
iMAIICI 13, 1900

Minister of Trade a.àd Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright) or I shouid say that
my bon. frlend ably supported by the 'Globe'
succeeded. ln convlnclng nearly haîf the peo-
pie of Canada that the glving of that money
to Sir John put hlm under an obligation to
the contributors of that money and that it
amounted to a scandai, because if Sir John
Macdonald should ever have judgesblps to
grant, or contraets to let he could flot bell)
being infinenced ln favour of those who had
contrlbuted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hie
was out of power wben that was given to
hlm.

Hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT--My
hion. frlond 15 mistaken. I know the tacts,
and for the matter of that I may tell hlm I
was a subseriber to the fund coiiected for
Sir John Macdonald. It was given to Lady
Macdonald at least a couple of years bofore
Sir John was defeated, whicb was ln 1873.
It was wbile Sir John Macdonald was Prime
Minlster that the subserîption referred to
was made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not
entireiy. The subscription was completed
and given to hlm after ho left power ln 1873.

Hon, 61r RIOHÂARD CÂRTW.RIGHT-My
hon. frlend la mistaken. I spoak -with know-
ledge on the subject. I tell hlm I did not dis-
approve of the subscription being made for
Sir John Macdonald at the time. What I
did disapproveo f was the tact that a num-
ber of corporations had been asked to sub-
scribe to the .fùnd. That I objected to
very strongiy, but the subscription itseif I
thought was reasonabie, and, as 1 tell hlm.
1 was myseif onle of the. parties who sub-
scribed to it, although thon ln opposition to
Sir John Macdonald.

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-I must with this
explanation witbdraw anythlag whichi might
appear like an accusation against the hon.
gentleman personaiiy, but ho admîts that
ho did object, altbough ho gave bis own
subscription, to corporations coatributing.
Therefore my argument la not weakened by
the hon. gentlemian's explanation, but on
the contra!y, matie ail the stronger. If Sir
John Macdonald was ln the goverument at
the time, It makes the argument ail the

stronger than it w-as as I originally atated
it.

Hon. Mr. POILIER-There w'as another
subscription.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There was an
occasion when the Hon. Alexander '.%ac-
keazie was leader of the opposition. M.!r.
'Mackenzie was not a rich man and
bis frionds made provision for him w-hon ho
was in opposition. I have it on excellent
authority that one of tho objecta in formîng
the North American Lite Insurance Company.
was to provide a position and adequate
solary for Mr. Mackenzie as its presîdont.
Tbe suggestion came from Goo. Brown to
solicit subscriptions for the formation o!
that company, one of the objecta boiag to
obtain a position for Mr. Mackenzie whlch
wvould eiiable hlm to romain la public lite.
With ail the noise we hear to-day about la-
surance companies ln the United States and
their poltical affiliations and thoir subscrlp-
tions to, political funds, 1 ask whether the
voting of the aum o! money out of the
public treasury to a man who ls per-
forming a valuable public service la
not botter than the metbod to whlch
I have rot erred ? I might quote a
later case, that of Sir Wilfrld Laurier.. If
the principle was wrong in the one case It
wvould be wrong ln tii. other, because sub-
scription to such fuads would ho putting
the leader of the government or opposition
for the time belng, belng under an obliga.-
tion to the contributors. Now bore we have
bad several attompta by both political par-
ties to deal wlth this question, and the logis-
lotion of last session was la my opinion, the
first attempt to doal with the question pro-
perly. My hon. frlend bas referred to the
case of Sir Wm. Meredith lu the province
of Ontario. I bave taken the trouble to
look up that case caret ully and read the
discussion that took place upon it, and the
reasons given by Sir W7m. Meredith for de-
clinlng that vote. It was not a proposition
to put a iaw on the statute-book making
permanent provision for the leader of the
opposition. It was a proposition to put an
anmount ln the estimates for the current
yoar. Hon. gentleman will ses at once whY
Sir Wm. Meredith would not accept that.
The goverumont could give it one year. and
withhold lt another year, and ht would bo a


