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4 THURSDAY MORNING

DESIRABLE BUILDING LOTS

FOR SALE

Walmer Road, Spadina Roead,

Huron St., St. George St. and on best streets in east and

west end of City, Toronto Junction and North Toronto.
Lists of properties and full information can be obtained

on application to The Toronto General Trusts Corporation

Liquidator of The Farmers’
59 Yonge Street, Toronto.

Madison Ave., Kendall Ave.,

Loan & Savings Company),
145

WHERE WHITNEY STANDS
OPPOSES PROHIBITION

!
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Continued From Page 1,

this he said tihat,precedent was all
in favor of their course. :

A speech delivered by Sir Wmiam'
Meredith at London, when he was lead- |
er of the opposition, was read by Mr.
Ross, because he (the speaker) repre-
sented then the views of his party,
and ho doubt represented the best
views of the Conservative party to—fivay.
Sir William’s speech was to the effect |
that he- approved of a referendum in|
connection with the prohibition ques-|
tion, amd that was precisely, the
Premier added, what Sir William would
have done if he were in the House.

Referring to the objections raised
against the bill, the Premier said one
great objection was to the basis oOf
voting. Many had held that there
should be a majority of the votes, That |
view, however, had no substantial sup- |
port by the leading temperance men.
A bare majority vote had not been ad-
vocated by any man who had ever
had experience in legislation as In
Christian or religious movements, and,
therefore, the government did not pro-
pose to submit a bill that would re-
quire only a majority vote. Omne could |
readily see that a law passed by a|
bare majority only, born of feebleness,
would exist feebly, and the govern-
ment, consequently, insisted on the
vote that they did. That was a falr;
amd simple proposition; nothing less%
should be taken and nothing more |
should be asked.

Change in Bill Announced. !

Then the Premijer announced an im-
portant change in the bill. He said
that the vote would be taken on thel
basig of the elections of 1898. It had|
been proposed to take it on the basis|

of the coming elections, but objections, |

which he enumerated, had been made |
to that proposal, and so, in order to|
find a sure basis, the government had |
decided to take the vote on the vote;
of 1898, and they assumed that the re-
gistered vote then and the vote polled
will be as near as may be to the vote
polled in 1902. In 1898 the registered
vote was 582,345, and at the last Do-
minion elections in 1900, the registered
vote was 582,403, or only 58 “greater
than in 1898. The vote in 188 was
practically taken on the lists of 189,
and the vote at the last Dominion elec- |
tions on the lists of 1900. B

In 1898 the vote polled was 426,906,
and if more than one-half of that num-
ber vote ‘for prohibition it will pe
passed. The government believed that
on that vote a law would be secured
that could be enforced.

It had been said that only the affirm- |
ative was required to vote in this case.,
but the Premder believed that those
opposed to prohibition would vote, and
he thought the temperance people had |
the matter in their hands. Another ob- |
jection he had heard raised was against |
the fixing of a special day on which|
the vote was to be taken. They pro-|
posed to change this day—Oct. l&—t'{j
some convenient day in the month of|
November. {

In support of the decision to take the|
referendum on a separate day, Mr.l
Ross pointed out that the plebiscite
had been voted on a separate day, a.nd:,
at that time the temperance men did|
not want the vote taken on the day |
of the municipal elections; in fact,|
they wanted the question voted on en- |
tirely free of any other. In 1894, dur-|
ing the debate in the legislature on
the Plebiscite Bill, Sir William Mere-
dith opposed the submissiolr of the
question at the same time as the muni-
cipal elections. Was it not, the speaker
asked, of the first importance that the
people’s approval of the bill should be
secured at a time when their minds
were not agitated by any other ques-
tion? Was it fair to the country that
men who-take so little interest in such
a great moral question as the prohi-
bition question was =~ should be
given extra inducements to come
out and vote? And, yet, there they had
one of the greatest questions that ever
came before the Ontario legislature,
and he declined, as a temperance man,
to be placed in that position. |Ap-
plause.] If the guestion could not
stand alone, it could not stand at ail.
|Loud and continued applause,] Tem-
perance people, out of respect to them-
selves, should demand a separate vote.
| Applause.] |
As to the objection that those who come |
out to vote, if the vote be taken on
a separate day, would be marked men, |
the Premier warmly inquired: “Who's
afraid of being a marked man?” |Ap-
plause.] He did not believe in any
such cowardice, or that there wouid
be any such fear on the part of the
electors. Marked men, indeed! Why,
those who had made pubuc
institutions free. were strong !
enough and bold enough to Dper-
mit themselves to be marked
men, €0 as to show that they had con-
victions and meant to stand by them.
“In the full light of twentieth century
liberty do we want somebody to hold
umbrellas over us when we go to the
polls?” indignantly asked the speaker,
Great moral battles were not won in
that way, and he would dismiss that
objection to the bill as an unworthy |
excuse’for failing to do one’s duty in|
a great moral reform. [Applause.] ‘

Then, referring to the ° contention
made by a few that undue influence |
would be used by employers of labor|
and others over voters, Mr. Ross de-|

MANY DON'T KNOW.

