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i8.no more efficient and painstaking officer in the. employ
of the Ontario Government, says: . . v o
4 The number of commitments to'the common gacl has, as nearly as
g_ossible, doubled during the past eleven years, but the rate of imerease
om year 10 year bas been exceedingly variable. * * ¢ -* It isimpor-
tant to note, however, that while the number of commitments have
increased on the whole, the increase has not been anything like so great
in ome class of offences as in others. Thus, while commitments for crimes
against the person and property, and against public morals and decency,
which may generally be designated indictable offences, increaged from
2,214 in 1869. to 3,919 in 1880, being at the rate of about 7 per cent. per
annnm, the offences against public order and peace, of which drunkenness
and vagrancy constitute nine-tenths. increased from -2,886 to 6,640, being
at the rate of about 12 per cent. per annum.” . ] .
Here we have a statement from the Inspector of Prisons of
Ontario that drunkenness and vagrancy constitute more than
nine-tenths of the indictable offences in what we call the
fair Province of Ontario. - Out of the 11,300 commitments
‘tothe jails in. that Province, he says 3,069 males and 726
{eraales ‘were committed as drunk and disorderly. If we
investigated other crimes for which drunkenness is largely
responsible, it would only go to confirm the position which
temperance men, I am sorry to say, are.obliged to take, that
crime is associated with intemperance. No doubt there is
crime. My hon. friend tries' to cast reproach upon lem-
perance legislation by citing the State of Maine. Let me
cite the little town of St. Stephens, in the county of
Charlotte, New Brunswjck, where the Temperance Act has
becn onforced since last May. During the “eight months
ending with December of Just yoar, the arrests weie 49
for drunkenness, but since the Act came iuto furce the
number of arrests has diminished to four. § am not just
now dirposed 10 argue the question of the result of prohi-
bition in Maine, but 1 am disposed to say that the Temper-
ance Act of 1878, if applied and enforved will fulfil to a
large extent the purpose for which it was intended. My |
hon. friend says it is a frequent source of perjury. But
every law may be said to be a cause of perjury in the same
way. . We have placed a law upon our Statute-book againstq
bribery and corruption at elections; will any man say that
that law is not a frequent rource of perjury? If the
Temperance Act causes perjury, it does nothing more than
any other law. 1 venture 10 say thore is ot a law
upon the Statute-book of the Dominion of Canada
but in some sense may be said to be a
source of perjury, The “principle apon which the hon.
gentleman acks us to repesl this law—for that is what this.
Bill amounts to—would repeal all legislation, and in order
to aveid perjury we should blot out from the Statute-book
every law that has been passed. But the hon. gentleman
also says that temperance legislation is a frequent c¢ause of
lunacy. He says that lanacy is on the increase in the State
of Maine, But I find by the report of the Inspector of
Lunatic Asylums in the Province of Ontario, that lunacy has
incrensed largely in that Province, and I may say in that
connection that the consumption of intoxicating lignors is
also on the increase. Wouid I be wrong in putting these
two things together and drawing ‘& conclusion, that
because intemperance wason the increase and lunacy also,
that one was rvesponsible for the other ? If becanse lunacy
is on the increase in Maine we should therefore have no
terperance legislation; on the same reasoning, because
lunacy is on the increase in Ontario, we should have no
intoxicating liquors sold, because intoxzicating liquors are
sold vory largely and Junacy is increasing in Obiario. I
find tpat the county which my hon. friend represents
1,714 lunatics were sent to the asylum last year. :

