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Canada, the immigration of Gormans, Norwugians, and othors from tho con-
tinont would ceass, and that from Great Britain would rapidly docrouso.  Still,
he would sink his own viows and voto for prohibition if compousation were
given,

Me. Fisher moved in ameudment, *‘That the timo for Parlinment te pro-
coed to discuss the detzils of a Jaw prohibiting the importation, manufacture,
and salo of intoxicating liquors for buverage purposes, will bo the proper
oceasion on which to discuss the question of compensation to the manufacturers
of such liguors as My come undor the operation of such Jasw.*’

Ho aaid that no justification had beeu given for the present introduction of
such a resvlution. ‘Thoy had not shown that the Huouse during the prosont
session, oreven tho prosent Parlinment, would be called upun to pass & prohi-
bitory law, The resolution, oven if carried, would not bind the peoplo of
Canada. It would therefore do no goud and it nught do havm by raiing the
hopes of those engaged iu tho business, It was said that thoe temperance peoplo
hold the beliof that the liquor men had no rights.  There was a large body of
temporance men who wero not imbued with that spirit, aud who would not use
their power as the liquor sellers lnd used their power in the past, but would do
justice to their enemies. Thocountry had pronounced in favor of temperance,
aud temperanco men wore willing to give quarter, and to fairly consider the
question of compensation if its justice could be shown.

Mr. Foster wanted a full and fair discussion of the matter, though ho did
not think the present was the time to decide it. He did not think a contingent
resplution like this was tho usual course. If pissed the consequence would be
to invite anncrease in the amount of the capital invested i this business from
twelve millwns up to tiurty or forty milhons, and sv to mvite them to lay on
the shoulders of the peoplo the burden of an fmmense sum for compensation,
There had been no potition on this subject from any part of the Domumun ask.
ing thay this componsation should bo given. It way true a petition had been
mido to the Government for cumpensation, but, s he understood them, they
called for compensation not for the browers, maltaters, and distiliers alone, bat
for the coopers whom brewers cmployed, and cigarmakers, as well as for the
compensation cmbodied 1 this resulution.  There was no single petition before
the Parliasent. Tho only one of the petitions ho had referred to which had
condescended to argument was that of the cigarmakers, which represented that
the great falling otl in the public revenus from cigars was due to the Seott Act.
Oun this was based the claim for compensation.

At this point of tho debate, it being six o'clack, the Speaker roso.

On Thursday Mr. Foster resumed the debate on Mr. Kranz's resolution,
and on the proposed amendment of Mr. Fisher postponing the matter until the
Jaw was introduced. e said the resolution was not an agreeable one, bucause
it was what might bo termed a class resolution, It included only 130 men in the
whole Dominion, and left entively out of sight all those correlativo industries
aud cinployments which heretofore they had been made to consider as depend-
ing upun their business, and linble to be greatly injured if it were awept away.
Thero was another rcason why he opposcs the resolutivn, It wag this: Jt was
a most important point as to whether orno the liquor interest was n vested inter-
est.  This resolution created it into such,  Besides in tho event of the passage
of this resolution, how casily the brewers and distillers could prepare for the
coming prohibition by cunlarging their premses and making the cost of the
adoption by the country of the policy excessive. There was yet another import.
ant objection to the resolution before the House. It was the circumstance that
it did not go far enough. If rich brewers and distillers were to be compensated,
why should tiot compensation be also given to the farmer, who ploughed wnd
sowed his land, and who brought to the market the grain out of which the Ii-
quors were made, to the railway companies which carried the gmin, to the
employés of such railways, to the empluyés of the distilleries and brewerivs, and
to the ten thousand retailers of ligutor, without whose labor there would be no
rich brewers and distillers to-day? I tho makers of the liquors were to be
compensated, why, he should like to ask, should nut the others who were con-
nected with tho business? In considering the question of compensation, if the
House examined any of the restrictive mcasures adopted by the English Parlia.
ment in years past it would be found that no mention was made v compensa-
tion, no watter whether the measures were of a mild or drastic nature. In 1736
the General Act, which wes prolubitary, was passed, but no mention was made
of compensation. In 1742 distillatton from grain. flour, or malt, was distinctly
prohibited, and this had tho effect of reducing in forty years tho consumption of
spirits frcmn ninetcen million gallons to four millions, but no compensation was
given. In 1830 the Becer Bill was brought -into Parlinmont.  Every effort was
mado to defeat it, and the plea was put forward that if it passed, from fifty to
sevénly thousand persons would bo ruined by it ; but the Act was passed and
1o provision for compensation was introduced.  In 1834, Parliantent passed the
Forbes-Mackenzie Act, prohibiting Sunday drinking in Scotland, but no com-
pensation was given in that case cither.  The same thing could be said of the
Irish Sunday Closing Act and the ditfereut restrictive measures passed m Canada
or in tho United Stutes.  Te-day tho public had about conte to the conclusion to
wipe it out altogether, and just as victory was perching on tho banners of tho
moral reformars, the persons engaged in the liguor business came forward and
demand d payment for their loss.  The tmflic was a tymuny,  Did auyone ever
hear of 2 tyrant being compensated beeause the people had cono to a conclusion
to throw off his yoke. How could it be pretended that the traflic had uo warn.
ing of its approaching doom? Nobuse had had longer warnings of its coming
dissolution. This being the casc, thoss who had gone intv the business with
their eyes open, to cnjoy its profits, should be prepared to accept its Josses. It
had Leen satd that as a milway had to compensate the proprictors of any pro-
perty appropriated for the public good. the country was bound to compensato
the brewers and distillers, whose business would be injured by prohibition. But
he maintained that the Government had thd right to legislatc for the genceral
good irrespectivo of individual losses and without compensation, even though
privato property used for the public advantage might o injuriously affccted