Lack of Right Food is the Cause of |
Sickness. i

It is hardly fair to blame the doctor |
for not curing his patient when the
patient attempts to live on food that |
furnishes the wrong kind of nourish-
ment. When sickness comes on it is|
a pretty.good sign that the food is not
keeping the body up. There are thous-
ands of cases where a change in food
alone has brought the sick dne out into
a prime condition of health.

As an {llustration. A lady in River-
side, Cal.,, says: ‘“After ten years of|
service as a teacher, during which
time I suffered three or four attacks
of Lia Grippe, I finally found myselt a
physical wreck., Medical treatment

would help my strength and vitality |
temporarily, but I would alwaysg :;0’
back.

“Husband and I moved to California
in the hopes that this genial clime

would restore me. 1 got better for a
little while, but in a few months be-
came so weak and debilitated that we
were in despair.

“Finally through the influence of a
friend I changed my diet and began
using Grape-Nuts and Postum Coffee.
I used Grape-Nuts at two of my meals
each day and have gained 15 pounds in
weight and the increase in strength is
really wonderful.

“I am back to the healthy, good feel-
ings of my girlhood days. I enjoy
Postum better than any beverage |
have ever used. ™y friends remark
on my improved condition. and I am
impelled to write this letter with pro-|
found gratitude, hoping. that many |
others may be induced to go and do/
likewise. I have proved that health
is the natural consequence of properly
selected food. Please do not use my
name, but I will be glad to reply to
any inquiries.” Name furnished by
Postum Co., Battle Creek, Mich,

|
i
|
{

' clared that he did not believe that there

would be any isuch thing practised.
He had not been given any evidence
that it would be done.

Vote in November.

The government preferred taking the
vote in November to the month men-
tioned in the bill, and in that month,
he was sure, the fullest expression of
opinion would be gained, and that was

! what the government wanted. [Ap-

plause. )

‘The Premier was glad at the recep-
tion already given to the bill, and it
would be enforced, he affirmed, to the
best of the government’s abliity if pass-

ed. |Applause.] The prohibition ques-
tion had been a great educational ques- |

tion, and it would now be settled one
way or the other.

He was not going to discuss the vari-
ous clauses of the bill, the committee
could do that. They were very clear, and
would soon, he was sure, be quickly
disposed of.

Premier Ross then moved the second
reading of the bill, and, amidst tumul-
tuous cheers, resumed his seat.

Mr. Whitney Spenks.

Mr. Whitney, the leader of the oppo-

sition, arose amid great cheering from

| the opposition benches. In commence

ing his reply to the previous speech, he
alluded to the Premier as'endeavoring
to put on a satisfied front under distress-
ing dircumstances. He likened him to

| the man who attended a funeral, and,

noticing the symptoms of grief evident

{all about, endeavored to instil a little

cheerfulness into the ceremony by re-
marking that “It's a nice, quiet corpse,
isn’t it?" [Laughter.]

S0, even to-day, with the echoes of |
the denunciations of the liquor men in,

his ears, and of the extreme prohi-

| bitionists, my hon. friend excels Mark

Tapley, who, under all conceivable cir- '
cumstances, was determined to be
Jolly,” said Mr. Whitney amid applause.

Continuing, he said that in consider-
ing the reading of a bill such as the
one under discussion they were face to

[face with a situation of the utmost

gravity and seriousness, because of its
possibilities and far-reaching conse-
quences.

The proposed legislation calls fori

every attention because of the fact that,
for the first time in the history of re-
sponsible government, according to our
British system on this continent and
eisewhere, it is proposed that ministers
of the Crown shall deliberately refuse
and repudiate their responsibilities. The
circumstances surrouning this question
have been of a peculiar nature, and

| those who are responsible for the pro-|
_bosed legislation are also responsible

for the peculiar methods by which the
question is to be decided. The Premier
had also identified himself with one
party interested, and for his enorts in

| that party’s behalf the speaker was

not unwilling to give him due credit.

| But, going back to 1877, and tracing

events up to the present, .would disclose
interesting facts. In 1877 the Pre-
mier was a member of parliament and
a supporter of the Liberal govern-
ment in the House of Commons at Ot-
tawa, which had successfully killed oft
& measure then' introduced similar in
all its effects to that which is now pro-
posed. The objéetion was based on the |
Guestion of jurisdiction.

