W.ODO.W or so. ‘Uhen 1 the matter of the ‘
present subsidies, according to the hon. gentie
man, the leader of the Opposition, Ontario’s
proportion of the wlole ainount given in sub-

sidies would be §2,758,00C or so, and as she
received back about $1,339.000 she'woulld |

really be giving two dollars set

at the present time Untario was paying two-
thirds of the revenue of the Dominion.
Mr. MEREDITH—Does the hon. gentleman
dispute r1y statement? ‘
"Hou. Mr. ROS3—Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say we are? If so, how 18

it he has remained quiescent so long oy, 5 |
ander the enormous burden that the oo _F:‘:};l“ 'l““ DOLLAR SHE RECEIVED, ‘
Province has been suffering under? If yet the hou. gentleman had never raised

his voice until now on

; behalf of Ontario in
thils matter.

Had he acted as a
| TRUE SON OF ONTARIO
—{(Government cuieers)—in remaining silent
and not makiug any effort or pro*est to have
Outario relieved from this terrible burden *
Nu_r; the hon, gentleman had never raised his
voice in protest, but now that they were pro.
posing that Ontario should be placed in a bet-
ter position than ever before, he asked,
_ politic for you to ask for
increase because you are already paying '

he has definitely accepted that position, let
himm maintain it. Let us see what some of the
expenses of the Dominion are. The debt of
the Dominion is placed at $227,000,000 ; and
according to the hon. gentleman Ontario’s

share ¢f the tremendous debt which

THE FOLLY AND EXTRAVACANCE
of the hon. gentleman’s [riends had heaped
upon the country was so great as §150,000,000, .
Then the Lutercolonial railway cost $52,000,- B2 g
000 a year to keep it up. 1t was of compara- an

Ctively little service to Ontario, yet more t.h:_m you receive?” Now, either the |
| according to the hon. gentleman who long-continued silence of the hon. gentleman |
'ledl the Opposition, it took from the must have been criminal or he wmust be insin.

cere in raising his voice at the present time.
The present practice, contiuued the hon. gen-
tieman, was directly in opposition to the terms
made at Confederation. He would quote Hon.
(+eo. Brown ou the subject. The hou. gentls-
man who led the Opposition quoted him the |
other day, but had given the gquotation a wroug |
application. Mr. Brown had said ;—

We have also complained that inimense sums of

pockets of the people of Ontario the sum an-
nually of $21,000,000. The perpetuation of

the fisheries cost the country $415,000 a year,
| and though they, teo, were of comparatively
slight importance to Oatario, yet, according to
the hon. vontleinan, Ontario nad to pay of that
sum as much as £276,000, when as to he ex-
'i peuditure on emwmigration, a policy 1511.1pp0rted
| mainly for the purpose of filling up

|

ho' Northwest,  the money expended  public oy bavebecy systematicaly fukon |
amounted to $416,000, and accorc m?l Casada. o which the Deople of ‘U e aone
the hon. gentleman Outario ha to had no interest whatever, Lthough compelled to
pay $318,000 out of that. How would the contribute three-fourths of the cash. Well, sir, |
' 9 farmers like the idea of doing what the hon, Lthis scheme banishes all that. All loeal matters

are to I:_be banished from the Genoral Logislature ; |
Local Governments are to have control over local |
affairs, and if our friends in Lower Canada chooso
Lo by extravagant, they will have to bear Lthe
burden of it themselves., No longer shall we have
Lo complain that one section pays the cash while |
:l;gno&hur silitl““ls itl: hurun{ier they who piy will |
. , and they who gpend moroe

will have to bear the brunt. ko b oy

Now, continued the hon. geutieman, Ontario

gentleman said they were doing.

Mr. MEREDITH lLere interrupted 8he
speaker and claimed that a serious charge had
Leen made against him to the ellect that he
had misled toe House. The hon. geatleman
then quoted a Budget speech by the Hon.
Alex. Maclkenzie, delivered on the 21st of
Jauuary, 1872, the purport of which was

a statement by him to the eflect that would not have objected if the Provinces had |
: Ontario was paying a larger proportion of been all thrown on their own resources, as was
. the revenue of the Domiuion than any other here suggested. What Ontario objected to

Province. | _
| Hon, Mr. ROSS, resuming, said :—\Well,
upon my word, I sat dowa thinking 1 was to
be squelched by some conclusive quotation
from Mr. Mackenzie, (Loud Government
cheering). Had anybody, continued the hon.
gentlemau, ever disputed that Ontario wus

was that when the other Provinces got into |
difficulties they always had relief ggrm:ted;
aud thoughtful men in all the Provinees had
come to the conclusion that the existing system |
of granting relief was both improvident and
denw::ulu{ug, and that if Confederation was to
be maintained, the aid granted out of the

) paying a larger share to the Dominion Dominion exchequer must be on some

¥  reveuue than  any other Province ? i o WELL-DEFINED AND FIXED |

! He had again and again found fault principle which in some measure would accom. |
with the position of Onturio, because, being wmodate itself to the growth of population, and

which should be absolutely final. The hon. |
geutleman quoted Sir Alexander (then Mr.)
Galt's speech in the Coniederation debate in

the largest Province, it was coutributing more
than the others and getting less in proportion
than they. But the hon. gentleman bad not

disputed his proposition that he had distinctly

quoted Hou. Alex. Mackenzie as stating that

the Province at the present time contribut:d
two-thirds of the revebue ot the Domiunion,

though he must have known when
he did =0 that the qnotation had
reference to the Province before Confed-

eration. The Lon. gentieman gave simiial
statistics in vegard to the License Liquor Act,
the Canada Pacitic railway, Ontario’s propors
tion of the cost of which, according to the
hon. member for London, would amount te

means,

h——*‘“—_—'—

support of his contention that the original
subsidies amount was intended to be final. He
nlso quoted Hon. 1’Arcy MeGee's speech at
f\l_:.-': same debate in support of his position,
Sow, Untario would have been perfectly con-
Lgnt il the original terms had been adhered to.
Untario had been prudent and econowmical in her
fystemolgovernment. Herpeople had been edu-

catedinmunicipal government and taxation, and

had not undertaken obligations beyona her

e Ontario’s superior financial position
‘ad been used to her detriment, and she now




