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Deficit of $300,000. |
When receipts of that kind were

‘of war expend Frams™, ]
“Then where would you put the
receipts on January 1 of this year? |

e % —

We got $2,000,000, and we are not , taken as current receipts, Mr. Bow-
spending monéy this vear. Where man thought he was Justified in
would you put that $2,000,000 in claiming that 40 per cent. of the
next vear's statement? Would it go money which was received from the
'“"f_‘,f_l‘ ordinary receipts?” total receipts from timber dues and
..AEH‘ replied Mr. B“:Vm*;“.;,. e bonuses should be set against the ex-
Jnlneﬂd tlﬁe I;1"'1181-‘19':11&]'( Tﬂrastﬁrer g pendituré on the development pf that
“1 wnul?i th;; I}f [;n n:jinary ne- part of Ontario. After makﬁmg all
| ceipts next l}'i‘ﬂ.l‘ the -same as I calculations, and even crediting the
wﬂ'“lll hﬂ-\'e ﬂh-.ﬂ“-’l‘l the tﬂ'tﬂ.l expen- (;ﬂ"ﬂrnnl{‘nt WIth thﬁ Eth‘ﬂ. WwWar ex-
diture as ordinary expenditure, and penditure, there was still a deficit of
while there would have been a de- $300,000, he said. /
ficit for this present year, no one The Liberal financial critic ?umad
needs to be ashamed of a deficit, his attention next to the expenditi
and it would next year adjust itself of the Organization of Resour
Ii“ connection with this item.” Committee., He pointed out that
Really a Deficit This Year. the public accounts the Provinci
Auditor had added a note statin
| Mr. Bowman then went on to ex- that they had not been audited b
plain his reasons for sayving that that official.
a deficit should have been shown this Mr. McGarry took exception to
ilfﬁzrmt:.t::;} fsf 35 Hu;pg‘;_féd 1;:1& 13[';.' this criticism, pointing out that both
WPk g vt 4 @~ s | sides of the House had agreed that
McGarry were $19,270,123. On the o
le 9,8 P9, 158, . A% ) it would be impossible to check up
other side of the ledger was the h linary way
ordinary expenditure, including the the accounts in the ﬂ: r?lt F,H Of-
total amount for war expenditure and an official of the Au ‘nrth
' (including the amount placed in fice was appointed to go over them. -
! the capital column by the Treas- That officlal had audited the ac- 5
 urer) of $19,051,811. counts. Some of the money had
“In order to arrive at a true state- been advanced to regimental offic- .
. ment of the actual results of this ers, and they had not accounted for %5
' year's business, according to the it for some time afterward. f 3
manner in which the financial state- Mr. Bowman replied that he was ,;
rnwntis were prepared undey Ehe glad that he had raised the question, j_
’Libeml Administration and by Col. and had it cleared up by the Pro- e
hlﬂth(‘ﬂﬂn fﬂl' solne f'ﬂ“’ years H.ftf_’r ‘.'in{:iﬂl Trﬂaﬂurgr‘ H'"F‘-.!.h’!l-:'
. » s ¥ 3 - - _ . SV,
add to that amount the expenditure 4 . e . *
; the policy of the Government as to :
on additions to public buildings pof i Gov t| )
$475,146.26; also the amount ei- Northern Ontario. The Government | |
pended onp Northern Ontario devel- had had ample time since 1312 1o
opment of $645,446.15, and the carry out its poliey. “The pro- 3
amount which appeary in the state- gram that has been pursued in the
ment as having been spent on capi- North must force one to the con-
tal account on highway improve- clusion that the policy which has
ment—3$642,208.72, making a total been adopted since 19812 has been a
of what T claim is current expendi- | wasteful and improvident one,” de-
t.ureqnf 3;}2‘}*3141512-17, as against | clared Mr. Bowman, “and as time =
;_519”?0.1&3-71, or a deficit of $1,- ' goes on one that will prove not in 4
044,488.46. the best interests of the North coun-
Statement Not Clear. try., Out of a total of something
4 During the Liberal Adminisira: Forig gl T R
a';;]h]}”;;;::::gm““wdi‘ilﬂm?ddt%e fin- that amount appears to have been
al 1thou i . : . .
as well as the public ancnuntfullflfi H}]::Eﬂt e 5, b i g s b i BB
B ARt Bu e R e the remainder on various other
sented to us to-day dt‘aﬁkelt pre- items and in connection with re-
| 5 8 even '
greater ability than that possessed plop Ny e A
by a Philadelphia lawyer.” M, A Wasteful Policy. ‘
Jowman went on to sa that in- “ ' : . :
iL'Iu:-;.il:m of the expenditﬂre nnt251;11;1 - I have seen in the North evi-
buildin i ¢ dences of what time will prove to
85 as current expenditure had
always been made by the former Ald be the wastefulness of the policy
ministration and by the firer o - carried on, M;lus and miles of roads
surer of the Whitney Gﬂvﬁrnme}f{ have been built where there are no 3
The inclusion .of the Exﬁenditure nr; settlers and where there will not be -
highways as current expenditure for many years. A sound, progres-

