration, and hoped in a 
short time to present a new system which 
would be found simple, concise and accu
rate. The total area of the Crown lands 
was over 17,000,000 acres, and of this 
there was still ungranted 7,504,219. The 
Provincial liability was, as he understood 
it, $950,000, and he contrasted this with 
with the position of the city of St. John 
with a debt of between two or three mil
lions of dollars, and said he thought that 
the debentures of this Province with its 
showing of assets, could issue at four per 
cent. There are our seven and a half 
millions of acres of land ungranted, which 
have been valued at 30 cents per acre, 
that would serve as a real estate backing 
for any liability this Province might in
cur, and would be accepted as such in 
financial circles. He thought the Gov
ernment h d done well by the Province, 
and read the paiagraph from the Gover
nor’s speech referring to the settlement 
of the public lands and the geological 
survey. He dwelt upon this last matter 
for some time and taking up the peniten
tiary question, he traced its history down 
to the present day, and concluded his 
speech with some remarks of a general 
nature.

The debate on the budget was resumed on 
Wednesday afternoon at 2.30, when 

MR. BLAIR .

began his speech. He said :—I hope the 
hon. gentleman who has just sat down will 
not be offended if I defer reference to what he 
has said until later on. I have always listened 
to a speech from the hon. gentleman with a 
great deal of pleasure, not alone when he 
treats of penitentiary claims, but on other 
occasions. He has called the attention of 
the House to the past, present and future of 
the Province, and what statements he has 
made in this connection will be dealt with 
by me further on. My hon. friend the Pro
vincial Secretary, in making the first speech 
in supply, had perhaps manifested more 
buoyancy of speech and depression of mari
ner than ever before. We were advised by 
him for^he first time that the country was 
passing from a period of deficits and into an 
era of surplusses. When we had listened on 
a similiar occasion in 1880 and again in 
1881, we did not obtain the slightest idea 
that there had ever been a deficit in his ad
ministration ; but after a lapse of two years 
we find that the then contentions of the Op
position were true, and to-day it suits the 
purp ise of the Provincial Secretary to admit 
that what we then "J' ................. .. *“

al

said was true, and to in

form us that the country is passing from a 
period of deficits into an era of surplusses.
It will be part of my duty to examine into 
his statements, and I think I will be able to 
show that he has not stated the truth. I am 
not one of those, sir, as has been asserted on 
more than one occasion by the hon. member 
from Westmoreland (Hanington), who have 
preached “bine ruin” for the country. I 
would have been glad had the hon gentle
man, when making that statement, quoted 
my words. There are the records of the 
blouse to which he might have referred, and 
I am in a position to say, from a very clear 
recollection of my statements, that on no oc
casion did I make such a prediction, but 1 
have said and I say now, that the finances of 
the country have not been properly managed. 
The hon. gentleman has not disclosed the 
true state of affairs. I will not preach bank
ruptcy. It will take more than four years 
of his management to bring the country to 
the verge of bankruptcy. There is a wide 
gulf, sir, between mismanagement and 
bankruptcy, and it does not lie with him to 
say that any gentleman in the Opposition 
had prophesied destruction or “ blue ruin.
In touching our financial affairs we open up 
a large range of topics, including education, 
administration of the crown lands, agricul
ture, conservation of our forests, inland 
fisheries, colonization and settlement and de
partmental management, all of which have 
an intimate connection with the financial 
standing of our Province. It will not be 