Taking a long jump, from 1877 to
183, it would be tound that for 16 long
years he had taken no steps to abate
the terrible evil which has for so long !
held sway in this' country. All that
time he had done nothing to bring about |
that state of affairs the desirability
of which has been the text of his ad-|
dresses from time to time on the plat-
form and in parlament, until in 1893
he was moved to action by the demands
of the member from North Toronto
(Mr. Marter). ok

An Amendment. |

Then he was ready, “on the spur of
the moment,” with a lengthy typewrit-
ten amendment for a three months’
hoist for the bill, which had for its
purpose the shutting off of the retail
sale of liquor.

‘“Then,” said Mr, Whitney, “the hon.
gentleman introduced something which
he had been very sorry for ever since,
namely, that ‘fearful and wonderful
thing called a plebiscite. And I believe
tike hon. gentleman has oftentimes since
regretted he ever adopted the plebiscite
or had anything to do with it. And
I don't wonder at it, because, altho we
niay sometimes imagine we entertain
an angel unawares, sometimes even
against our common-sense, my hon.
friend did not look forward as he ought
to have done. He thought that after
the people had let him slumber for 16
years on this question they would not
care particularly what took place in the |
future. He little thought that when
he adopted the plebiscite in 1893 that
Nemesis would come home to him in |
the thing called the referendum.” |

In 1893 Mr. Ross, in speaking or the |
second reading of the bill then intro- |
duced, had said: |

What Was Proposed.

“What we propose to ask is not ‘Shall
We prohibit the retail sale of intoxi-
cating liquor?” That would be a small
matter, The barrooms are bad enough, |
God knows, but they are not as bad as|
the canteen in the private house. While
the retail traffic would be prohibited |
the wholesale traffic would be permit- |
ted—which would result in a man car- |
rying his demijohn home by night and
drinking it with his wife at his own|
fireside?”’ i

Mr. Whitney continued: “Now, what |
does the hon. gentleman describe in |
these words? He is describing, word
for word, line for line, and letter for |
letter, the bill, the second reading of
which he ha® moved to-day, and for

; which he dare not assume the respon-
| sihilities, constitutionailly speaking. It

is the same bill which was introduced
by my hon. friend the member for

| North Toronto, which he described ,in

the words I have just quoted.”
A Pertinent Remark, |
In 1895, Mr. Whitney next pointed |

| out, Premier Ross had so helped
| about a change , in the law

that a storekeeper who has a liquor
license is enabled to sell one-
half pint of spirits to any
man or boy who applied for it.
“And still we are asked to follow
my hon. friend as leader of the tem-
perance movement in this Province,” |
sarcastically declared the spéaker.
“And now, not feeling able, or not
being willing to draft a bill or pre-
pare one himself, he has sefzed on|
that of Manitoba, and asks this legis-
lature to pass - {t—a law which,
among many other things, provides in
one clause that a veterinary surgeon
may purchase two gaillons of liquor at
a time, and another that such a per-|
son must not have at one time more |
than one gallon in his possession.” |
[Laughter.] |
Sir Oliver’s Promise.

The opposition leader then turned
to The Globe's account of Sir Oliver
Mowat's famous promise to the pro-
hibitionists. Even this had a loop-
hole, he declared, which the Premier

| might have availed himself of, had

he chosgen, for the final words in the]
promise were to the effect, “I ghall|
decide in my own mind whether it|
will he effective, from a temperance |
standpoint, and, if s0, 1 will not in-
troduce such a bill.”

“My hon. friend can escape the re-
sponegibilities, if he chooses: if he be-
lieves this bill will be ineffective,from |
a temperance standpoint, he is in n.f
position to withdraw.” Speaking, on|
Feb. 20, on this question, the Pre-|

mier said. ‘“You know exactly where|
we stand.” , |

! glven. The municipal bylaws provided

i es or raise mohey by vote .for some
public work, and taxing property n

| constitutional question like thLis.

| conversed with Sir John, and, further,
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“Now, when was this idea of a re-|
ferendum first heard of?' A couple of
feelers were first sent out by the gov-
ernment press, to see what view the
public would take of this idea of a
referendum. Did 8ir Oliver Mowat
ever say there would be g referendum?
No. S8ir Oliver Mowat was precise,
He said: “I will introduce a b#l of
such and such a nature.” If he had
any idea of such a thing as a refer-
endum, he would not have been afraid
to assert it. SiF Oliver Mowat, .it
was safe to say, had no idea of such
a thing as is to-day called a refer-
endum in regard to this question.”

Continuing, Mr. Whitney disputed
the assertions of the relative amount
of drunkenness in Quebec and On-
tario. The statistics were not proper,
He thought he would be safe in say-
ing that there was less drinking of
spirits in Quebec than in Ontario,
proportionately. There were double
the number of municipalities in Que-
bec without retail licenses than in On-
tario.

