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as business men that hoe cannot. It seerns to me that any case submitted te this committee,in which the comrnittee decide te proecute, the Council should pay the expense, providedthiere is a loirs. If that werc dcci4ed upon, I think more efficient werk rnight be done andin that way our public Prosecutor would flot hcoeut cf pochet. We can hardly oxpect hirnte go on next yeair and presecute where there is any doubt, espocially as ho bas met witha financial losir cf $400.00 this year. We talked this subject ever in the Discipline Corn-mittee, and thou.glt we inight prebably make the experinient cf approaching the Legisiatureat its Cerning session, although wo are tirnid about applying for further legisbltbon ;and wethought it well te state our views te the Council so th;at the Council rnay ferrn their judgrnentan at as they deern best. We know that if a man sells liquor witbout a lîcense, hoe may hofilied $5000 for the firist offence, with the additien of a rnonth or twe months in jail; onthe next conviction there is ne option cf a fine, hoe bas te go te jail for thiree months ;andif hoe is feund guilty a third time, ho has te go te jail for four months, without the eption cfa fine ;se that you see in this case the punishinont is progressive. But the punishrnent isnot progressive under our Act ;and really a designing man with a littie capital could putthis Council te a very great deal of expense. If we can only obtain frern the Legisiaturethe saine law as that which applies te liquor sellers, we thon would ho enabled te put theunlicensed practitioners and quacks te fligbt te a moral certainty. We speke te Mr. Cart-wright, the Deputy-Attorney-General, on this subject ; and Mr. Cartwright thought as wehad a precedent iii the license law we miglit safely go te the Legisiature and prolbably getan amndmont te our Act. I arn making this statement new merely as a suggestion fer theinformation of the Council. I shall be very glad, indced, if this matter is handed over tesuch an able and representative cornmittee, as bas been suggested by Dr. Macheli, in thiscity. I amn vory much i favor cf Dr. Machehl's resolution and 1 shahl vote for it.Dr. DICKSON-As seconder of the ros9lution and in answer te Dr. Rogers' rernark Iwish te say 1 think that every case should be referred te titis cemmittee. 1 think the Pro-secutor should have ne option, because it might ho that in many cases hoe would feel frornthe evidence ho recerved alrnost certain cf securing conviction which te the cemmitteexnight net perhaps seem just likely te ho an accomplished objeet. The mombers of thiscemrnittee proposed by Dr. Machoîl live in the city and are easily reached by tolephene.For those reasons, I think every case should ho hrought before this'committee.
Dr. BROCe-This report and Mr. Wasson's proposition have a hearing on the FinanceComnrittee's report. I find that in the Finance Cernmittee we are about considoring thisj 1uestien. We exanmined the vouchers and looked ever the report of the Rogistrar and everMr. Wasson's report, and we were aise endeavoring te flnd some recemmondation by which-we would ho enahled te save this Counicil the enermous exponse of these discipline trials. 1think if any momnber of this Council would personally examine the vouchers ho would seut once the great leakago which ive have had ;I have noted one case, that cf the Rosetrial. This matter was receiving our serious censideration, and I think it was becauseit was receiving our serious consideration that Mr. Wasson prebably bas Made thisproposition. I think Dr. Macliell's motion will settie the wbele question rnest satisfactorily.It will remove a great deal of the expense and will prevent Mr. Wasson acting on bis ewnresponsihilîty and leading this Council into expenses that we do net know anytbing about.Dr. BRAY-I tlîink Dr. Brook bas misunderstood the position cf affalirs. Dr. Machell'smotion suggests a cernmittee for the public prosecutien of unliconsed practitioners, a workthe Discipline Committee have nothing at ahl te do with. I take it for granted that Dr.Brook means that Mr. Wasson in doing any work for the Discipline Cemrnittee should suhmitail bis evidence te the Discipline Committee hefore hoe gees on. Do I undorstand yeu aright,Dr. Brock ?

Dr. BROCK-YeS.
Dr. BRAY-You have get the two things conf used. This motion and our discussionbave been in roforomîce te the presecutien of unlicensed persons, a work wbicb. the DisciplineCeTnnittee bave nothing te do with. The Discipline Cern rittee have onîy te do withregistered practitioners wbo transgress. I quito agree with Dr. Brook's suggestion that itsbeuld ho an instruction of this Council te the Presecutor to jsubrnit everything of thiskind te the Discipline Cornrittee before hoe gees on. It bas net been done beretofore and Ithink it sbould ho done just the saine as hoe would subrnît te the cornrittee Dr. Machelisuggests anything in ordinary prosecutions. But I arn very much afraid if Dr. Dickson'ssuggestion, that Overy case sbould ho presented te the conîmittee, was acted on they wouldhave a groat deal more work than they bargained for; but if tbey are willing te do it, 1 arn,quito willing they sbomild.
Dr. BRITTON-There is just oe peint in cennoctien witb this I wish te refer te. It basalready been suggested that it couhd ho arranged in tbis way, that the Prosecutor could hoallowed te preceed with cases in wbich ho was prétty sure hoe would secure conviction, butcases about which there was even a shadow of doubt hoe might submit te the cemrnittee, andav'en tbeugli they appoared te be deubtfuh cases, if the cernmittee recommrendel lie would


