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This is w.hat I want to caIl attention te:
Mr. Woodsworth: There was on the statute

books a law which prevented corporations from
contributing to campaign funds. We ail know
that this law was very largely a dead letter;
it had neyer amounted ta very much.

He is apparently an authority on it.
But that legisiation had the effect of pro-

hibiting labour unions from contributing ta
campaign funds. We had tried our best to
introduce an amendment to exempt labour
unions from this clause as they contributed
openly. That amendment was turned down on
one or two occasions, but lait year on the
third reading, wben there was no opportunity
to go into the matter in detail, I introduced
an amendment removing that particular clause
from. the criminal code, and the house accepted
the amendment. 1 will flot discuss the ques-
tion whether, in view of the present situation
that was a good thing or not; but I do know
that campaign funds came from corporations
long before that a'nendment was adopted.

Mr. Chaplin: It was flot in the criminal code
but in the election act.

Mr. Woodsworth: I accept the correction; it
waa~ in the election act.

Mr. Hanson (York-Sunbury): You iweakened
the law.

Mr. Woodsworth: Possibly.
This às the new breed of reformers we have

to-day, and they are actually trying to justify
themselvýes for taking away the prohibition to
corporations, giving campaign funds, opening
up the door in order ta make it lawrful and
prcyper to receive contributions. The hion.
member (Mr. Woodsworth) admits on the
previous page that hie received a contribution
himself from the central committee. The 'hon.
member for Winnipeg North Centre said they
got only $100 from. the central labour commit-
tee. Well, it is very much like saying, "Don't
do as I do but do as I tell you."

Let us see whcther I have put a proper
interpretation on the conduct of the hion.
member for Winnipeg North Centre. His
excuse was that hie moved to have that pro-
hibition discontinued and removed from. the
statutes because it was nlot carried out,
because the law was brokený. I wonder how
many laws would be left an the statute books
if ail those that were broken were abolished.
The law against stealing would certainly be
soon rescinded; the Iaw against murder would
only have had time to dry on the books
before it would have had to be removed,
according 'to the principle laid down by the
hion. member for Winnipeg North Centre. I
say therefore that the excuse hie gave was fia
justification for the removal of this particular
law, because that principle carried to its
logical conclusion would leave destitute the
shelves that contain the statute books of the
country, because the laws are all broken as
far as I know.
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*Mr. WOODSWORTH: May I suggest that
penalties are attached te most Iaws.

Mr. MOTHERWELL: AUl right, that will
be taken care of; the electoirs wîll prescrîbe
some of the penalties probably. For fear I
arn too severe in my interpretation of what
my good friend from Winnipeg North Centre
bas done with respect ta this matter, let me
say 1 do nlot attach aIl the blame to him.
He took the initiative in passing that legisla-
tion. But he was not satisfied with having
been turned down twioe by the governinent
of that day, for in the face of an agreement
not ta bring the matter up a lthird time-
according ta a statement made by the then
solicitor general, it was agreed nat to bring it
up in the house-the lion. member for Winni-
peg North Centre did bring it up ini coinmittee
of the whole and did prevail upon the house
te accept his aTnendment te the Election Act-
That is why to-day campaign funds may be
made legally and properly; it is because of-
the initiative hie took on that occasion in
that direction. The parliament of Canada
of course must ail be held responsible. Had
the hion. member not however taken the
initiative, that law I believe would not have
been changed as it was changed on that
occasion. I hold the hoen. inember for Win-
nipeg North Centre more responsible than
any other hion. member in this lieuse for
having made legal and proper caanpaign
îunds donated by corporations. How will I
support this view? 1 would like in support of
my contention on this subject, ta direct the
attention of the bouse ta some remarks mnade
by the Prime Minister in 1931 and on the
f ollowîng day when speaking on the same
subject. I desire ta take this opportunîty of
thanking the Prime Minister for his candor
on that occasion. The Prime Minister is
reported on page 4409 of Hansard of 1931
as follows:

The law as amended at the last session
permitted corporations ta make contributions,
and that amendment was made at the instance
of the gentleman from Winnipeg wha has
spoken to-day.

The only inember frosa Winnipeg who,
spoke that day was the hion. member for
Winnipeg North Centre. The Prime Minister
continued:

That is the position. Contributions were
made legal and proper, but in preceding elec-
fions that was not so.

The Prime Minister then went -on ta discusff
anather inatter with which I will flot d"i.
According ta my interpretation. of those
remarks, the conduct of the hon. member for
Winnipeg North Centre as I have just de-
scribed it was supported in toto by the Prime