Remarkable Statements,

In regard to this scheme of a ref-
erendum, some remarkable state-
ments had beem made by his hon.
friend the Premier. He was sur-
prised to hear him, for the Premier
wasg generally careful and precise in
his statements, and he usually had
foundations for his arguments; but his
speech of the other day had, appar-
ently, been studied 1In ignorance
rather than knowledge.

Municipal voting had been cited in
favor of the referendum and other
alleged instances of 1its propriety

for raising sums of money. There
was no great moral issue involved af-
fecting the people of the country.They
were not asked to pronounce for or
against something in the interests of
the whole people. Every municipal-
ity is given the power to grant bonus-

the municipality to pay for such
power and privilege was in the statute
books year after year, from decade to
decade. How could his hon. (friend
apply it as a doctrine? In this case,
once the referendum is over, it falls to
the ground; it does not necessarily
hold good in future emergencies. The
Harcourt and Chamberlain bills, also,
provided only for local option. These
weére not applicable to the ,present
situation, and the other instances and
authorities that had been cited were
equally as valueless.
Never Expected Praise.

For 14 years,.continued the speaker,
he had sat in the House, and never
heard the leader of the government
speak a word in favor of Sir William
Meredith, until it came to citing him
in connection with the referendum.
As to the remarks credited to Mr.
John J. McLaren, a good Conserva-
tive, great as he 4is in his pro-
fession, he could hardly be
called an authority on any

Mr- Whitney then turned his at-
tention to the custom the Liberal
party have of appropriating Conserv-
ative measure -as their .own. The
Manhood Suffrage Act, introduced by
Sir William Meredith, had leen vigor-
ously opposed, but three years later
had been taken up by the Liberals and
passed. as their own. But Sir Wiil-
iam Meredith had never favored a
reference to the people.

An Interruption.

Premier Ross interrupted at this
point, . eignifying .dissent.

Mr. Whitney did not f¥inch, but
answereldl so rcuch to the purpose that
the Premier visibly showed annoy-
ance, and called -forth the remark
from Mr. Whitney that, “as the pro-
verb has it, ‘The ass, tho weary, still
carries his burden. ”

Ciaim Was Wrong,

Proceeding, Mir. Whitney declared
that Sir Willlam Meredith did not
state what Premier Ross had attrib-
uted, and, further, it was a remark-
able thing that the Premier read only
extracts, thus hiding the true mean-
ing. B8ir John Bourinot's opinion had
been read on the question, and he (Sir
John) had been five days in Toronto,
consulting with the Premier.

Mr. Ross: 1 say no.

Mr. Whitney: 1 say yes.

Mr. Ross again denied that he had

said he had not seen him for a year.

Mr. Whitney, continuing, maintain-
ed that Sir John Bourinot ;had never
said the referendum was constitution-
al, for the very simple reason that
it was in direct antagonism to the
principles of government. It was
impossible, under the present form of
government, that the referendum
should be constitutional. . It was true
that it was possible to change the
constitution and make the referendum
constitutional; but unless the consti-
tution was so amended, to provide for
this, it could never be a part of the
constitution, as it was proposed to
make it.

It was beyond Mr. Whitney’'s com-
prehension that Mr. Ross should he

or arbiters. H
Aunother Mis-statement. |
Premier Ross had alleged that;
Messrs. 'Tilley and Foster were in |

| favor of the referendum, Mr. Whit- |

ney went on, but he had adduced no|
proof that this was 80. Mr. Ross also |
alleged, with coolness and assurance, |
that Sir John Thompson was also in
favor of the referendum; but, hem,l
too, no proof was given. Sir John!
Thompson did not say the referendum
was constitutional, altho he believed
that' the constitution could be changed
® as to make it so. Then, too, Sir
John Macdonald was credited by the
Premier, as was also Sir Mackenzie |
Bowell, as having accepted the con- |
stitutionality of the referendum; but
again he submitted no proof that
this was so- |
Mr. Whitney then read’a letter from |
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, in which that |
gentleman said he was at loss to|
know on what grounds Premier Ross
had made the statement that he and
Bir John Macdonald favored the retr-
erendum. The writer also- vigorously
Opposed the referendum, as proposed |
by the government.
Was Not Sanctioned. !
Then Premier Ross had said that !
the referendum was sanctioned by the
British House of Commons, and the
great constitutional authorities al)
over the world, and he was sure that
he (Mr. Ross) would even go to an-
other world for authorities and pre-
cedents, if that were possible, and
would have quoted them in the House,
Lord Salisbury was also quoted by
the Premier, but here, again, proof
was lacking. “In fact,” sald Mr.
Whitney, “not one of the Premier's |
quotations from anybody what,soevel"‘
suggested that Ontario should adopt
the referendum in the present {n-
stance.” ’
A Well-Known Opinion. i
Prof. Goldwin Smith's well-known |
opinion on the question was read by
Mr. Whitney. That gentleman held
the government were shirking their
responsibility, and also said that the
separation of the question of com-"
pensation from the bill was not hon- |
est. |
As long'as the referendum was not
a part of ‘the constitution, and the|
government adopted it, they were go- |
ing outside the boundaries of the area |
over which the -legislature had the|
right to act. [Applause.] i
Speaking ‘on the question of the
vote, Mr. Whitney maintained that,
in all- the .cases recited by Mr. Ross
in connection with the referendum in
the United States, there was not one
where a simple majority has not been
the basis of the vote- The majority
of the people should rule. |
Another Authority Quoted. |
Mr. Pommery, the well-known Am-|
erican writer on the referendum, was
frequently quoted by Mr. Whitney, to
the disadvantage of the government, |
and instances were given in the Unit- |
ed States to show that the vote om|
the referendum was much smaller|
than in the case of gemeral or st-ate"
elections. |
In Australia, the Premier of South
Australia, Sir George Reid, had said |
that if they were not to have a refer- |
endum, then they should have a sing\le‘;
chamber. Yet, because, in Ontarto, |
thely had only one chamber, Premier
Ross was arguing that as a reason
for the referendum. In Ontario, they |
had an appeal to the people, under |
the present constitution, and the|
method of appeal was satisfactory to |
the people, who knew that no serious
action of the government could take
place without their wish.

