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is serious financial distress in the United

there, a similar distress,
prolonged, is almost certain to follow in Can-
ada.

E
: when we find in th “Official
States, o1 a prolonged period of distress: e last copy of the ~Offic

enerally equally '

Gazette” a statement like this: Revenue
and expenditure on account of consolidated

. fund ; expenditure to the end of 31st March,

I shall not repeat the statement-:

which my hon. friend read of the profes—;

sions of the Minister of Finance. They are: 1 peg to state to the House that I believe

fresh in the memory of the House. 1 have
no doubt the House recollects quite dis-
tinetly the excellent advice which the hon.
gentleman gave to his colleagues and to
the House. Sir. there is a frightful con-
trast, I am sorry to say, between the pro-
fession and practice of that hon. gentleman.
Before the House rose last session, the hon.
gentleman knew perfectly well, it was pat-
ent on the face of the returns laid on the
Table. that a deficit of over one million
dollars was a certain and fixed fact. What
did the hon. gentleman do? Yhat did
this preacher of economy do? What did
this hon. gentleman, who thought it was the
first duty of a Government to curtail expen-
diture so as to meet the deficiency in the re-
venue, do in the way of making provision
for an ascertained deticit of a million and a
quarter ? His ftirst proceeding was to
throw away half a million of dollars. One
quarter of a million for the purpose of
conciliating the liquor interests. and an-
other quarter of a million for the purpose
of concilliating, what I may call, without
offence to the Minister of Justice, the Tup-
per interest, and a very unprofitable in-
vestment is appears to have been, accord-
ing to the last electoral returns. Then after
effecting needless loss of half a million del-
lars of revenue in the face of a deficit of
a4 million and a quarter. the hon. gentle-
man proceeded by statute to add one mil-
lion dollars a year in all to our fixed
- charges, in the shape of an Atlantic sub-
sidy of $750,000, and of subsidies to railways
involving a total expenditure of four or five
millions more. Finally, and by way, I sup-
pose, of an appropriate finish and wind up,
the hon. gentleman, this advocate of econo-
my, brought down further Supplementary
Estimates to the tune of $1,300,000. These are
the precautions taken to secure economy,
- this is the way the hon. gentleman carried
-out in practice the economy he professed.
. Let the House compare these facts with the
statement which my hon. friend read.
~Now, the hon. gentleman is confronted, and
he knows he is confronted with a huge
deficit. Let us know the facts. I have
observed with some amusement the desper-
ate contortions and evasions made on the
part of the hon. gentleman’s organs to
escape the pressure of this deficit. I have
.observed something more. Newspaper cor-
respondents and newspaper editors are not
supposed to be very well versed in the
_mysteries of the Finance Department, and,
. .according to the Minister of Justice they
.could not always be relied upon, even if
.they were. But, Sir, what shaill we say

Sir RicEARD CARTWRIGHT.

1895, $24,553,000 ; revenue at the end of 31st
March, 1895, $23,844,000 ; surplus, $708,107.

this is the first time since confederation
that the word “ surplus” lias ever been
inserted, or this line ever appeared
in the Public Gazette at this date.
What does it mean? Why was it
inserted ? There were four bye-elections
—of course that is a matter of detail—about
to come off a few days after this first ap-
peared. But what does the hon. gentle-
man mean by it? Here is the oflicial
statement of the department that on 3ist
March, 1895, there was a surplus of $708,-
107. If that means anything, if that has
been inserted for a purpose, I am sorry
to say I can conceive of no purpose ex-
cept the purpose of confusing the minds of
the people at large, and creating an abso-
lutely false impression as to the real state
of the case. It is true, no doubt, that the
audited expenditure, certified by the Fi-
nance Department up to 3ist March,
1895, may only show what is stated
here, a total expenditure of $23,844.000
as against a total receipt of $24,553.000.
But every man who knows anything at
all of the Department of Finance or of the
way in which our national book-keeping is
managed, knows perfectly well that from
the nature of the case a very large portion
of the expenditure which has actually been
incarred and which is payable at that
moment is not inciuded in these statements
of expenditure and that in the later months
of the year this is never entered in the
public accounts until some few weeks after
the termination of the financial year; and
that therefore, although this may be a
correct statement as regards the audited
expenditure, yet this statement which I
hold in my hand is most unquestionably a
very false statement, as to impression
which any ordinary reader will take from
it on seeing for the first time in twenty-
seven years a declaration that there was
such and such a surplus in favour of the
Government on the 31st of March. Now,
Sir, I am going to show the House what the
real state of the facts are, and I challenge
the hon. Minister to contradict these facts.

I desire the attention of the House because

this is a grave matter. If I amn wrong I de-
sire to be corrected, and if I am right, I
desire that every member of this House
should bear in mind what it means, that
to-Gay, after mine months receipts are jn, .
after nine months audited expenditure, so-
called is in, so far from bhaving a surplus
of $708,000, we have to-day, as I will pre-
sently show, an ascertained deficit of $5,-
016,000 on the transactions of these nine
months. I do not think that the hon.