to enter at any great 
a discussion of those topics, 
do this, and I will merely 

touch the skirts, as it were, as 1 pass along. 
But with the indulgence of the House I will 
make a brief reference to education. The 
item of education makes a large drain on the 
finances of the country. I do not hesitate to 
give it all it requires, I will not be parsimon
ious—I would deal generously with it—but 
as legislators it is our duty to ask ourselves 
from time to time are we not called upon to 
pay more than is necessary. The educational 
grant for 1872, the first full year under our 
present Free School system, amounted to 
$112,500. In 1876 it had risen to $142,000, 
and in 1881 to $153,000. Well, sir, we see 
at once that there has been a very rapid in
crease in the expenditure, and we ask our
selves have we had any adequate returns. I 
am not competent to answer that question 
fully just now, but it is one that demands 
our serious consideration. There is one fact, 
however, to which I would direct the 
attention of the House and that is that while 
the appropriation for schools has been 
steadily increasing the total attendance of 
pupils has been falling off for some tim- 
past- We see by the reports of the Board of 
Education that the attendance during the 
winter term in 1876 was 47.870 ; in 1877, 
51,000 (I speak in round figures), in 1878, 
52,000 ; in 1879, 53,000 ; in 1880, it had fallen 
to 60,000 and in 1881, to 49,550, and the same 
decline is noticeable by compa ison in the 
summer terms. We observe, sir, no matter 
what the cause, whether hard times 
kindred causes, that year by year the 
tendance has been diminishing while the 
cost of the school systfem has been gradually 
creeping up. This is not the first time that 
the attention of the House has been called to 
this subject. It will be remembered, sir, 
that members of the Government have ex
pressed serious anxiety, and that aslong ago 
as 1880 the Hon Provincial Secretary, im 
pressed with the importance of this large 
charge—impressed with the importance of 
the Government dealing with this question 
informed the House that the Government 
were maturing a measure to reduce the cost 
and yet maintain the efficiency of our free 
school system. I am satisfied, sir, that the 
country has been looking for some manifes
tation of this—that the House has been 
looking for some manifestation of this—but, 
sir, we have been looking from that time to 
the present and we have been looking in 
vain. In the speech at opening of the 
present session we are promised among other 
bills, a measure “conferring additional 
powers upon Trustees of Schools, and by 
which the building of school houses may be 
rendered less burdensome to ratepayers.” 
Are we to assume,that .this is th" measure 
then promised? Have we been waiting for 
two years until this matter could be still more 
matured ? Has this great mountain been in 
labor, and is this the little mouse it has 
brought forth ? I will not deny the impor
tance of this little mouse, but if this is the 
outcome of all their promises we are entitled 
to say that they have disappointed all our 
expectations in this regard I will now 
touch on the question of colonization and 
settlement, a question of great importance 
The Government have not yet fixed on a defi
nite plan. We have such measures as the 
Grant and Labor Acts, that were passed to 
promote the settlement of the country, but I 
believe, sir, I am giving expression to th» 
deliberate judgment of this House, when I 
say that this policy does not meet the neces
sities of the case, and is not such as should 
be fixed and permanent for the future. When 
we look and see how inaccurate they are, 
and the great charge they arc on 
the revenues of the country—when we see 
the great inducements that have been held 
out by the Dominion Government (and I say 
by other governments as well)—it seems to 
me, sir, we must have some fixed and perma
nent policy with regard to the settlement of 
this country. I know, sir,, that many sug
gestions been made to the Government. My 
friend from Rcstigouche (Mr Barberie) has 
pointed out that the tract of land stretching 
from the Bay to the upper St. John is not ex
celled in fertility by any lands in New Bruns
wick. The Government certainly havr not 
opened up their lands for settlement, but 
those who hope for the best are looking 
to the Government taking a better policy. I 
think I am safe, sir, in saying that people in 
the employ of the Government have in the 
public press advocated the necessity of roads 
to open up these tracts for settlement, and 
not to give away our lands as in the past, 
but sell them on easy terms. By selling 
only alternate blocks the remaining blocks 
would be increased in value. I hold, 
sir, that the people would prize these 
purchased lands more highly than if 
they received them as a gift. I am in 
accord with my colleague (Barberie), and I 
am sure that the country is in accord with 
him. that have not yet settled on a per
manent policy with regard to the settlement 
and colonization of our Crown lands. Let