Premier Ross had tried to show
that the present-day liberties ' that
were now enjoyed, the great free in-
stitutions, etc., were the result of the
men who had boldly fought for them.
When he made those remarks, he (Mr.
Whitney) thought how useful Mr.
Ross was, for he then described every
man in this Province, other than
himself.

At the time the Imperial parliament
spent millions in freeing the slaves,
Mr. Whitney said, there were political
giants in those days who were not
afraid to take the responsibility of
their actions, and leave the people to
afterwards approve or disapprove of
them. . Then, there was Mr. Glad-
stone, who stood up for the disestab-
lishment of the Idish Church. His
name was now revefed, and if he had
not taken the wesponsibility 'which
the British constitution imposed upon
him and on his self-respect, he would
now be looked upom as a political cow-
ard-

it being 6 o’clock the Speaker left
the chair.

In the Evening.

After recess Mr. Whitney resumed.
Touching on the question of recom-
pense, He said the government had giv-
en it the go-by. They had not chosen
to submit that question to the people
at the same time as the bill. They in-
tended to hold it over the heads of the
people.

Then, as to the number of votes re-

so ill-advised as to ,introduce into the
present discussion in support of his|
action the case of the Australian ref- |
erendum. In Australia they had two |
legislative houses, both ltable and re-|
sponsible to the people, and thety had
decided there that when there was a |
deadlock, then a referendum should |
be taken. But that was only decided
upon when there was no other rem-
edy at hand. In Austrafua.,y the people

The Conductor’s
Second Letter

Confirms His Cure of Two Years
Ago, and Proves That It Was Per-
manent—-Warm Words of Praise

O'IrDr. Chase’s
Kidney Liver Pills

Many readers of this. paper, and,
especially, railroaders, will remember
the cure of C.P.R. Conductor Berry-j
man of St. Stephen, N. B. In a letter |
received last week, the conductor
states that he is real well, and that|
his cure, after ten years of suffering|
with kidney disease, is permanent,not |
having had a touch of his old trouble |
for two years. |

Mr. Berryman's case was such a se- |
vere one, and his cure so remarkable, |
that many write to ask him about it
He never tires of recommending Dr.
Chase’s Kidney-Liver Pills, but, on
the contrary, is glad of an opportun-
ity to tell his fellow-sufferers how he |
was cured. !

In his letter of April 14, 1900, in |
which his case is described, Conduc- |
tor Berryman wrote: |

“I have been railroading for 93|
vears, and, for ten years, suffered
from a severe case of kidney disease!
and backache, a trouble common to
railroad men. It used me all up to!
walk, and, after walking up hill, I
would have to lie down to get relief, |
my back was so bad. I could not
sleep more than half the night, and |
then didn’t seem to get any rest.

“T had used all sorts of medicines,

{ and was pretty badly discouraged,
| when T heard of Dr. Chase's Kidney-

Liver Pills. After using two boxes of
this treatment I found it was helping |
me. and five boxes have made a com- |
plete cure. I now rest and sleep well,
my back {e¢ strong, and the old trouble |
has entirely disappeared. Many peo-
ple to whom I have recommended
these pills have been cured.’ Anyone |
wishing further particulars, write |
me.” i

