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societies.  While they preach total prohibition
they practise something much more valuable—they
prictise  personal prohibition. T hold that a
person who helieves it to be in his interest cither
in this world or the next, to practise personal
prohibition is worthy of all praise, and he is still
more worthy of all praise if he does so, not becanse
he himself is inany danger, but ag an exanple to
others,  That person is entitled to the very
greatest respect. and his opinion is entitled to the
very greatest consideration.  But it is a totally
different matter from action to force at the point
of the law opinions which I say are not in harmony
cither with liberty or with justice.  Holding
these opinions, and  looking at the vast re-
sponsibility we would  have to undertake were
we to enact the legislation proposed, fecling
the due weight of the responsibility  which
every hon. member  should feel, I have no
hesitation in saying that 1 shall vote against the
proposition, hecause 1 think it is one that in its
results will canse, if anything, more injuries than
the henetits that will acerne to the country. Tem-
perince associations are not wise, even from their
own point of view. in endeavouring to foree this
legislation on the country.,  They would be much
wiser were they to pursue the course which, al-
though perhaps they do not admit it, has been
attended with vast suceess in every part of the
Dominion, iand the very fact that such large peti-
tions in favour of prohibition can be sent to this
House is, T admit, proof of the great suceess achiev-
el.  Let them be content with pursuing the path
which has been suceessful, and not attempt to
pursue a path which, in my opinion and, I think.in
the apinion of the majovity of the people, if that
opinion were honestly expressed, would not bring
about the results which are desired.  But, as 1 said
at the commencement, T admit that these petitions
present such a body of  opinion, honestly  and
sincerely entertained, that 1 feel all the more bound
to meet them, as I have met them, with an honest
expression of my dissent from what they hold, 1
havemany electorsin my own constituency who have
petitioned for prohibition, and I feell wouldbe treat-
ing them unfairly if 1 did not on the tloor of this
House, having givennopledges whatever on theques-
tion, givethereasonswhy Ishall voteagainst thereso-
lution, which I know many of them desire to he
carried.  But having that respect for their convie-
tions, I think it is due to them and to the country
that this House should give a clear expression of
opiniem, and therefore, actuated by that regard, I
shall vote against every proposition that may be
miule which may tend to prevent that distinet ex-
pression for which they ask : and Tam satisticd, from
what I have read in the various publications of the
temperance people, that unless this House gives a
distinet expression of opinion. they will feel they
have been unfairly and discourteously treated. For
these reasons I shall vote against the resolution,
but at the same time I shall do all T can to have
the question brought fairly and squarely before hon.
members of this House.

Mr. AMYOT. I desire to ask the mover of the
resolution whether sherry wine is included ?

Mr. JAMIESON. Whatever is intoxicating in
its character will be prohibited.

Mr. AMYOT. Then, if I understand properly
from those who are in the habit of tasting wines,
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(it is an intoxicating drink. T am rather surprised
ito hear that the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
. O'Brien finds a ditliculty in regard to the revenue
;which would be lost if we had prohibition.  Are
we not ina state of great prosperity * We were
toll during the late clection that the system of
protection gives us ample weans of providing for
jany particular want.  The Government have been
boasting of four millions of surplus, and 1 helieve
i the Minister of Finance himself is one of the
fapostles of prohibition.  So, under these circum-
stances, 1 do not see that the loss of revenue should
Phe an objection. But 1 go a step further. 1 do
i not believe in clubbing priziciples into @ man's con-
i science. 1 believe those who think it is wrong to
have a glass of wine are incorrect.  They remind
me of a parish priest. who said to his tlock that
anyone who tasted a drop of wine was condemned
to Hell forever.  His hishop, who passed by one
day. ~aid that this was going too far, hecause our
Lovrd himself took the trouble to turn water into
wine.  Thereupon the priest replied, yes, but it
wis not the best thing He did. T will now
endeavour to present a more serious  view of
the question. The mover of the resolution must
know that by the laws of this country. and more
expecially by chapter 74 of the Consolidated Sta-
tutex. which is still in foree, it is declared that the
free exercise and enjoyment of religions and public
worship are guaranteed to all Her Majesty's sub-

jects.  The Catholic religion is one of these re-
ligioms.  The Catholic priest when he says mass

and consecrates has to use wine, according to the
rites of his church.  If the prineiple laid down by
the hone mover of this resolution were applied, the
priest could not procure here the necessary wine.
The hon. gentleman is, therefore, sceking to pre-
vent the free exercise of the Catholic religion,
With his sincere zeal, he has seen only one zide of
the question, the great need of having laymen ap-
ply force to send the people of this country to
Heaven,

Me. COATSWORTH. T have some hesitation
in addressing the House for the first time upon
this very important question, becanse 1 see some
ditticulties ahead of us which have been temper-
ately pointed out by the hono member for Muaskoka
{(Mr. O'Brien). At the same time I have held for
miny years i strong conviction on this subject,
that the evils of the trattic in strong drink are xo
great that it would he necessary, sooner or later,
that something should be. done to prohibit the
traflic entirely ; and, therefore, while 1 hesitate 1o
speak upon this subject. yet iy convictions are so
strong that I feel it is my Jduty. not only to many
of my constituents who supported me because they
helieved me to be a moderate temperance man, hut
also to the public generally, to whom wi owe the
duty to do what we think is best in the interests
of the Dominion, not only on this question, but
on all other questions brought hefore the House. 1
should like at the outset to refer to a few of the
arguments brought forward by the hon. member
for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) and also the question
which was raised by the hon. member for Belle-
chasse (Mr. Amyot).  In regard to the latter I may
say it has always been conceded by the most ardent
prohibitionist that in any probibitory law enacted
we would have “to exclude the wines and liguors
used for sacramental purposes, and also those used




