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with that speech aidil connected with that re Solul-
tion whicl I think we are bounid to take into
c(on-sider-ationin votin; 011 this res''tion. The
tirst is that the hon. gentlena ais expiressed in
coiliectionmi wiithl lis resolution aî liiiiitation, which
it was absolutely inecessairy hle s.lie'houl concele, anîd
which uiust be conîceded as toevery coun trv. unalhelv,
t hat this resolutio'n is not intenle.1 to be aim1ued. and
the ceisires vwhiclh the umover lias expressed are lot
intended to he ainied at those wlo iii npblic life
receive fron politicail admirers or fior legitinate
political iposes contributions or testimonials
suîchî as he las mîentiouned. But the lion. gentleman
lias askedl the judgment of this Honse on tis reso-
lution and upon the prinîciple of this resoluîtionl in
the abstract andu, aipart fromn anlythilnig coinected
with the past, lha's aîsked this House, ais being au ien-
tirely nlew House, to adopt and afirm not a new bur.
a broad and igeneral principle. If the resolIution
whiel the hon. iiember for South Oxfo.îrd tpit for-.
mard c oitainehd halif thaIt his speech coitainled in
reference to the past, half the iunsinuîations which
his specl contaiied in reference to the past, iti
would be necessary to ask this Hoise, mit of
self-respect and out of justice to vote it dowi.
But the hon. gentlemai lias declared that such
is not his intention ; that lie invites the House
simply to aithirm the abstract priiciple coitained in
this resolution ;lie has, nîotwitlhstanîding the objec-
tionable features of his speech to which I have
alluded, shown considerable restraint for hiim in
comnmenting on transaetions whicl he lias stigima-
tized very severely, very vigorously, and very
unjustly elsewlhere aind iin times past. The hon.
gentleman has likewise stated that the resolution
is not proposed as a vote of want of confidence,
notwithstanding that it is put. forward to intercept
us for the moment in going into Supply. Consi-
dering these circunstances, and apaîrt altogether
fromu the olbservatiois which I have comnented on
as being undie and, as I thought out of place, I have
to,) say that, as regards the general prinîciple of this
resolution, accompaiied as it is by the disclaimer
of the hon. mîemîber for Southî Oxford, it is one.i
whilc the Hoiuse ïmay, iii my opinion. adopt, and
as it is not put forward as a vote of want of confi-
dence, so far as the Governmnent is concerned, we
are disposed to accept the resolution.

Mr. LAURIER. I congratulate the Minister of
Justice upon whiat I conceive to be the very wise
course lhe has now taken, but I still more congratu-
late the hon. memaber for Sout.hi Oxford on the
signal victory le has obtained. He has laid down
a principle whichi has been long contended for on
this side of the House, whieh lihas always been
refused on the other side of the House, but which,
ait. last, circunstanîces coipel the Goveminment to
accept. While I congratulate the Minuister of Jus-
tice on the attitude lie as taken, it seems to nie
that. his conduct would alivebeen still more praise-
worthy if lie had accepted the anendinent, not
only in its ternis, but also in the samne spirit in whieh
it was offered to the House by the hon. member for
South Oxford. The hon. gentleman admits him-
self, to sone extent, that every word of the speech
Made by the lion. muember for South Oxford, witlh
oue or two exceptions, to which I will allude, is
correct. Certainly, nothing whatever said by
my. hon. friend with respect to the testimonial
given to Sir John A. Macdonald, by his
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frien ds, could be found fault with. Every word
w hi he said 'will be eidorsed, not onlv .h'v lis
frienlds. ulit.li by his opponenîts as well. Ihie testi-
monial to 1)1 Sir .J>lohn Maicdonia.ld, ais w-ais saidjl by mny
friend (Sir Richard Cartwright), was colnceivel ii
i very lpr er anl laudable sprit, ait a critical tiie
in his- life, when bis life waîs despaired of. andil with

viewof providing for ils famuuily, since hi uiad not
been able himself to provide for theum. So far so

lood. The only thiig. hwwever, withl which mny
lion. frieind fouund fault in regard to what vas done
oniithatoccasionbyi thiefriends ofSir.ohnuMacdonîald,
was tlait insteal of it being donie piulicly, as it
should have been done, it was 'dolie in secret. I
assunme, aind I lhave n1o( doubt, thaît ait thîaît timle
there wwais no intention on tle part of thtose who
staîrted the iioveiieit. to conceal ainythîin 'iwliat-

ever : but at all eveits the circuumstances thait after-
wcalds developel slhowed, thiat if the testiiiojii
and1 everything tait was (oie ini coniection witl
it lia.d been done in opein and broad day, certain
facts which took place would nlot have taken place ;
certain coiitributions which t hen were offered vould
nlot Lave been accepted, because public opinion
vould have resented it. Of course in tlh iatter

of this testimîjonial, it is' an act absolutely inudiffer-
e int in itself. It. mnay be wrong or it imlay be
good, according to circulîstances, but if suchl an
act is done in the open light of day, tlien, Sir. it is
the best prohibition that there can be agaîinst any
wrong taking place, but, Sir. with rega'd to this
testimuonial, and the testiînonial offered a few years
afterwards to the late Minister of Public Works,
the nember for Three Rivers (Sir Hector Lanuîge-
viii), between theu there is a muarked distinction.
The Minister of Justice said a moment ago i ire-
ference to the testimoiial offered to the lhon.
Miinister of Public Vorks, the mnenber for' Thîree
Rivers, that that hon. gentleman did iot know
w-ho were the subscribers. Sir, if lie did îlot know,
wlhy did lie not look at the list Y If the lon. gentle-
main did not know, it was because lie chose to re-
main ignorant of who were the namies on the list,
and if lhe chose to be ignorant of the miies which
were n011 that. list, is it not because his inorail senise
told iimu that he nighut there find nanes of persons
giving contributions, whichi should not be accepted
at all? Is it not simply because his conscienîce told
himn that if he were to look at that list lhe would
find tiere the nanes of nen who were every day
suppliants in his office for favours 4? Tliat is the
reason why the lion. Minister of Public Works did
not cloose to have a look at that list. If that is
not the reason why did he ehoose to be hhid on that
iuatter? Then I call upon hon. gentleimuen opposite to
tell what is the reason, if there could be anîv good
reason for it. Certainly there could be nothing,
wrong in tlheadiîre-sofa maninin publiclife eoming to
his help and rescuing him ; but it seeus to me
that the recipient of such favours would naturally
be too glad to know who are the persons to wlhon
he owes gratitude, and if lhe does not choose to
know who are those to w liom e owes gratitude, it
nust be because his uoral sense tells hiuum that lhe
would find there nanmes which would >e a con-
demnation of his accepting such a testinmonial. I
nay say this to the Minister of Justice :-If the
mnenber for Three Rivers (Sir Hector Langevin), if
the then Minister of Public Works, did not know
w-ho were the nanes of persons who subscribed to
that testimonial, he was the only man in Canada
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