There is no doubting the efficiency
of Dr. Chase’s Kidney-Liver Pills as
a thorough cure for backache, kidney |
disease and liver complaint. Thev
have a direct action on kidneys, liver |
and bhowels, which i3 bound to |

guired to carry the referendum, Mr.
Whitney explained that at the plebiscite
over 500,000 voted in favor of prohib_!-
tion, but in order to carry the Ross bill
it will be necessary to secure over 60,-
000 more votes than were polled at the
plebiscite, and this, he held, was unfair
and unjust. After a lapse of 16 years,
when Mr. Marter tried to bring th.!s
question up by a bill and when Premier
RRoss took steps to have the door closed
against the prohibitionists, they now
saw the government, instead of carry=-
ing out its promises in the frank man-
ner in which they were made, shirk-
ing their responsibility and giving to
the people a loaded up referendum,
which rendered impossible for the
measure to pass. That was not ful-
filling their solemn pledges, made by
their predecessors and themselves, and
they now say to the prohibition people,
““You can take prohibition if you can
get it—we'll do nothing more for you.”
Thought of Simple People.

. When Premier Ross was discussing
the question of the votes, Mr. Whitney
went on, he looked around the House
with a bland and child-like expression,
and said, “I am always in favor of a
simple majority,” but what was in his
mind was not a simple majority but a
simmple people. [Laughter.] It certain-
ly did look simple, when the majority
necessary to carry the bill was 60,-
000 at least more than the number of
votes at the plebiscite. Mr. Whitney
next read from The Halifax Chronicle,
which, he said, was the leading Reform
journal of the Maritime Provinces, and
that paper stated that the referendum
was unconstitutional and un-British,
and was for the benefit of time-expired
politicians.

Now, there was a legal, constitutional
and manly way to deal with this mat-
ter. The manly way must be the cong
stitutional way. The government would
not decide the question, but would |
leave that to the people. They were|
violating all the traditions of cabinet
government. The cabinet was a com-
mittee of the legislature, whose duty it
was to deal with all big questions,
gauge the opinion of the people,
and if they did so rightly they would
be sustained; if they did not they would
be turned out.

No Word of Praise.

A remarkable thing about the Pre-
mier’s speeches was that he had never
said a word of commendation of the
purposes and objects of the bill, and|
for all they knew the government’'s ac- |

| tion in the matter was simply a me-

chanical act. And, further, why should |
the House be treated to such an ex-

| hibition as the Premier did when he!

deceived the House and country in re-|
ference to his arguments, where he sub~-|
mitted long lists of quotations seriously |
misrepresented. But Mr. Whitney said |
consolingly, the Premier's day was com- |
ing. No man realized more than Mr.
Ross that black care ever sits behind|
the horse, and his punishment \\'r)‘:ldl
surely come in the end. The mills of|

| the gods grind slowly, but they grind |

exceeding small.
The speaker contended that all the|

arguments and authorities of Mr. Ross| gists, or will be

atll sent on receipt of
o . .
no ' Price by TheT. Mil-

either did not apply, or practically
his allegations were contrary

strengthen. invigorate and regulate| facts. This  referendum had o

| these organs. One pill a dose, 25|place in the constitution. and ~or1d | burn Co., Limited,
cents a box. At all dealers’, or Fd-|not be used. The bill with the referen- | Toronto, Ont.
manson, Bates & Co., Toronto. |

dum was unfair, and the referendum |

were not legislators, but arbitrators, l was 80 loaded that it killed the bill

| merits. “There is no use talking,” he

|red blood and give you vim and

Bill Ouantside of Referendum,
Then, as to the bill outside of the re-
ferendum, the speaker held that it did
not mean prohibition. Further, it was
impossible to have prohibition in On-
tario, and he wished to have that fact
sink deep down into the minds of the
members of the House.
Voteed for Scott Act.
The Scott Act, Mr. Whitney said, he
voted for like the great bulk of the
province did, and he had the sat-
isfaction of knowing that he was now
along with the bulk of the people who
have since \become convinced, against
their will, too, that the Scott Act was
an evil. Therefore, Mr. Whitney said,
the effect of the bill, outside of the
referendum, would be bad. It was the
Aduty of every man to lend his energy
tiowards the solution of this great ques-
tion.
Gives His Reasons,
Then, amid a dead silence, the leader
of the opposition stated why he was
opposed to the Ross bill. He wag op-
posed to it because it was unconstitu-
tional; because it was unfair and un-
Just, and he opposed it also on its

asserted, ‘“‘we cannot have prohibition
In the province, therefore it is idle
to discuss that remedy. I believe the
remedy lles in, first, the using of the
power that we possess, namely, whole~
some restrictions; second, a decrease
in, the number of licenses; third, re-
moving those charged with the admin-
istration of the law from politica] and
varty influence; fourth, enforcing the
law honestly and with the whole power
of the government, and, fifth, maintain
intact and allow no relaxation of the
restrictions.”

