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companies ln 'Canada so that the statement
that lias been freely made here to-day that
there is flot mucli wrong with the Canadiain
insurance companies is hardly borne out by
the facts, but on the contrary we have the
evidence of Sir Louis Davies, we have the
admissions made by those who are in con-
trol of these Insurancé companies that
tbings are taking place which onglit flot to
take place and that It is the dnty of parlia-
nment ta, see that the law Is changed forth-
w'ith and that better protection is provlded
for the public.

Anather tbing that came out in connec-
tian with insurance in the United States
,and is coming out here now in this country
i's that the inspector of insurance appointeci
by the state to overlook these companies,
aind we have them, failed to do his duty.

Can we say that the inspector of inetir-
ance in this country lias done anything bet-
ter than they did in connection with the
American campanies. For, if the inspector
of insurance la this country had dane hie
full duty he would neyer have allawed auy
,company in Canada ta have invested in
bonds which carried wîth them silent as-
sets. It was only because of the action
of one policy holder in Toronto that it was
brauglit ont that Canadian insurance cam-
panies were pntting the money of the policy
holders into these questianable securities. A
great many tbiugs to cause alarm to policy-
holders have taken place in Canada, and
these things are of a character which ought
to compel this house to immediately take
ap this question and to remove ail these
grievances ln connection with insurance.

1 want now to speak on the question of
the increased indemnity which lias caused
a good deal of discussion in the country. I
have no hesitation in saying that the Peo-
ple of Canada condemn that mnensure in aIl
its aspects as it was passed here last ses-
sion. The promise was made la North
York, if 1 am to believe the Toronto 'Globe',
that some kind of an ameadment wonld
be made this session. The ' Globe'1 said.-

We are glad to receive from Mr. Aylesworth
the emphatic asurance given to the eleetors of
North York, that it wiil be his duty next ses-
sion to see that the question je Teconsidered
auýd that the w.eight of hii powerful advocacy
will be againet these features of the legislation
eaondemnned by public opinion.

After the challenge that was thrown ont
here this afternoon, standing in my place I
say, that the public opinion of this country
bas condemned ail those measures la re-
gard ta indemnity to senators and members
of the House 0f 'Commons and pensions
and everything else that were passed here
last session. I have watched very care-
fully the trend of public opinion la regard
ta it. Any number of meetings have been
held ail over this country, and everywhere
the people have condemned this increased
Indemnlty. 1 stand here and make the con-.

fession that I arn as mucli responsible as
any one else for the passage of that Bll
last session. It le true that I did not vote
againet it. 1 muet accept my full respansi-
bllity for my conduct in connectian with it.
But I have came to see that a great many
people ia this country condemned these
measures of last session first and foremost
becanse the people think that that increas-
ed indemnity ta members of parliament
was given as a reward by the Liberal
party to its followers for lmposing coer-
clan on the people of the west. That is
the view held largely la the province of
Ontario to-day. But there Is another rea-
son why the people condema it. It certain-
ly was open ta condemnation aise because
it wns rushed through the Hause at the tail
end of the session, and it W~as s0 rushed
through becanse of some secret conference
that took place between certain representa-
tives an bath sides of the House. And the
wa-«y ivas greased for that measure which bas
heen sa generally condemned, by the siga-
ing I arn tald of a secret round-robin. The
piublic opinion of Canada condemas that
snlary grab nat only because it was rushed
thraugh at the tail end of the session,
but because it was the result a! a confer-
enice of members an bath sides of the
Hause and because it was supported by a
secret round-robin. New, I was no party
either ta that arrangement or ta that round-

.robin,' but I muet accept my full responsi-
hility for that measure. I trust, hawever.
that the Bill introduced this afternoon by
the Minister of Justice ta amend the Act
relating ta the Senate and Hanse of Com-
mons is intended ta carry ont the pledge
that the Postmaster General gave ta the
people of North York, and vihich the Toronto
'Globe' taak ta mean that the abjection-
able features of that legislation would be
répealed this session. I will tell hon. gen-
tlemen anather reason why the people con-
demu that mensure. They coudemu it be-
cause the men who appeared before the
people la the electian of Navember, 1904,
were willing to accept the honour of being
members of this Hanse at the then existing
îndemnity. Nat one candidate wbo appear-
ed before the electors stated that the la-
demaîty was insufficient; and as the people
say : They were aIl glad to take the job
at $1,500 a year. And the very first ses-
sion after that electian we get up lu this
Hanse and we propose ta Increase our ln-
demnity by $1,000 a session. That is what the
people of Canada candema. This sanie ques-
tion of indemnity was up the other day in the
Britishi parliament and a great many
thought the time had corne when the mem-
bers of the British parliament should be
paid some remuneratian. But ln every
oPne o! the speeches made on that occasion
there was the remarkable characterlstic that
they aIl referred to what the indemnlty
ouglit ta be ln the next sncceeding parlla-
ment. AIl the members of the Brilàh


