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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Exactly, audited expenditure and has nothing to do
and to which I referred. with any other expenditure.

Mr. FOSTER. The surplus is given there. Mr. FOSTER. Certainly ; any one would
lu each case they are simply as they pur- see that who looked into it.
port to be, the cash record of the month or Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, any-
the cash record, receipts and payments of
the nine months. Trbey correctly represe!it body w-ould not sce th-at. On the coutr:îry.

all over the country. in all the organs of the
what they purport to represent. Whether ion. ;rentleman fromn the Mail-Empire
you call it surplus or anything else. that is îownwards, these statements have been ae-
the at.tu:îI statemnient 4_th In e.luth(,
nhe nonths lsoe tas reeive. in cash cepted as representintg the true state of the

n case. and long articles have been indited
so) muchi was checVked out of cashi. anid so) holding me up as a sianderer of the credit
muci remains over-a surplus undoutedly. of Canada, bec-ause I alleged that the reail

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not deficit for the nine months was over $5.o,-
object to the fact of the hon. gentleman's 000. when it was only $500,X0. Now. Sir.

department naking a return of the audited I call the attention of the House to the ex-
expenditure. What I think is very objee- tent to which this absurdity in the way of
tionable is that the lie - surplus " should hook-keeping may go. We all know that 1-!4
be introduced now for the lirst time. We terminated with a deticit of one million and
have iad these returns published every a quarter : as to that there is no dispute.
monlith ever since confederati, a period o lFor the nine months ending the 31st of
eight and twenty years. and I do not think: March, 1894. the revenue was given as $27.-
that in all that tilme the hon. gentleman will 845,000, and the expenditure as $23.31,>0.
finid anv such referene to a surplus until showing a nominal surplus on the operations
after the end of the tinanial year. The rea- oflte nine months of $4,514,000. with an
son we do not tind it is that the leads of the actual resulting deticit of $1210,000. On tie
department were perfeetly well aware that 30th of April the revenue was given as
any statement of a surplus nade at any $30,288,00 and the expenditure as $25.515-
other time would be misleading in the high- 000. showing a nominal surplus of $4.773.000.
est degree; and I object to its being put in with a resulting deficit. as before. of
the " Official Gazette," because any ordinary $1.210,((-0. On the 1st of May the revenue
business man in Canada, looking at that, is given as $32.911.000. and the expenditure
and knowing no better, would naturally say as $2S,840,000, showing a nominal surplus of
to Iuimself. "Well. after all. thiigs are 84.071,000, with a resulting deticit of $1.-
not so very bad when there is a surplus for 210,00, as before. On the 30th of Juine.
nine m6nths of $708,000. under the date of the 4th cf July, the rev-

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman will enue is given as $35,382.000 and the expendi-
S" fthr ture as $30.755.000. showing a nominal sur-

excustement if truc. aurd or twon frter plus of $4.627,000. while the actual deficit
My statement is true, and 'miy hon. friend wsony$120232. However, Sir, can the
will take it as such;- but 1 want te supple- 'Vas enly $1,210L, Hoee, i.ea i

wiltaeita uc btI attosppe lo.gentleman gainsay the accuracy of any
ment, that by stating that the only time 1lieonentlma aens t he a nsy
have interfered with the way in which these the fc tateecls a yegaitha
statements have been made was last year. defacttht ? closed last year witha
Previous to that time, if I mistake not, at fact cf on the.last a of thisa tu
the end of the fiscal year, wheun all the ac-e fact that on fd ast day of this menth our

revenue had falien te the'citent cf thre
counts were net ln, but whcn overdue dlaimiscouts erenotinbutwhe ovrdu climsand a quarter millions and our expenditure
and accounts that had to be adjusted had increre tions etn ofr haleadi-
amounting te seme millions of dollars, had ý, had incrcased te the citent of haîf a mil-
amoutione to.I soeillions to dollars, hlion ? These statements are taken from his

"Tht wil be aniseading statement if yobok- l' own official returns; they are the state-
"Tht wll e amiseadng tatmen ifyouments which hie has himself submitted ; they

send It out at the end of the fiscal year or in a ments whichh atanite, hae1 are the stateunents which. at auuy rate. have
the July statement, because there are ac-sa
counts yet te corne in ; after thus, when yo 1issued' from his dcpartment. whethcr lue saw
make up that statment ate the end of the them or not, and I suppose. according to the

yeark want you te add a note stating th rule e laid down some time ago that the
yeardes anet youtod aountsoterting tat Minister is bound to accept the statements
this does not include accounts overdue andofhsubriaetserettmns

accout t be adJusted which are yet tei cf his subordinates, these are statements
coe ins and which xiii make this statement which he must accept in full falth or get rid

of the subordinate who made them. Now,
very different." as to whether we are likely to lose another

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I accept million by extra expenditure or diminished
frankiy the statement of the hon. gentlqmani revenues during the next three montly, I do
and I am glad to hear it. I am glad to hear not desire to offer an opinion other than this,
that the hon. gentleïu was not responsible that if, on the lst of April, 1895, you have
for what looks on the face c* it to be rather an asoertained deficit of $5,016,000, it is not
an unworthy artifice, and I recommend him|very likely that you are going to make much
to strike out that line for the future, or to improvement in the remaining three months.
add a note to the effect that this is merely , However, that is a natter on which I shall

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT.


