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The Budget-Mr. Argue

Finally resolution 27 deals with the Peaca
River outiet. It rends:

Be it resolvad that this association urges the
construction of a rail outlet to the Pacifie coast,
for the Peace River district.

These ara desirabla objectivas, no doubt, but
none of them involves any reduction in axpen-
diture, and tbe word "economny" doas not
appear in this document either.

In his budget criticisim the hion. member for
Muskoka-Ontario usad a picturesqua phrase. I
amn sorry he is not in bis seat this afternoon,
but hae told me yasterday afternoon tbat hae
bad to ha in Montreal to-day. H1e said, as
reportad at page 3215 of Hansard:

Is that the reason no mention of aconomy
was made at the dominion-provincial conferanca
or bara in this house? I tbink it is f air to say
that the talk was tax, tax; spand, spend; bor-
row, borrow, but neyer save, save.

That is a deligbtful phrasa; but I suggest
that it would have beau happiar if my hon.
friand bad thougbt of it wheu hae was alectad
presidant of the national Progressive Con-
sarvativa association, and whan thasa rasolu-
tions were baing adoptad. But of course the
conditions were cornpletely diffarant at that
tirne, and perbaps hae is to be forgivan for its
not baving occurrad to hirn undar those
circumstances.

My only rbason for doing this, Mr. Speaker,
i$ to attarnpt, if I may use a slang phrase, to
debunk ahl this talk about reckless and extrava-
gant axpanditures on the part of tha gov-
arumnent. I can make an assertion as well as
tha next man, and I say that thase charges
of extravagance and reckhass expenditure are
totally unfounded. I go further and say that
the fiscal record of this government during the
last six yaars, througbout the pariod of the
war and to-day, will not only compara favour-
abhy with any othar coun.try iu the worhd, but
is battar.

Mr. MacNICOL: Doas not my hon. friand
tbink that that is a rackless statament?

Mr. DIEFENBAKER: The racklessuass
continuas.

,Mr. ABBOTT: I tbink it was Edmund
Burke wbo said that it is not possible to tax
and be lovad. Parhaps that la truc, but I
suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it is possible to
tax and be respactad for imposiug those taxas.
I believa that is the position iu wbicb the
Minister of Finance finds himself to-day. I
was struck by a rernark which was made to
me by a friend of mine in Montreal-and hie
la also weIl known to the hon. member for
Muskoka-Ontario. I met hlm on the Satur-
day morning, two days aftar the budget was
brought down, and ha said to me: "Well,

judging by sorne editorial comment that I
have seen and some talks that 1 have had witb
some of my friends, I arn one of the few men
who lika this budget; but as a mqn wbo bas
bought ail the victory bonds hie could afford
during the last six years I say, thank God
we have a minister of finance and a govern-
ment that is flot afraid to tax."

Mr. H. R. ARGUE (Wood Mountain): We
have ail listenad with interest to the able
speech presanted to the bouse by the Minister
of National Defence (Mr. Abbott). H1e shines
best wben hie criticizes the Conservative party,
because in that criticism hie is always right.
But in my opinion be does a poor job of sub-
stantiating bis own case.

Mr. GRAYDON: H1e did flot have a case.

Mr. ARGUE: The minister can rcst assured
that tbe mambers of this group are not going
to maka the burden of its criticism that there
bas been much wastefu'l govarnment expendi-
turc. While no doubt some economies could
have 'been made in different places--I arn sure
that all members on this side of the house will
agree tbat it might have been possible-neyer-
tbeless wbat tha people of Canada need is
pl1enty of axpenditures in tbe right place at the
right time.

In my remarks this afternoon I shall attempt
to deal in the main with the speech whicb was
ably dalivered by the Minister of Finance
(Mr. Iey). Tbrougbout bis whole speech
the minister referred again and again to what
he thougbt were prosperous conditions in
Canada to-day. H1e said ha considered Canada
more prosperous and further along the road to
reemployment and reconversion than we could
reasonably have axpactad last August. Ha said
that we are enjoying a levai of employment
and prosparîty that wa had neyer expariencad
bafore in peace time. H1e than went on to
show the main props that ara under what pros-
perity we bave at this tima. Wbat bion. mam-
bers are attempting to do is to see that the
props under wbat prospcrity we bava at this
time are sound, sacure and likely to ha durable,
becausa if they are not durable, then it goes
without saying that the prosperity will not
last long.

I believa we should attempt to analyse econ-
omic conditions in Canada to, sac if indaad we
bave prosperity at this time. Cartainly if the
great massas of the Canadian people are not
receiving sufficiant incomes to en.joy a higb
and dacent rtandard of living then the so-
calad prosperity we bave is notbing in whicb
we should take prida. Wa should attempt to
decide in our own minds if governmant policies
ara moving in fact toward greater prosperity
i the nation.