‘theroby. A precedent for this wes to be found in the injurious effect of the

construction of railways upon old towns and villuges, away from which theso
1onds carried the traflic.  Manyold villages, which flourished in tho days pro-
ceding the railway ora, wore now in ruin, but no onoe over heard of their apply-
ing to Parlinment for compensation from  the railway ov from the country.  In
conclusion lio would ask n fow suggestivo questions. What wero tho liguor manu-
facturers to bo componsated for?  For the loss of prospective prolits]  Suroly
10 one mado 8o absurd a proposition as that, becuuso their acenmulated capital
was not to he sacrificed. No one proposed to take that from than.,  Because
they wonld huvo their slock left on their hands? Surely not, for they had
warning already to got vid of it.  Because their bmldings and real estato would
depreciato in value ¥ Tho value of such property catmo vut of tho profita of
business made in preceding yedrs, in viow of which the ownera had no claim for
compensation. But who would have to pay this compemation ? The hard work-
ing man. 1o would have to accept a new burden to be relisved of 2 burden
under which ho had alveady been too long suffering.

Some other hon. members also spoke tn favor of Mr. Fishor's amendment,

A division was then trken, and the amendmoent waas carriod Yeas, 106 ;
nays, 70.

SCOTT ACT AMENDMENT.

In tho House of Commons, on February 25th, Mr. McCarthy sntroduced a
bill to amend tho Canada Temporanco Act of 1878. Ho said tho object of the
Bi. was tg pormit thoso peranns who by the Scott Act were authorized to avll
where the Scott Act was in force, but not to sell to porsons living in the couuty,
to sell in tho county, The law stood in this way, that those who were author-
1zed, such as distillers, browers, wholesale merchants, and others, might aell,
provided thoy did 80 to persons who would take 1t out of tho county, aud those
who lived 1n the county whera tho Scott Act was in force might go outside the
county.and bring it in.  That appeared to him to bo a manifust absurdity, and
ke proposed that thoso who had the right to soll undoer the Scutt Act should sell
to thoso who resided in the county or outside.

Sie Richard Cartwright—Is there any limit as to quantity 1

Mr. McCarthy~—1It is just th: same as tho Act now pProvides, ton gallons ns
to wine, and cight to beer.

Hon. Edward Blake—T think while the hon. gontleman is engaged in
amending the Scott Act, he might also turn his attention to amending the Mec-
Carthy Act.

Mr. McCarthy—I may satisfy my hon. fricnd by stating that thero is a
clause or two in that direction. (Laughter.)

Hon. Edward Blake—DMy hon. {ricnd’s modesty prevented him from men-
tioning that. (Renewed laughter.) ,

Tho Bill was read a first time.

BRITISA COLUMBIA AND THE SCOTT ACT.

Tn the House of Commons, on February 26Gth, Mr. Baker (Victoria) intro.
duced  Bill further to amend the Canada Temperance Act.  Tho object of the
measuro was to provide that in British Columbia an electoral district, instead of
a county, as in Ontario, could vote upon the wncasure.

The Bill was read a first time.

COMPENSATION TO LIQUOR SELLERS.

In tho House of Commons, on February 27th, Mr. Small, in mtroducing a
Bill to make further provisions respecting the traflic in intoxicatiug liguors, anid
its object was to_compensate hotel and tavern-keepers in consequence of the
depreciation of the valua of real estate by the passage of the Scott Act.  This
was to be done by & Court of Arbitration, which wasto be a charge upon the
municipality where the Act came in force.

The Bill was read the first time.

Public Opinion.

THE LIQUOR DEPUGTATION AT OTTAWA.

Sir John A, Macdonald and somo of his colleagnes went to the Graud Opera
House, Ottawa, to receive the memorials which the Licensed Victualleraand
others desired to present and to hear what they had to say.  Sir John's answer
was exceedingly non committal. Al they asked he told them oxcop? that a
commission beissued~was anbject to legislation. Their statements and argu-
ments would receive due consideration from tho governmont, and would, ho was
satisficd, be carcfully considered by membera of Parhiament.  The governmont
are not 1 unit on this question a.ud are not prepared to take any action, Thay
would consider the proposal to issuo « connmission.  Were a general prohibitory
act proposed he wonld himself vote for compensation. Thoy were very fino
fellows aud ho had tho groates t respect for thew, put ho would not promise
them any more.—Tribune.

Wecks agzo we took accasinn to point vut that the pilgrimags to Ottawa of
tho Licensed Victuallers would have absolutely no practical result.  We argued
that Sir John Macdonald could not, would not and dare not take opposition to
the Scott Act, and that ke was too crafty to take ground against liquor dealers
to their faces. The result haa justificd tho position then taken. Tho licenso
interests now know, at the expznse of a large outlay of money and lozs of time,
that the Dominion Parliament will accond * anxious, carnest and imnicdiato
attention and consideration” to the prayer of their petition 3 all of which sunply
means that the last has been heard of it. But, by the way, they have learned
somelhing clse.  They have bzon duly informed that Sir John may, at somo
time in the futare not specified, if a certain conjunction of circwmstances should
arise, vote for conpensating hotel-keepors and othiers engaged in the buai-
ness. ¥ % % ¥ & The temperance poople are left in the samo stato of
uncertainty as their opponcuts.  Tho result is no advantage to them if itis nune
to tho other fellows.  Sir Johu, nt least, was impartial, he gave neither sido in-
formation or hopo.—Taropto Newns, .
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