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attention from the people of Canada to-day 
as the question of prohibition, the question 
of curtailing in some way the sale of liquor. 
On the eve of an election, when this was a 
live question, the right lion, gentleman saw 
his opportunity and pledged himself to give 
the people of Canada a plebiscite, and to 
make good that plebiscite if it was carried 
by the people.

I want to refer for a moment 
to one or two of the pledges the 
right lion, gentleman gave. In 1895, just the 
year before the election of 189(1. the present 
leader of the Opposition held a large meet
ing in Cnrleton Place, and spoke as follows:

The Liberal party has pledged itself In con- 
Vf-ntion at Oilawa that wliem-ver In power they 
would take a plebiscite on the question as to 
whether the people want a prohibitory liquor 
law or not. The answer is not in my hands, 
it is in the hands of the people, and according 
to their answer such legislation they will have 
at the hands of the fiovernment.

That was a fair and distinct promise given 
to the people of Canada. If you vote for 
prohibition, the right hon. gentleman in 
substance said, 1. as Premier of this coun
try. will implement that pledge.

Mr. WILCOX: What was the hon. gentle
man reading from?

Mr. HR.XDBVKY: From a very admirable 
speech by a gentleman named Mr. Bennett, 
which is found on page 4-105 of tin- Hansard 
Debates of April 25, 1900.

Mr. PUGSLKY: Is it ancient or modern

Mr. BRADBURY: It is ancient history, 
like a good many of the promise.- made by 
hon. gentlemen opposite. The right hon. 
gentleman went to the city of Winnipeg. He 
found the prohibition question a very live 
one in Manitoba, as it has been since and 
he took the opportunity of renewing his 
pledge ♦here. He said:

He pledged his honour that as soon as the 
Liberals came Into power they would take a 
plebiscite of the Dominion by which the party 
would stand, and the will of the people would 
be carried out even were it to cost power for 
ever to the Liberal party.

No promise could have been dearer, no 
stronger words could have been used; and 
yd. when the voice of the people of Canada 
voted in favour of prohibition by a majority 
I think of something like 1 .'1.000, the Gov
ernment closed their ears. The book was 
closed and nothing was done. But there 
is a little history in connection with that 
matter. Every one who took any interest

in that question at that time will remember 
that the different provinces of Canada, with 
the exception of the province of Quebec, 
voted largely in favour of prohibition. I 
forget the exact figures, but the majority for 
prohibition was one hundred thousand or 
more. The result of the poll in Quebec 
could not he ascertained for days and weeks. 
There was a feeling throughout the country 
that the ballot boxes were stuffed, and 
an investigation proved that to he abso
lutely true. I>et me just read what was 
found to prevail at some of the polling 
stations. In Quebec Centre, poll 2.‘1, 105 
votes were polled when there were only 101 
names on the polling list. They polled a 
splendid percentage between them.

Mr. WILCOX: All against prohibition?
Mr. BRADBURY: All against prohibi

tion. At No. 1 poll, West Quebec, there 
were 114 votes polled and 115 on the list; 
at No. 2 poll, 111 tilled and 114 on the list, 
and at the Lac hi ne poll, Jacques Cartier, 
there were 108 votes polled and 111 on the 
list. I only quote these few figures to show 
that the suspicion of the temperance peo
ple who were earnest and anxious for tern- 
peranve legislation at that time was amply 
justified. I do not believe there is any 
province in this country which is more in
terested on this question to-day than the 
province of Queliee. They have made great 
strides since those days and they are in 
line with the people of Canada on the ques
tion of prohibition. Some of the strongest 
legislation that has been passed by any 
of the provinces •has been passed by the 
province of Quebec during the last few 
years. 1 hey have made wonderful progress 
in regard to this question. But they 
wre under the tutelage at that time 
of men who did not want prohibition 
pul up t" the Government of that day. 
While the promise was given, it would 
have been a calamity in the eyes of 
some of the leaders o-f that day for any 
Government to have introduced prohibi
tion. But the day is coming, and it may 
not he as far away as some think, when 
this will he a live question again in this 
country and the records of hon. gentlemen 
opposite will stand out before the public 
as a warning, and will show whom the 
people can trust on great questions ()f this 
kind.

If this were only the record of the Fed
eral Government, led by my right hon. 
friend, it would not he so had. But we 
(found the Manitoba Liberals very apt