me now pass on to the matter of agriculture, 
which all will admit is one of the first mag
nitude. I will not seek to withhold from the 
Government the credit that is due for the in
creased interest they have taken in agricul
ture, but the question is, have they taken a 
policy that we can approve ? It has seemed 
to me, sir, that when they have put a sum in 
the estimates they have done all that they 
considered necessary. I am not one of those 
who believe that the farmer needs a great 
deal of pampering from the Legislature, but 
I would ask have the Government pointed 
out to us a line to follow ? Let us see what 
has been done in the past four years. They 
established a Board of Agriculture, urged 
upon thei# by my friend Mr. Black, Chairman 
of the Agricultural Committee of the House, 
with his usual ability, and I have no reason 
to complain of that step. They entertained 
a couple of English gentlemen and travelled 
about the country with them. They made 
an importation of stock, and they established a 
stock farm. These things, sir, are what have 
been done for the interests of the farmers,and 
these things don’t seem to me to have met 
the views and wishes of the farmers of the 
country. I do not believe in a Government 
doing for a people what they can do fo 
themselves. I believe that the wants of the 
country can be supplied more cheaply and 
more satisfactorily by private enterprise 
When I come to apply this rule to the action 
of the Government, it will be found not alto
gether to merit the approval of the country 
I refer more particularly to this matter of the 
Stock Farm. I am willing to discuss it en
tirely on its merits, and I believe it does not 
meet with the approval of the farmers of the 
Province generally. It may be in King"s, so 
intelligently represented by the gentleman 
who sits behind me (Crawford), that it com
mands the approval of the farmers, as it 
would, indeed, in any county where it might 
be located, but you will find it does not serve 
the interests of the farmers in more remote 
districts. When the members think over the 
names of the stock raisers—men of energy, 
skill and ability—who are scattered through
out the Province, I think they will not ap
prove of the stock farm. If it does not satisfy 
people in all parts of the country, we may 
safely conclut»; that it was not entirely upon 
its merits that the stock farm was established. 
The Hon. Provincial Secretary tells us that 
the Government had obtained a great con
sensus of opinion in its favor. Where? In 
the Agricultural Societies? In.the papers ?
I don’t think the farmers have had an oppor
tunity to express an opinion as yet. and 
therefore I entirely deny that there is any 
such feeling as he states. Another ques
tion comes up in connection with this. My 
friend (Mr. Black) has fully discussed this, 
and I will not trespass upon the time of the 
House. The Chief Commissioner had at
tempted to reply to him, but he became in
volved in such a maze and mystery that he ex
perienced great difficulty in getting out of it, 
and had left the House as much in the dark 
as he was himself. He had asked how P. E.
I. had obtained such a reputation for horses, 
had asked if it were not due directly or in
directly to the stock farm It is known for 
a fact, sir, that you have to go to the Island 
for certain classes of horses, and the reason 
why so many horses are exported from the 
Island is because the people there had im
ported a class of horses suited for the 
country, while our Government had not. 
Had our Government consulted the lumber
men as to their importations they would 
have done better. P ivate enterprise had 
introduced improved breeds of horses into 
P ince Edwa.-d Island before a Government 
stock farm was established there. The reason 
assigned by Premier Sullivan's letter to the 
Provincial Secretary that the stock farm was 
established because private individuals did 
not imnort good and improved stock, does 
not apply here. We are warranted in saying 
that private enterprise had supplied the de
mand from the admissions of the Provincial 
Secretary that periodical importations were 
a failure, and that at the recent sale in St. 
John $5.000 worth of stock had glutted the 
market. That goes to show that there was 
no natural demand for the cattle the Govern
ment imported, or it established the neces
sary alter lative that private enterprise is 
meeting all the demands. I am right, sir, 
in assuming that private enterprise had a 
good deal to do with it. There are some 
gentlemen in Westmoreland, the river 
Counties,and other portions of the Province— 
one in Kings, bought out by the Government 
when they established 'he farm—who have 
bent all their energies and are vet unable to 
make stock raising a financial success, where 
is the necessity of the Executive of this 
country embarking in a scheme like this 
without any guarantee that they can carrv 
it on mure successfully tha i private breeders. 
So much for this phase of the stock 
farm. But, sir, 1 come to another sli de 
dealt with by the legal minds of the Solicitor 
General and Po incial Secretary, and in 
dealing with this 1 will draw the attention 
of the House to what occurred last session. 
The sum of $10,000 was then appropriated 
for an importation of stock, arid in this con 
nection let me invite the careful consider 
ation of the House to what is involved in the 
authoritative utterances of the Provincial 
Secretary, who is also President of the Board 
of Agriculture, and spoke as the mouthpiece 
of that body :—“For agriculture there is the 
usual sum of $12,000 for the ordinary pur
poses and $10,000 for an importation of 
stock. A committee of the Government had 
been appointed to consider the matter and 
the Board of Agriculture reported to the 
Government recommending an importation 
which the Government, to a large extent, 
would endeavor to carry out. * * * Al
though the Board expressed themselves in 
favor of having the importation from the old 
country, yet to some extent to meet the 
demand for an immediate importation, the 
Government might feel justified in buying 
some of the stock on this side of 
the Atlantic, but would consult with 
the Agricultural bodies before doing so.' 
Well, sir, we have the House yielding to 
that request of the Board of Agriculture, 
who, we are told to-day, represent the senti
ment of the country. Was there one then 
who opened his mouth and said this impor
tation was a preliminary step to a stock 
farm? Not one. The Provincial Secretary 
then pointed out that the stock was to be 
sold as heretofore, but what is it he tells us 
to-day as Provincial Secretary and President 
of the Board of Agriculture? That period