All these things Mr, ‘Whitney be-
lieved in, and would support, and he
proposed to be homest enough to be
bold and bold enough to be honest, be
the consequences what they may, As
& party, they knew what they had to
face. He was prepared to take the
full responsibility of his attitude on
the question. He had taken the posi-
tion he did on his honor, and on his
conscience,and he did not propose to and
would not recede from it. |Applause.|

“I feel it my duty to vote against the
bill,” Mr. Whitney added, and took his
seat. The applause which followed
lasted sevenal minutes.

Attormey~General Gibson, .

Attorney-General Gibson followed
and delivered one of the best, if not
the best speech, that has ever been
heard from him in the House. In com-
mencing, he sald that Mr, Whitney
had directed his remarks mainly in an
attack on the referendum and on
Premier Ross. He also took the ground
that if there was to be a referendum
it should not be accompanied by condi-
tions such as the vote as had been
proposed. He wanted a bare majority
of the votes cast, and on that point
had left no doubt as to where he gtood,
The rest of his remarks were in con-
demnation of the efforts of the gov-
ernment, as his remarks usually were.

The constitutionality of the referen-
dum was a point that occupied the
greater part of the Attorney-General's
time. To the cry raised thdit it was
un-British and unconstitutional, Mr.
Gibson said that that was the cry that
had been raised against constitutional
gpvernment, the ballot, manhood *suf-
frage, municipal institutions, {free
schools, free libraries, the freedom Of
the press, and, in short, against every
successful extension of the people’s
rights,

Quoted Authorities,

Mr. Gibson next went on to quote
authorites in favor of the referendum.
There was the present incumbent of
the chair at Oxford University, which
had once been occupied by the famous
Blackstone, and the highest constitu-
tional authority in the world, and he
said:: ‘““An attack on the referendum
is an assault on the foundations of
popular government.”

Further on in his speech, Mr. Gibson
adduced this argument in favor of
the referendum: If we have a right
to change the constitution, so as to
adopt the referendum, we have a right
to adopt the referendum now.”

Next, the Attorney-Genera] accused
Mr. Whitney of being grossly inaccur-
ate in his arguments. He maintained
that the question had been submitted
in a manner in which they were en-
tirely within the terms of their provin-
clal rights, which had been confirmed
and re-confirmed. What the govern-
ment had decided upon wag simply
conditional legislation, which was en-
tirely within their rights, and for
which they took the fullest responsi-
bility. The referendum was not un-
British; on the contrary, it was essen-
tially British, and. he claimed also
that the government had ample power
to introduce the referendum as they
had done. Precedents for their action
were numerous, and it was funther
thoroly consistent with the principles
of responsible government. The gov-
ernment were taking all the responsi-
bility in the matter, and they simply
said that if the volume of public opin-
fon on the question was in favor of
prohibition, they would grant it. Sure-
ly that was. taking all responsibility
for the bill and for the enforcement of
its conditions. They would be intlict-
ing a wrong on the best interests of
the people, a deadly blow to the tem-
perance cause, if they allowed the bill
to be enacted, no matter how small a
majority it might get when it goes to
the country, on a declaration that a |
bare majority should carry it when!
there may be a vast preponderance say
ing that the country is not ripe for pro-
hibition and that they don’t want it.

Mr. Marter (North Toronto) moved
the adjournment of the debate at 10.39
p.m. y

“Ten times more in worth”

VIN MARIANI

—Shakespeare.

Freaks of Flowers.

“Why is it,” complained the man
with a grouch to a restaurant keeper
yesterday, “that you fellers hardly
ever have any flowers in your old
Joints?”

The hash founder looked up. “Flow-
ers won't liv ein restaurants,” he
said; “the smoke and odor of the cook-
ing seems to smother them, and thety
never thrive. I've tried it dozens of
times, and always with the same re-
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Three More Days

In which to get one of our
imported tweed suits, made to order
for $9.99.
suits, but for this week only we are
selling them for

They are regular 16,00

$9.99

Men’s Svits.of newly Imported Tweed,
in the season’s fashionable shades,
trimmed, lined and tailored to perfec-
tion ; made in anv style you may

and 'a PERFECT FIT and

absolute satisfaction guaranteed. Such
a suit has never before been sold

under $16, Our price is
ORIN cocot iniian i 9099
Bend for samples of cloth, name this paper,
and we'll gend you our gelf-measurement form,

with which you can take your own measure as
accurately as the most skilled tailor.

Philip Jamieson g3

—_— ]
Made Of — s No Hoops
i 3 No Joints
% No Seams
EDDY 8 No Leaks

INDURATED FIBREWARE

AND
ARE, FOR DOMESTIC PURPOSES, VASTLY SUPERIOR TO THE
ORDINARY WOODENWARE ARTICLES.

TRY THEM.

FOR SALE BY ALL FIRST-CLASS GROCERS.

—USE—
EDDY’'S PARILOR MATCHES

Builds, Braces, Unites and
Sustains the Hntire System.