Mr. CAMERON (Huron).. I do not wonder at it. -

Mr. ROSS. More than three times the number of
lunatics were sent from his county than from any othor
county in Ontario. Following the logic of my hon. friend
1 would conciude that he was only about one third as wise

as the average elector in Ontario. I would conclude from his
‘Mr. Ross (Middlesex),

logic that #f the Ridingof Bast York furnishes moreluantics
than any other coupty in Omtario; it.is becsuse herepre
sents that county. I am following his ownvlogie. .He
sayr, because there is temperance legislation in Maine,
therefore Junacy ‘is increasing. I find.lunacy en. the
increase in Hast York, and I find my hon. friead represent-
ing that county; therefore, Iunacy .is.increasing .in;East
York . becanre he represents that .county. « Lhat is.4 -
specimen of his logic. It just proves as much in rihe one
case as in the other. 1 hope the IHouse .will adapt the
awendment moved by my hon. friend behind me. . I hope
the Honse will not foel that before we have hadan oppar:
tanity. of testing the legislation adopted by the1 last
Parliament, after many years of agitation, we. 'should cast
agide the decision thus arvived at.. I ibink we ought.to
pause and see whetber the course we adopted in 1878 .is.a
wise one or not. We have ounly planted this plant, and
we ought not'to pluck it up by the roots before: it has
scarcely budded or blossomed. I have evidence to.show
that in the city of Fredericton the Act has worked as well
as any, other legislation. I will read asbort guotation from
a statement made by the Polive Magistrate of Fredericton,
who says: ' S o
“The Police Magistrate of Fredericton, Professor L. Marsh, Esq.,
writes under date of July 20th:—As Police Magistrate of the -city of
Fredericten, T bave much pleasure in being able to ceriify to the favor-
.able regults of the Canada Temperance Act since it came into operation
in this eity on the 1st of May, 1879, and more especially since the Act
was.declared by the Supreme Court of the Dominion, to be within the
constitutional powers of Pariiament. -
“ There 18 no such thing now as the open sale of liquor by retail in
ipublic houses or saloons; there is. of course, an occasional. case of illegal

sale discovered and punished. The cases of street drunkenness are very
few indeed, and the business at the police offjce arising vut of -intemper-

ance has been reduced by at least one-half. o
““1 feel safe in saying that in_ this city the working of the Act has been

such as ought to satisfy the reasomable expectations -of all friends of

temperance.”’ :

Now, Sir, we are just testing the virtues of this Act. We
are- just testing it to see whether it serves the purpose: for
which it was intended. 1f it can be shown that the
Temperance Act of 1878 is a failure, if we have the proof,
substantial and convincing, adduced by any hon gentleman;
I shall be as ready to vote for its repeal as any other mem-
ber. Why? Becaun-e 1 believe that an Act that cannot be
enforced should be repealed. T do pot beliéve temperance
men are unreasonable. - We may be charged with violating
every law, human and divine, we may be charged with
being fanatical; but I think we have boon exceédingly
moderate in forcing our views upon the people of Canada.
We may be said to be an inferior order of the community,
and occupy no very respectable position in society; but 1
challenge the hon. member for East York (Mr. Boultbee) '
to ehow as the results of the liquor traffic, of which, I'think,
he is the special champioen, any such beneficial effects upon
the commaunity as temperance leZislation has produced. - I
challenge the hon. gentleman to show that society will 'be
benefitted by the general, unrestricted sale of intoxicating
liquors, and that under any system whereby the liguor
traffic is in full force and produces its natural and ordinary
results, society is in gany degree more 'virtuous or more
‘enlightened’ than it is' where total abstinende is“practised,
and where the people eschew theuse of intoxicating liquors.
1 appoal to the House on two grounds,then, to rdject.thie:
Bill, first, because it is not desirable to repeal the Tempor-
ance Act of 1878; second, becauss ‘the proposition, of ‘the
hon. member for East York is absurd on the fuce 6f 1t ; and,
if allowed towidd a third reason, 1 appeal for the rejection-of
the Bill of the hon. gentleman, because 1 beliove on ‘this
question we are acting in ‘consonance with publi¢ opinion,;

and io the interest of public virtue and morality.
Mr. PLUMB. I was quite prepared for ihe .eloguent
;mi’h in which the hoo. member for West Middlesex (Mr.
) bas addressed the House; but I was a little unpre-