ical importations are a failure. I know that the 
hon gentleman’s coolness and bravery have 
always stood him in good stead, yet I must 
admit that I am surprfsed at his bravery and 
effrontery in making this statement. Is he not 
inaking that admission, sir, for a purpose and 
not as a mature conclusion ? But simply to 
ustify this establishment of a stock farm he 

goes back on his utterances of the year 
previous when advocating a grant for an 
importation of stock, and tells ns that 
periodical importations are decided failures. 
When, sir, did he find that out and for what 
purpose was it discovered. Was it when he 
asked the vote last year ? If so he did not 
treat the House with candor. If that was 
his mind then, when was it the knowledge 
came to him that periodical stock importa
tions were failures ? Was it before or after 
they came to this conclusion to establish a 
stock farm ? He says a stock farm was 
necessary because of the failure of the 
periodical importations. Then, sir, they 
must have made up their minds before a hoof 
was offered for sale. Ah. sir, any excuse is 
better than none! I would like the gentle
men who follow me to he more explicit and 
give more particulars. As I am informed, 
it is known to those who attended the sale 
that the best animals were held back and 
put on the farm. If that be so it is no 
wonder, sir, that the sale was not successful ; 
but be that so or not, it was not until after 
the farm had been decided upon that the sale 
of stock took place, and therefore it does not 
lie in the mouth of my hon friend to say that 
the farm was decided upon because periodical 
importations had been proved decidedfailures 
thereby. I demand, sir, that the House is 
entitled to he dealt with in a spirit of candor 
by the hon gentleman when asking for
grant. I insist he has not been candid. 
What is thé current of his statement leading 
down to this? He says the Government had 
not thought then of establishing a stock 
farm, but we want the House to believe we 
have decided on a farm be cause importations 
are a failure. He wants us to believe 
further that the Government were constrained 
to take this step. He tells us, sir, that the 
Government were asked by the Board of 
Agriculture to take into serious consider
ation the establishment of this stock farm 
The Secretary tells us, sir, that when the 
sum of $10,000 was appropriated last session, 
and even before that time, a great deal of in
terest was manifested in the establishment of 
a stock farm. It is a great ptiy, sir, that 
before a vote was asked from this House that 
the Board had not promulgated this through 
their President. They tell us, sir, that the 
farm was established to supply the country 
with pure bred stock, and yet in the same 
breath they tell us that the periodical impor
tations of pure bred stock are failures. Surely 
they will not tell us that the farm was estab
lished for supplying graded stock ? What, 
then, sir, is the dilemma in which the Govern
ment find themselves placed ? The Govern
ment, if we are to believe the Secretary, 
yielded to this universal pressure and estab
lished a stock farm, yet we find them com 
pelled to,look for precedents, to seek for 
constitutional usnage to justify this appro
priation of the. public funds without the 
consent of the Legislature. I challenge them 
to name one precedent. I ask them where is 
the emergency ? Is not this house to be con
sulted? Is the Government to take what 
they admit to be a new departure without 
consulting this House? I don’t wish to do 
the hon member for King’sfCrawford) injus
tice, but I am surprised at his assertions that 
they consulted some of the members. Does 
he put that forward as a justification? Was 
it done in a constitutional way? Was but
ton-holing individual members and dragging 
them on one side to talk to them a constitu
tional way of asking the opinion of the House?