'was justified. 1 ; - Blve policy, which undoubtedly
Guvesnment hfig :Sfei‘igt 1ﬂ::?1trrgrﬁ g i A syl g o re?-,
s A . 4 . sults and dev ¢ per-
;ivzi'{];lhgiammq‘%létnmngﬂe licenses of ous Hettlerg wp.[;,[:ﬂzd h?i.:w{lg::lz::pe:d?
shnwe;l t}{ﬂt an lte?r? {:;’Ennﬁcciﬁgﬁi :1 pﬂgcy et sebonc Aot rﬂad-buﬂd-'
" g n ’ ut we ¢ J 4 sy

igﬁé{:ﬂ} lr'lad been set against this “.;I ﬂf'devz?r:d have evolved a pol
€ In the current statement. ' MONE. UF BO00E  Sha-

“This I have no hesitation f g ships which were proven to be first- |
nouncing in the severest tﬁnrnwlrl anet; :Ila&ﬂ ?igriuultural ‘ands.” ‘The bet- | 3
to my mind it'is a o er policy would have been t lec
?EEI?HE and there ?:S;Dﬂgul;?i:;;?gﬂ L‘Ell‘ttainl districts suitable f{}{l{ E:?;E:
or it,” he declared. . cultural purposes in a comparative-
“Investigation of the BN | ly small area and of d;}velup:ﬁg' 3
counts,” Mr. Bowman prnceed}:(:l- them, of building roads, of provid-
udisn]ﬂses the unﬁﬂundnE‘Eﬁ and ab: ing drainage- of IJI‘{H’iding E(‘hﬂﬂlﬂ
surdity of treating this $642,000 as i Bat o nd of previding sl
capital expenditure. This amount things that are necessary to estab-
is made up of grants to various mﬂ_ lish a prosperous community Such
nlicipalities from one end of the Pro. | & policy Would have developed com-
Ceniage of e i g JrSS per o herteaa™ ould. Bav
not on Frmaﬂ 1000 was spent, mone on meiac . fpenting - the
pe nent highways, but up. y on roads which will go to
'?‘n repair work. Yet we find the pieces long before they can be of
expenditire moneys taer; by Pital " The Prov:
g GHE?S spent on mak- A ¢ Trovince is face to face with
e s o .M lic highways in overy large expenditure extending
e & e l:ﬂCt that the total ?i €r a number of years in connec.
it ”?s ittle more than 50 on with the highways of this Pro-
auto licén:es e total receivea from gr;ﬁﬂl c:}ngnued . S Liberal 5
! _ p. "I desire to impress u
_ pon
Northern Ontario Development. IE;;_ nger;nnmar:l the iTnurtanca of
s Wor 0
: l’ﬁr Bc;wman next turned his at- business basis, with the :r:p :ﬂund
ention to the money - spent on ganization of compet v_ors
Northern Ontario development “In have made an. intelli et S ey W
order that the people may have an what this Prnvince ety - of
intelligent presentation of the e the condition hacduilres under
penditure it is necessary to have 2 - . with, and S wWe have to contend
entire overhauling of the methodq 3;:: maximum aEfgi?;iT that will give B
ﬁ:ﬁfﬁ 3221 ;J;l;ligl ac{]:;unts are dealt waste and loss of r}:lucahminuﬁ?ven;
| ’ r. Bowman, Y. |
exception to the amounts nf t:ﬂéf;;lﬂ' 'ﬁﬂﬁt g‘:t oy We proceed in this direc-
| , f $1,475.. the T With
908. He claimed that theg ;mn?ﬁt o B oronto and Hamilton high- ;
:nhnuld properly be treated as capi- v £
¥ tal receipts, since it meant a dfs- High Cost of Gﬂi’ﬂrmE“t’ |
§  Bosal of capital assets belonging to. Mr. Bowman turned hj
| . £, ¥ S att
a{;n t,io what he declared waznu::q T
— .alarming increase in the
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