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Bill recommitted and reported.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I bog leave to move that the

Bill be not read the third time, but that it ho referred back to
the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to strike
out clause sixty-five, which permits the sale of intoxicating
liquors on Sunday.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the hon. gentleman should de-
scribe more accurately what the resolution means before it
is put. I do not think that the motion describes the object
of it fairly. This is a proviso which regulates that the
sale of liquor shall take place on Sunday only at meal
times. I am in favor of this principle, and I do not wish to
be recorded as voting apparently in favor of the indiscri-
minate sale of intoxicating liquors on Sunday. It would be
better if tbe bon. gentleman would describe the provision
of the Bill more accurately in his motion.

Mr. ROSS. I have not the slightest objection to insert in
my amendment the words of the proviso, and move that
those words be struck out. Some amendments were made
in this proviso last night in Committee. The Bill had been
reprinted, or I would have inserted the proviso. I am quite
willing to amend my amendment to that effect. Of course,
any person who wishos to understand the full force of the
amendment, can do so by referring to the Bill, which con-
tains the objectionable provision that I desire to strike
out.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion caniot now be changed with-
out permission of the House. Shall it be adopted ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think that the nays have it.
&Ir. BLANCHET. I think that the hon. gentleman

ought to withdraw his amendment, and put it in another
way.

Mr. BLAKE. The Hlouse bas declined to allow the hon.
gentleman the courtesy of withdrawing it.

Amendment (Mr. Ross, Middlesex)
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McXillan (Vaudreuil), Wright.-79.

Mr. BLAKE. A fow moments ago, by an almost unani-
mous vote, we reserved'to one of the Provinces the municipal
powers to restriet the sale of intoxicating liquors which
that Province enjoyed at the time of Confederation. I
move in amendment thereto:

That the Bill be recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, to
amend the sane, by adding to Clause 46 (a) the words following :
And nothing in this Act contained shall affect the powers conferred
on the municipal authorities of any other Province by the laws in force
in such Province at the time of its Contederation with Canada, to
restrict or prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors within the munici-
pality; and these powers are hereby confirmea and continued.

I have paid my hon. friend the compliment of alopting his
language.
. Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Will the hon. gentleman state
what law was in force in Ontario at the time of Confedera-
tion.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot name them al], but amongst them
was the following :-

" IThe council of every township, town and incorporated village, may
Pas by-laws for prohibiting the sale by retail of spirituous, fermented,
or other manufactured liquors in any inn or other house of public
entertainment; and for prohibiting totally the sale thereof in shops
and places other than houses of public entertainment, Ao."

Mr. McCARTHY. My hon. friend has read only a
portion of the section.

Mr. BLAKE. I said " and so forth," but I will read the
remainder:

" Provided the by-law before the final pasaing thereof has been duly
approved by the electors of the municipalities in the manner provided
by this Act."

Mr. McCARTHY. We should consider the portion of the
clause which we have extracted from my hon. friend-and
which I hope ho did not intentionally desire to conceal-and
how it will agree with the local option clause which we
have put in the Bill. If it disagrees, to put it in will be
only to confuse the whole Bill. While I think we should
consider what its effect would be upon the Bill, for my own
part I have no objection to accept it, so far as it does not
render the present clauses of the Bill with regard to
local option wholly nugatory. We have already defined the
manner in which this local option, if desired, can be carried
out. If there is any confiict between the two, doubts and
difficulties will arise in connection with the Bill, and I
think we should accept either one principle or the other,
seeing that there is no substantial diference between them,
as in each case the question has to be submitted to the vote
of the people, and they have to obtain under this section
an.actual and positive majority. I shall say no more until
I hear the further discussion of the· question, as I merely
rose for the purpose of drawing. the attention of the House
to the importance of the amendment which was sprung
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