would like to find a precedent for that. 
But, sir, we are told the press—the enlighten
ed press—were almost unanimous for a stock 
farm. I have as high a respect for the press 
as any man in this House, not excepting the 
hon gentleman to my left (Willis) and the 
hon gentleman in my eye directly opposite 
(Elder), and admitting all their ability, and 
even more than their ability, yet I would be 
sorry to admit, sir, that they were in a posi
tion to say that the sentiment of the country 
was in favor of a stock farm. I apprehend 
that there is one constitutional way in which 
to take the views of the people, and that is 
through their representatives. I apprehend 
that there is but one constitutional period to 
consult the representatives—when they are 
in general session convened—and I affirm 
that only a great emergency can justify a 
departure therefrom. Yet there is not a gen
tleman on the floor of this House who can 
point to a great emergency in this case. 
Could not all the stock be sold, if it went at 
low rate ? Would not provincial purchasers 
have obtained the benefit? I feel that as the 
stock could have been so sold that there was 
no pressing emergency for the establishment 
of a farm, and I consider its establishment a 
usurpation of authority on the part of the 
Executive, and an entirely unconstitutional 
act. Do not understand me to say, sir, that 
there are not cases of emergency, but no 
one can pretend to say that such an emer
gency existed in this ease. And this 
leads me to the conclusion that the House 
ou^ht to be able to discuss this question 
on its merits, and ought not to be called 
on to ratify or reject action previously 
taken by the Government. Many of the 
members would say the farm has been 
leased ; we cannot undo what is done ; 
and no good results will follow any at
tempt to express what our opinion might 
have been. Thus the House is hampered 
by the transaction, and there is no good 
in speculating as to what the opinion of 
the House would have been had they 
been asked for an expression before, 
But the threat has been thrown out by 
the Provincial Secretary that we have 
foreclosed ourselves, as it were, by pass
ing the address. This is the first time 
the Government has propounded this 
doctrine, and 1 do not hesitate to put my 
view against theirs. I state it as a consti
tutional principle that, in this House and 
in English speaking Parliaments, the ad
dress is not technically considered as a 
test of feeling between the treasury and 
the opposition benches. I will now call 
attention to the defective state of the re
turns the Government have made in this

connection. They show a ten years’ 
lease of the Otty farm, on which, accord
ing to the Secretary for Agriculture, there 
will be a considerable outlay for repairs 
to buildings, and possibly for a new bam, 
little of which will be recouped at the 
termination of the lease, as the lessor 
(Mr. Otty) covenants to do nothing more 
than take the farm off the hands of the 
Government on its expiry, and to pay for 
only $1,000 worth of improvements, o 
matter what amount of improvements 
may be put upon it by the Government.
If the Government had taken this House 
into its confidence, had said a stock farm 
was necessary and had shown reasons in 
support of it, they would probably have 
sanctioned the purchase instead of the 
lease of a farm, and have thus secured to 
the Province the benefit of its own im 
provements. I now come to the con
sideration of another point having an im
portant bearing on the revenue of the 
country—I refer, sir, to the mines and 
minerals of the Province. I look forward 
to the time when they will be highly pro
ductive, but" I am assured by men of ex
perience that some radical changes are 
necessary in the existing - regulations, es 
pecially with regard to the size of grants 
and for the encouragement and protec
tion of first discoverers of mines. This 
is an important field and one deserving 
the attention of the Government, and as 
a source from which a large and increas 

