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with the hon. meinber for Bothwell too as to the i1and also the loss to the men engaged in the industry
propriety of passing laws of this kind, sumptuary that will be put out of existence by the adoption of a
laws as he designated thein and as they are generally . prohibitory law. Moreover, we have had no
designated, as to which public sentiment may not information within the last 17 years as to the
be in full accord. But where I differ from the hon. working of prohibitory laws restrictive of the sale
member for Bothwell, and where it seems to nie of intoxicating liquors in other countries of the
the argument obliges us to part is on this point: world. If it was riglit, as I suppose it was, as I
The lion. ienber for Bothwell says that with a have no doubt it was, for the Government com-
view to ascertain that he desires at once to test posed of hou. gentlemen opposite in 1874, under
public opinion by a vote. Now what is the logical the report of a joint Comrittee of both Houses,
conclusion of the hon. member for Bothwell to issue a Royal Commission and send their
on this point ? It is this, that althougli he commissioners tlroughout the Upited States to
has been a mnember of Parlianent for a long get information on this point, surely now-after,
period of years, a leading and fully imforned as the Minister of Finance lias said, new states have
nieniber of Parliament, better informned and better been addcd to the roil of prohihitory states. after
experienced than the great majority of us here, 1î years have eiapsed, is there aqny impropriety,
after all his experience, his reading, his contact any unconstitutionality in making the saine enquiry
with the people and the study of this question, yet now, ani even eniarging the bounds of that enquiry,
lie, a public man, is unable at this moment to come so as te ascertain what, under the altered conditions
to the conclusion as to whether public opinion of of our country, the effects of a prohibitory nieusure
this country is strong enough to warrant the pas- would lie upon our own people? If the (overnment
sage of this measure, and lie proposes to leave it now is the best quatified body te get this informa-
without information to the electors, not one in a tion ani lay it hefore the buse, I presume it was
thousand of whom has the information and know- so lu 1874. . But in that year the course now pro-
ledge lie lias on this question. What is the differ- posed was a(oited. I wili not detain the buse,
ence between that proposition and ours? It is that at as I miglit have donc at an cariier hour in the
everyphase of this d ifficultquestion weshallgatherin evcning, in slowing that time after time in Great
the nost authentie way the largest and fullest in- Britain, not oiy on kindred subjeets te this, but on
formation that can be obtained in this country and this subjeet ieif, enquiries bave been made ycar
everywhere else, not for the purpose of inforning after year as to the working of lws to rcstrict the
the Minister of Finance-and that sophistry was in sale of intoxicating liquors even in the British Isies
all the arguments we had from the other side-not tlieseives. No lcss than tlrce Royal Commissions
even for the information of the Government alone, h-avep een issued withi the li its of Great Britain
but for the information of this House, as a basis for as to the working of the license laws iethat
future aetioii and for the information of the elector- country, an they have coilected information and
ate, te whomi the lion. ember for Bothwell laid it before the publie and ParliamSent for
proposes we shaleventuaily refer this question. gei purpose of inforining the public nw aes
f 'lie, with ail the stidy ami experience he lias well as the mind of Parliament, as to al

been able tebring to bear on this question, is unable the fact o and circunstances urronding the
to coic to a conclusion, sureiy lie may consider qluestion. The lion. meniber for Bothwell (Mr.
tlîat the electors camie enlighten7d by information Mils) expresse to the House a strong preference
obtained by nieans of a Royal Commission. Then for adecision of tais question y a plebiscite. For
therc was the cually illogicai straimi in the lion. a oment Iwisn wt present to the House a ew
genitleman% argument as to the unconstitutioréality, of the objectins te tlsat proposition; m1wilestate
or the iiîpropriety'froni a constitutionai point of thenu very briefly and not elaborate them consider-
view, 1I bad better put it in tliat form, of this queï- ing the hour of the nid.y think that course is
tion being investigated by a Royal Comtmission open td a very grave ojection, not oly becuse it
instead of by tUe'overnnieit. The hion. genticuan is or is supposed to ie reptgant te oue theorY of-<ar
declated that the rovernniient pas here, that it constitution, but hecadIse it pratically weakens the
shouid give the information te the public, and was power of this Parliament for ail time to coui, toSay
the constitutional committe of this bouese for tvnat it shah abrogate its functions in discussing ay
sucli a purpose. But the lion, gentleman illogically public question anid leave tdbat to Ut people to d-
thn camne to the conclusion that heicGovert- cide, instead of its being decided by the men yao
ment as qualified to deal witl this question ani the people have sent lcre t deal wit l that and evr
get the information, this Parliient, WGiich is con- other uestion tat ay reuire the action of Par-
stitutionahly bno tio olegisate on the question, was liaent. I can easioy crnceive, t say nothing of the
incoepetent and niust ask the peop e to legisate for theoretical objections, that in future yars Mien
at. There ought tobe ver litte uncertainty asfo B tel ncures may be brought forward to wnich vigorous
pro basis of a proposiionef thiskind. The reso- oppsitionwill e raised in tlis bouse or in the coun-
lution of the lion. niuenuber for Ottawa (Mr. M\,ack- try, a climour te do the samî* thing wouid Uc raised,
intoshi) sets eut on its face more fundy than the and we would ind in ail our future experience a
sub-aendment dees the nature of the iuformation Canada that the precedent set on tis occasion was
whcm is rcquired in this country. fter ail the net only a departure from our constitutional theery
discussions whicli have taken place on this question but a very inconvenient one in practice ; tiiere
it is true that nembers have been able to telius woun d be no safety, ne security, and very litte
what the loss of revenue te Canada will be, but I strength in this Parliament until that precedent
have mut beard auy view of the question as te what was virtnally wiped eut, se far as regards its
tae byovinci means of a e Ryas r soinilThenre cr .T
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