BN

Most popularly used in
Hospitals, Public and Re-
ligious Institutions for 40
years.

(-3 -]

Will give color to your
cheeks, make your eyes
sparkle, enrich the blood
and give that energy and
healthfulness
meant to enjoy.

Emma Eames

most delightful and effica-
cious tonic of inestimable
you were | value to singers.”

THE GRAND OPERA SINGER.

“I find VIN MARIANI a

EMMA EAMHS.

AT ALL DRUGGISTS.

Lawrence A. Wilson Co., Limited, Agents, -

AVOID SUBSTITUTES.

Montreal.

sult. Put flowers in a saloon, tho, and
they grow and bloom in splendid[
shape. The tobacco smoke, I suppose, |
serves as a fumigator, and the fumes |
of the liquor apparently stimulate
them. If you want to make a success
of flowers put them in a grog shop.
To stunt or kill them, a restaurant
is the best ever.”—Duluth News-Tri-
bune. {

White Flour is made from
the inner portion of the wheat

(mostly starch). This starch
has to be turned into dextrine
by the stomach’s exhausting
labor before it can.be digested.
The important part of

the wheat containing

the phosphates and

much of the gluten,

which make bones,

teeth, muscles and

tissue; and the germ

that nourishes brain

and nerves has been

removed from white

flour.

Kernel
of Wheat

Greatly enlarded

being made of the whole wheat, contains all the elements that

Build Blood, Bone, Brain and Body

in perfect proportion and as a harmonious whole. 7%e starch
of the wheat has been dextrinized by thrice cooking, and
the entire berry has been spun into “short,” light, porous
shreds, which gives increase 1 surface for the digestive juieces
to act upon. These processes prevent unnecessary work for
the stomach and make this appetizing feod-stuff perfectly

digestible.

VALUABLE RECIPES IN EACH PACKAGE.
Send for recipe book, The Vital Question, which contfiins numerous delicious “‘dishes.’

THE NATURAL FOOD COMPANY, Niagara Falls, N, Y

Heavy my heart is, heavy to carry,
Full of soft foldings of downy enwrap-

And the outer fold of all is love,
And the next soft fold is love,
And the next, finer and softer, is love

And were they unwound before the

er a-Galifornia

More folds and more folds and more

§SURE CURE

Nervousness, Sleeplessness, Ner- |
vous Prostration, Loss of Ener%ry, |
Brain Fag, Faint and Dizzy Spe Is,
Loss of Memory, Melancholia,
Listlessness, After Effects of La
Grippe, Palpitation of the Heart,
Anzmia, General Debility, and |
all troubles arising from a run- |
down system. '

They will build you up, make rich

energy.

Price, socts. per
box, or three boxes
for $1.25, at drug-

Of love—always love.
| And, quiet at the last,
‘Deep in the nest, in the soft-packed

| nest,
One last fold, turned back, would dis-

You, little heart of my heart,
Laid there so warm, so soft, so soft,
Not knowing where you lie, nor how

Nor why your nest is so soft,

Nor how your nest is so warm,

You, little-heart of my heart,

You lie in my heart,

Warm, safe and soft as this body of

This dear kissed body of yours that

- Pullman rate,and have same comforts, $50—
Here in my arms and sucks the K Round Trip Rates—$50—trom Chioago. G0
strength from my breast, | one way, back another. Sold in April, May

The strength you will break my heart | 804 August. :

No person should go from home withont
a hottle of Dr. J. D. Kellogg's Dysentery| —
Cordial In thelr possession, as change of
water, cooking, climate, ete,,  frequeatly | FRIENDS.—Time was when Dr. ~“1homas’
brings on summer complaint, and there i8 | Eclectrie Ol had but a small field of -lis-
nothing like belng ready with a sure re-
medy at hand, which oftentimes saves spread. Those who first recognized its
great suffering, and frequently  valuable
lives. This cordial has gained for itself a
widespread reputation for affording prompt
relief from all summer complaints,

Mother Song. :
From the Portuguese.

ments—
again;

folds woould unroll

close

softly,

yaurs

lies

with one of these days.
—Pall Mall Gazette.
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GREETS YOU

$42-— FROM TORONTO — $42

During March and April

The lllinois Central
Railway Company

HAS

32— SLEEPING CARS-- 32

With speclal agent in charge of each car
to transport you there in comfort.
These cars go on different dates, and by

tes. The Pullman price in these
| sleepers less thanc half of the standard

See your local agent or write the under-
signed for particulars.

WYLLIE,

Buffalo,--N.Y.
240

tribution, but now its territory 1s wide-

curative qualities still value it as a spe-
cifle, and, while it retains its old triends.
it is ever maRing new.
whoever once uses it will nct be withoat i,

IT RETAINS OLD AND MAKES NEW

1t is certain that

1