revenue may be derived. The ques- 
ti*t of the inland fisheries, which has 
been intelligently, and I might say ex
haustively, presented by my hon. friend 
from Restigoucne (Barberie), is one de 
serving the careful attention not only of 
the Government but of the House, inas 
much as it has an important bearing on 
the revenue of the country. I will now 
pass on to the direct exigencies of the 
finances of the Province, but I do not 
purpose wearying the House with the 
consideration of this subject. I pointed 
out at a former session whither we were 
tending and will not go "over my figures at 
this hour. I would draw attention to a 
matter which should not escape the con 
sidération of the country. The House 
has been told by the Hon. Surveyor Gen 
eral that I had said there had been a 
misappropriation of funds; and that I 
had reiterated the charge. I always 
reiterate it, and I say now that there has 
been a consistent and perpetual misap 
propriation of the funds from year to 
year. It has been necessary, Mr. Speaker, 
in this House for a member in using this 
language to say that Me does not charge 
any member of the Government with 
larceny, swindling or embezzlement, and 
I wish it to be distinctly understood now 
that I do not charge the Government as 
a whole with any indictable offence. I 
assert, sir, that there has been a gross 
misappropriation of the public funds, but 
no indictable act by any member of the 
Government. I use the expression, sir, 
in that sense, but I wish it to be under
stood in the strongest sense from that 
point of view. If there is a greater 
possible wrong-doing, not actually touch 
ing upon criminality, which it is possible 
for the hon. gentleman to do, I charge the 
hon. gentlemen now on the treasury 
benches with that wrong-doing, and I 
charge the Government with trampling 
persistently under foot year in and year 
out the solemn statutes of the land, 
My hon. friend the Surveyor General has 
scattered challenges as the autumn scat
ters leaves. If I do not follow them, sir, 
in all their moods and tenses, and 
through all the various forms in which 
he has presented them, it is only because 
time will not admit, and not because they 
cannot be refuted. My hon. friend has 
picked up the same table of figures as 
the Provincial Secretary, read the same 
columns, and asked the country to be 
lieve that for the last three years the 
Government has been entitled to the 
highest commendation for their manage
ment of the public finances. The Hon, 
Provincial Secretary says that the terri 
torial revenue this year will be $163,000, 
the largest sum ever received from this 
source. When the Provincial Secretary 
told us that this amount was to be taken 
out of the Crown lands, I had hoped he 
would have told us how much of this sum 
he expected to be derived from stump 
age, and how much from the sale of 
Crown lands, whether they intended to 
sell ten or twenty thousand acres to make 
up the deficit at the end of the year. I 
would like him to turn his genius on the 
future and tell us their policy—that is, if 
they continue to exist. The Hon. Pro
vincial Secretary has told us in his budget 
speech that “ we have acted on the prin
ciple of moving on, having full knowledge 
of the resources and full faith in the re
cuperative powers of the Province, 
Grandiloquent sentences these to ring 
through the country ! I cannot agree 
with the hon. gentleman that they are 
“ moving on,” unless it be in the sense of 
a boy sliding down hill. He says he has 
a “ full knowledge of the resources and

ton)—a man of large knowledge and of 
especial intelligence on all topics— 
will impart some of this know
ledge which has been imparted to him. 
I do not preach “ blue ruin,” or that to
day we are in bankruptcy, but by push
ing our lumber operations further back 
year by year, I feel, sir, and practical men 
so inform me, that it cannot he many 
years before the revenue from this source 
will be largely reduced. Why do not the 
Government invite their paid servants to 
tell us the exact situation ? The Sur
veyor General has dwelt on the revenue to 
be hereafter derived from. cordwood, ce
dar and other woods, but it will take a 
great deal from this source to perceptibly 
increase the revenue. The policy of my 
hon. friend for the last two years, to 
make up the deficits by selling the 
public lands, is a most pernicio is 
one, and one that will not commet l 
itself to the people of this country. It is 
the best timber lands in the country tli.it 
are so given away and it should be borne 
in inind that the lan Is surrounding these 
tracts are also stripped of their avails , e 
timber. I will now take the Provinc d 
Secretary where 1 left him, and I mav 
here say that in his speech at the openm ; 
of this debate he made a tardy—I will 
not say ample—-apology to the b > i. 
gentleman who sits alongside of him for 
the language used in his bu Iget speech 
of four years ago. I use his own wor Is :—

full faith in the recuperative powers of 
the country,” and I regret that the hon. 
gentleman did not spill out a little of the 
knowledge of which he is so full. I had 
hoped he would have told us they had 
benefitted by the experience of public 
men, and told us how long it would take 
to exhaust the lands of the country, but 
the hon. gentleman has not done so. It 
had been expected that the Solicitor 
General would throw some light on the 
subject, but he had left them in the dark. 
Perhaps we have to wait until the hon, 
gentleman from Westmorland (Haning

