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In the first place Mr. McCabe knows well 1The perjurýy charge, therefore, which Mr.

that tere coud beno suciexaiination be- McCabe insinuates a!nst myself is wholly LbUo~&uryLUULOI.,tbtiUUL U LLVJWU I1i

cause sucli an examination tobe mae nh Tuie Oief hasapparcinuy suicccldd n xnîsleadxng
second place if there could be sucài an exami- tho State and Goveriiiucnit Insurance authorities on this
nation it would have to bc made by the Super- Point, tliis cscaping inaking prov'isions to mneot suchi
intendent of Insurance, wbo, Mr'. McOabe al- contracts.*"
leges lias already "1conclusively prov9d " the
unsoundness of the 1.0.F. plan. Nt-cd 1 say LVING UNDER A MISTAKE.
any more as to the character of sncb a chai- Jn a word, when Mr. McCabe made the
lenge. above staternent lie -was sixnply lying, as hie

But notwitbstanding its character, it miglit very frequcntly does, under a grave nnstake
well be clainmed that the challenge lias ai- and lie wvantonly insulted the intelligence of
ready been accepted. For in the .Bill to be the (Dommitsioners and Superintendents; of
submitted to Pariarnent at its present ses- Insurance concerned.
sion by the I.0.]?., it is there provided that 1 L.now that the able bead of our Insurance
the I.0 F. shall make annual returns the Departnîient in Ontario understands exactly
saine as tlie Old Line Companies, and that wliat -%ve meant ini oui, retuirps 'when we said
it shall also be subject to governTnent inspe~c- we had in force in 1894, $1,204,500O in 'lEndow-
tion. If Mr. McCabe is sincere in bis chai- muent contracts," and we hiad $86,302,000 in
lenge lie will bel p us to get that part o! our foi-ce other thian the 11endowmnent contracts "
Bill blirougli Pariamient. ,We shati see what above referred to, and as the 1.0.P. bas ai-
we shall see. ways found Dr. liunter to be perfectly fair

A BASE INSINUATION. and just in bis dea.lings wfth. us, I have no
doubt, if asked, be would witliout liesitation

7. M\r. McCabe's. next specification is an insinuation say that lie bas always found the officers ofthat 1 had pcrjured nxyscif %%li n 1 vcrifled by xny ~î0
oath tho rcturns of the I.O.F. madle to thec Insurance thIOF o be frank, open and straightfor-
fDepartmnent of Ontario, in wvhielh i was rcpirescicd.ts ward iu their dealings x% ith bis department,
ollows and always willing to give any information

"(1). A-nount covercd by Endownvlent Contracts in lie desired, and that tbey bave in no way at-
force Dec. 31, IE91, wvas tempted, nor as a niatter of fact have tliey

"<2). .Amnuntcocredby cnntra,'tsotlcrthianEýrlow- niistd bim in any particular.
rncnts, or for Sick or Fuitcral lienefits, ini force 1 31, With regard Wo the differences in the fig-

1854 ~va ~1~6,~2,t)O."ures of the New York returns and those of
.After quotin the above items in our On. Ontario', the explanation is a simple one.
tal etrsMrMCbenaestefolwn The New York returns were intrusted Wo

observation: a cierk who made thein out fromi the Trea-
sitrers books, as those books stood on the"«The fact is, notwithstanding tlic oath of thc Su- 1 -l-t day of Dec., 1894L The returus for On-prcnsc Chief to bc above itcns (1) and (2). 1that ail oi

the insurance contracts issued by tlic 1.]?. arc En- Itarlo w, e made ont by the bookkeeper wlio
dowmcents." bas usu- Ily nmade them out from the b-,)oks

TheI..F.ba tw kndsofpolcis. heof the Slipremie Secretary as they stood
Tle poid.F lia tho kinds o! piie s. Tbne on the saine date. In the pasqt, while *,he

oneproids tiatth whleof he nsîracebooks of the Supremie Treasurer were kept
should be paid to thc member liimstelf on bis inL dote wrawysmeorls

reahin bs epetat vof inuanc Th e art- o differences in the two sets o! books at the
policy, in our returns toIsrnc eat close of ecd year, deuendent. on the amount

metwe place under *1Endowusent Con- of the receipts and disbursements whicli were
The other kind of policy does not provide for sente i the suretaon th boos cando the

the payment of the wliole suim asqsured onsetWheTaseroth atayfte
reaclsingthle Expectatton of Life period, but' year, and whichi would not gev into the
it provid~es for tbc paynient of th suns as- Treasurer's books tili the lst or 2nd of Jan-
sured in ten equal annuai instaînients, as &~n ,1uary fiolo-.ving. The differences lu tlie twoc
oId a ge disabilii y beinefit, beginning wsth thc 1 reports were dIue Wo the forego.ng facts. I

7Othbirtday or he holeainont.it pior free Wo confess if niy attention liad been
detl i Thisy oatr kthd woe ptouir,. ttenevr aI e.ahed to the inatter at the~ time, 1 certainlydeah.Thiiaterkid o plic, ,v-envei awould have h-ad al the returus made fromidistinction is made by the questions in the1 the Stcretary's books. It is noteworthv that
Government Foris sent Wo us to tilI, w e ai- Mr'. 'McCabe refer- only Wo the difference
ways ret.urn as "'other tlian Endo wment Con -i h oa xesso aaeet" n

tention Wo the faci, that we liad two kinds of dees o"pint th Niw Yock tepat Lie "totpolicies. No Conutnissioner or Superintendent direit ir ta he Ontariok report ee is
of Insurance lias ever found any fault witb diffryteien fom ha in the temi reort by mn
sucli classification, on tie contrary, the dis- .ai h aesn si i tmo mn
tinguislicd Superintendent, of Insurance of agemnent expenses?' and tiat as a inatter of

New ork wie adittig u, rued ,hatliefact the liahilities in Lie two reporte are the
benefits gie yu nsc olis~ sanie and the reported assets differ by only
not 11endowinent benefits,"' but «&old nmep
disabilitybenefits.' Then,too,wPealwaysfilè MoABf OHABR OF FPALEHOOD).
co.pies o! our Corstitutions and La-ws, Foli- M.MCb etcugam ihf7w dimies and other Fomtins dlisîoBing the 8.M.CCbnetcac owlhfioodu

e~ati atue ad kudo! eu~s gn bnsthat 1 tated undw etit ln th at report made to btea~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~~cL It ilatr ndkr fbeaiegve.b s çne M CO DbPW1Vnmb tîat thse total m&ua-


