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iwhiclh existed iii the case of Sir Jlolhn A. Macdonald.
No nian could look at. the Imhlie record of
the parties who subscribed to the test imîîoiuîal
to the Minister of Public Works without seeing that
for. the imlost part thev were ilost undo(lollbte.tly menI
Comîing well within the ules of this resolitioi.
ilhey were plubli coitract.ors, or publie uthcials, or
Iparties liaving pecuniiary relations with the (ov-
ernment ; and 1 I say, $ir. that the bad precedent
whiclh existel im the tirst case was doubled and
trebled in its injury to the public service and to the
coiuitry at large by the case of the hon. Minister of
Pub\lic\ orks. I hiave observed, Sir, tlatt soine of
that lion. gentleman's apologists have uidertaken
to nitigate the ei'or, or the crime, call it whicl
you w'ill, wvhich was eoinnitted by the reception of
that testimonialutinder the circumstaunces, by the
plea, which I think was also advanced ii the otier
case, that the hon. gentleman did not know wvo
hal subscribed to his test.imlionial. Suîch a plea, iii
iiiy judgimient, is a direct aggravation of the oflence-
A publie Minister] has no right. whatever to allow
aiy gift to be mIlade to huin unless it is donte pub-
licly, and uiless lie kiows froti what sources it p.-
ceeds .and, Sir, I woutild say titis, that if a Minister
of the Crown tells me tîhat lie has accepted a gift,
not knowiig auni iot choosing to kunow from, who
it p>roceeded, so far frot regarmgiiu suichi a plea as
a nitigation, i say thiat sucli a pleai. raises a pire-
sumfliptioni of guit. It was his duty to know it;
it was his duty to find out ; it was his duîty to
see that not one penny went into his pockets
or into lis coffers îunless it caime fron1i such sources
tlîat lie could1 honIourabl aInd fairly receive it. Now.
Sir. I need not tell tlhis House or the people of this
country what followe-d oi these pret-edeits. Tle
couitry lias been for weeks and ioitls a spectator
of ilîvestigations whieli go to show t hat the natural
resuits of these acts have followed-that a great

'h departmeint of the public service liais be-
comue ver*y little better than one iass of corruption·.
that the iname of Canada, iiore imuportatit by far than
the naime of any ihdiviluîal lianl, is fast heeonuing a
disgrace andl a by-word fromn olne endt of the world
to the other ; that Canada and the reputation of
'anadian statesmîjen, unless steps ani vervdeter-I
iiined steps be very shortly taken to purge our-
selves of these scandals, ill sink below the level
of a wretchel South Amierican Repuîble; that otur
credit as well as ouri cluaracter will suffer, and can-
nvot fail to suffer if thtese things are known to have1
existed, and yet it le fouind that the Parlianent of
Canala w-il not even declaire that it is improper
that such things cati be. Sir, again I say that
rather than ise ny own words, I will read the
language used by the gentleman for whoi ion.
gentlemen oi the other side of the House profess
such respect. Here is what Mr. dlward Blake lhad
to say witlh respect to the Minister of Public
Works:

The thing was aîpproved or condoned,and two or three
years ago the Minister of Publie Works (Sir Hector
Langeviii) got his testininial too. Whpy not? Wlat is
right for the chief is riglht for the secon(d in command.
He, it is truie, las to do with the great bulk of the con-
tracts for publie works. He largely decides upon the
conditions for tendering, advertises for the tenders,J
deternuines which tender shall be atecejted, determines
whether the.contractor has performed,tie Work. He it is
îwho givés the instructions for changes, who setles the
bills for extras, which allowethe greatest latitude for1
favourable or unfavourable settlenent. le, I say, even
above the others, ouglit to avoid. ais a natter utterly
abominable, any relations, except the direct business and
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offieiaîl relations, with the contractors who have or nar
have business with his departnent. The testimonial lie
received was about S20,00. And it was largely subscribed
by public coitractors who aid claims against the Govern-
ment, or hopes or expectations, the realizatioi of which
depended almost wholly ni its fvouirable decisioi. Many
of those claims have simiee beei settled. W%'ha t his liaip-
peied? This has hap >ened, that mnany people suspect
the Minister of Public Yorks of hîavinîg been influenced in
his decisions by the relaîtio lihe allowed to exist betweeaz
these coutractors anid himself, as givers aud recipient of
a hirge aniil valuable present. It miay or it may not have
been so. No man can tell. We cantiot juîdge. God
knoweth. But the position is wholly indefensible. To not>
publie main ouglht it be possible to say: Withm oe haund
you took from this mai a tesrtimuoimial :and with the other
you settled his claim."
Now. these are the stateunents of a entleman
wioiu. uoiw tthat lie is out of the political arena,
lion. gentlemnei oni the other side profess to hold iin
the higliest possible esteemu., whose words they are
never tired of qiuotiig, wvhen it suits their putpose.
I trust thiey will pay e<ual respect to tlheimi when
quoted fron this side. Sir, uup to the present
time, I thinik but onle attempt has been maie. to
the buest of niv recollection, to challenge the j ulg-
ment of Parijunent on this imost improper anl im.
moral practice Numerous attempts have been
muîadie, it is true, to grapple with the kindred and
closelv allied onie-tie cousin gernmi, to say the
least >f it,-of exacting lheavy toll, heavy subscrip-
tions, froun contractors for the puirpose >f cairrying
elections and for political ends. Over and over
aain liave attempts been made from this side of
the House to check that evil. In 1881 a Bill wais
introduccl forbidding' c iontractors. while engaged1

in public contracts, to subscribe to political fuids
for either party. As miglt liave been expectei, thtat
wtais voted down. In i1882 a similair Bill was brouglit
up. This tbey thought it inexpedient to vote down
as tliey htad doue before, and tiey referred it
to a select committ-e: and uo more uwas heard of
it for that session. In 1883 a similari- meaisure was
proposel, and the Bill this time was passed withi
the vital clause left out. 1iI 1884 we again at-
tempted to introdulce the wlolesoie provision tatt
no contraîct ort- sholuld be alilow-ed, undt er severe
penalties, to subscribe to elections while his con-
tract w-as going ion. That was killed juliciously
in the Coummtittee o'f the Wiole, Ibelieve, and uiless
my memory w-holly deceives me, my ion. friend
belindil me broughit it lui) again iin a substantial
shape, and it was foi- the fourth time defeaited by
a former Parliamient. Now, in these cases former
Parliamuents were most directly to blamue for iiany
of the results whicht% we bave seeu occuurring througli
the neglect to take thiat very proper precaution;
ant I woul call your- attention.- Sir. to this fact,
thtat wlien the Parliatuent of Cauntaia, hiaving been
challeuged four consecutive times in fouit separate
yeaîrs, and refusel each time to declar-e tiat it is
improper for public contractors to subscribe to elee-
tion funds for political purposes how can an- man
venture to say thuat contractors who hia? sub-
scribed to political funds, caimot contend thiat
they have the sanction of P1ariiaimieit in the clear-
est possible mnanner four the course tluey ti-sued ?
Sir, every hon. nember knows, every man of
common sense in the country knows, that wlien
a cont-actor subscribes out of his ownt 1 ocket
to a political fund, that contractor means tou-eceive,
and alnost invariably.does receive, three-fold, four-
fold, five-fold and teu-fold the ainount of his su b -
scriptions from a generous Miunister. I have quoted
what my hon. friend, Mr. Blake, was pleased to say