“He would not now discuss the qu ■» 
tion whether the Government in pow »r 
was the same Government as exist - 1 
previously to last summer. He wo i d 
only say if it were so, then it had exist - l 
since two years before Confederate i. 
He did not wish to evade a constitutional 
question at the proper time. He won 1 
assume the question for the present a i 1 
say that the present Govern uient fou» 1 
several matters which would require at
tention lying over from previous yean. 
Amounts had been carried over from 
year to year until it was almost impossible 
to understand to what year the expen
diture belonged. One small amount bad 
been brought over from 1872. They set 
themselves to ascertain what the liabi.i- 
ties were what debts really were outstan i 
ing, for the purpose of wiping the a 
completely out. There was another 
custom subsisting, which he deeme 1 
pernicious. It was the habit to draw 
acceptances on different departments 
and these were floating about, it so e 
tiaies being difficult to tell where they 
were. The Government had taken the 
position that there should be no accep
tances, no drawing of drafts, but money 
due should be paid.”

When I heard this I felt, sir, that as my 
colleague in this constituency was assay
ed, I had a right to feel for him, as it 
confirmed all the charges I had ma le 
against him. All remembered when the 
hon. Provincial Secretary got up for the 
first time to introduce the Budget what a 
great deal he was going to do. He start
ed out with the resolution to manage the 
Govermental offices for the best an l 
highest good of the people, and he sai I 
that this resolve would be a tower of 
strength, and that the people instead of 
being in the slough of despond, would be 
on the hill of rejoicing. I can picture 
now the coach of state toiling up out of 
the slough of despond as represented by 
the management of his honorable frien l, 
covered with the mire and filth that had 
accumulated on it, and I can picture the 
hon. gentleman bending beneath the 
load and pulling until the drops of sweat 
rolled down his noble brow, painfully 
toiling up towards the summit of the hill 
of delight and joy ! He now tells us of 
this glorious achievement, and says wu 
have reached a period in our history 
marked by prosperity. How my hon. 
frien 1 stood it I cannot conceive, much 
less on a personal ground than for poli
tical reasons. It would lead to compli
cations (cries of no 1 no I)—I accept the 
force of the negative, and say that no
thing would startle them but an 
adverse vote of the Legislature—the votes 
of the constituencies might not startle 
him_nor such men as the hon. gentle
man in my eye (Hanington), who has 
such a wealth of Ian ruage at his com.nan 1 
to express his abhorence of the crowd.
I am glad to see that, at this late day, my 
hon. friend has made such a tardy apol
ogy to his hon. colleague. I am glad of 
the hon. gentleman’s challenge to take 
up the transactions of three years, and I 
am willing to accept it. He says, as a 
matter of fact, that the deficit on three 
years transactions was only $20,000, and 
the Surveyor General makes the same 
statement. How is that ascertained ? 
Why, in the first place, they say. there is 
the deficit on 1879 of $48,000, and the 
surplus on the operations of '80 and ’81 is 
$28,000, which leaves a deficit of $20,000 
on the three years’ transactions. He puts 
this forth as a truthful statement of af
fairs. The Hon. Provincial Secretary 
must have a very crazy idea of finance. 
It can’t be sustained, sir, and I dispute 
it. He must have an extraordinary idea 
of what constitutes a deficit. When a 
man spends more than he receives in 
conducting his own personal affairs, there 
is a deficit. The financial sheet for 1879 
showed that at the commencement of 
that year there was to the credit of the 
Province, the sum of $41,000, and on the 
31st of October, the close of that fiscal 
year, we find by the sheet that not only 
had that amount been spent, but that 
there had been a large expenditure in 
addition, which appears as a deficit of 
•$48,000, and . yet the Hon. Provincial 
Secretary says that there was only a de
ficit of $48,0001 It is as clear as the 
noonday sun that it was $89,000.

Provincial Secretary—Oh, oh !

I


