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a great deal of thi» expenditare there has

been

Much Waste, Much Extrava-
gance,

and I fear in some cases down-right posi-

tive corruption of ii very grave character.

What wehavetoconsider to-night arereally
the con8equence8,not so much of these pet-

ty misdoings as of certain grave and long

continued errors of policy. We have had

to contend with errors in our fiscal policy,

errors political and errors administrative;

but although they have been of various

sorts they all, I think, may be fairly

traced to one source, and that is the de-

ttrmination on the part of the hon. gen-

tlemen opposite, at any cost, and at all

hazards, without the slightest reference

to the effects of their conduct on the

fukuie of this country, to noaintain them-

selves Hnd their friends in place and
power. Now, Sir, I "ond all doubt, the

wan who is cb" responsible is the

Prime Minister, ^.id chielly responsible

on this ground : That, perliaps, alone of

all his present Cabinet he sees clearly

•And understands wliat are likely to be the

cousequenoes of the |tolicy he has adopted.

As for hi.s colleagues, or, perhaps,! should

more titly call them his subordinates, for

(;olleaguefi in the proper sense, that

lion, gentleman for a long time has

had none—as for the ' hon. gentle-

man's colU'agui's—for 1 will not

quarrel about a word to-night

—

as for those gi-ntlenion, Sir, 1 think some
leniency might brf shown. Reviewing

their conduct, I ha^ e como to the cuiiclu-

oiou tlmt a consiilerable proportion of

them, at any rate, might be fairly de-

scribed as having become moially and
politically color blind. * * * Now, Sir,

concealment, of
i
our actual position lias

iKicome impossibl'', and we must co/isider

what the facts are as revealed to us in thu

Public Accounts. It is impossible,

even for the Ministry or their

8up[)orters to deny that last year they bad
a deHoit of at lea.st $2, •2-10,000. As the

Minister candidly admitted about .*1,000,-

000 furth«r was borrowed from 1880,

making the real deficit last year in reality

$3,240,000. But what he did not tell vm

was that in the capital account on the

Intetvolonial Railway at least $387,000
were charged for items which have no
business or place in capital account. * *

If he chose to take to his credit $893,000
on account of Dominion lands,he should in

all faimfss have added $303,000 "^Mch

you will find charged to capital account

for expenditure on those identical Dom<
inion lands. 'Now, Sir, in j)oint of fact,

but for the expedient of borrowing from
the i-evenue of the present year, the actual

deficit ioT last year would have amounted
to no less than $3,900,000 ; and even

giving him credit tor the $1,700,000

which was expended in the North-West,

there would still remain a deficit of

$2,200,000 to be charged against last

year. With respect to

The Deficit for the Present Year,

on the Isit March, we had a deficit of

$4,716,000. The hon. gentleman tells us

that since that time a very large amount
ol' money, some $3,800,000, as I

understood him, has been paid *by

anticipation of. the revenue. Well, Sir,

the hon. gentleman and the House
know quite well that if you choose

to anticipate by many millions the

revenues which ar>> likely to accrue in

the mcceeding three or four months, the

result will not be to permanently help the

revenue of this year, unle8,s, indeed, we
perforin—by \\ay, I supjioso, of paying

18Sfi for what was lost for thf^ benefit

of 1885—the still fiirthei' act of robbing

the revenue of 1887 for the benelit of the

revenue of li^8G. T am not disposed to

quarrel much with the estimate the hon.

gentleman has made ot the expenditure

for ISSO, and which he put in all, if I

took it (lojvii corr.jctly, at :j>.'j8,.jOO,000.

But, Sir, I am dis[)osed to enter a very

sti'ong protest, indeed, against the absurd

and unbusinesslike idea of charging

!^.3,500,000 of thai expenditure to capital

account. Whal-. does that $.'^,.500,000

represent '? I liad always .suppo.sed that

every item in capita,l account, was


