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but that is not my position. Why should we fnot
learn the results of the world's experience in all
these years. What I propose is not for the pur-î
pose of shelving the temperance question or thei
prohibition question, but for the purpose of getting
information as to the nost approved, the latest,
the mnost reliable data. I propose that a Royal
Commission shall he appointed to enbody the;
results of the world's experience in regard to this!
question fron 1874 up to the present time, and to
make research and to collect all the facts and all
the experience they can get, and lay before this
Parliament the result of the experience of other!
countries and the data which they can obtain fron
them, which will be of the utmost advantage to
the menihers of this House and will be helpful to!
the country as well. That will forn a better basis1
for the consideration of this question than any-
thing we have now before us anid will enable us to
arrive at a proper conclusion upon it. I have said
more, perhaps, than I thought I should at the
heginning. What I have said I adhere to. Theseî
are mv convictions and I place them before the
House and the coitry. I move in amendnent to!
the amendment, that all the words after the word
" that - in the original motion, and all the words
of the proposed amendment be struck out, and the
following words added instead thereof

In the opinion of this House, it is desirable, without
delav, to obtain for the information and consideration ofi
Parliament, b means of a.Royal Commission, the fullest
and înost rElle data possible reqpecting-

a1. The effets of the i(juor tramiupon all interests
affected by it in Canada.

" 2. The measures whieh 1>ve been adopted in this and
other e untries with a view to lessen, regulate or prohibit
the tramec.

" The results of these measures in each case.
"4. The effect that the enactmient of a prohibitory

liquor law in Canada would have,in respect of social con-
ditions, agneultural business, industrial and commercial
interests. of the revenue requirements of municipalities,
provinces and the Dominion, and also, as to its capability
of efficient enforcement.

o'. Ail other information bearing on the question of
prohibition."
And it is only fair for me to state before sitting
down that this resolution is drawn out very largely
on the lines .of the amendment of my lion. friend
from Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh), widened and
broadened considerably mn the scope which lie had
arranged for m his amendment ; and, although, as
he stated, there was no knowledge and agreement
between myself or any member of the Government
and hiuself in regard to that matter, his plan, in
its essence, recomnended itself to the Government,
and this is simply a little widenig and broadening
of the principles on which he base his amnendnent.
I hope that the House will adopt this amendnment,
and that good results will cone to the cause of tein-
perance and sobriety in Canada fromn the work of
that commission.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me that if ever a
conclusion on any subject was at v-ariance witi theJ
proposition itself, the conclusion which the han.
gentleman hasoffered tous in hisamendmentis such;
it is totally opposed to the principles he has just laid
down. The hon. gentleman stated that he was a pro-
hibitiouist at heart, and stil believed in prohibition;
he was not always required, as he said, to defend
hinself against the charge of inconsistency. Well,
I will not go over his record to charge him with
inconsistency, I will be satisfied to take his speech
to- night and the conclusion at which he has arrived,

because if ever two things were inconsistent, it is
the proposition laid down by the hon. gentlewan
in his speech and the conclusion to which he has
arrived. He stated that lie was a prohihitionist at
heart. that he still believed in prohibition, and
that he would he ready to enforce it, but for one
fact as to which he was not quite certain, and that
was whether the public opinion of this country was
ready to sustain and iaintain a prohibi-
tory law, if a prohibitory law were passed. In
lofty language the hon. gentleman said that he
would not hold a piece of gold against a ray of
light, not even a handful of golit against a ray of
light ; but he said that judging from the experience
of the past lie had reason to believe that if a pro-
hibitory law was passed to-day, it would not
be enforced, and that the country would reap no
better results from it than it is reaping to-day.
What, then, would be the conclusion at which one
would expect the hon. gentleman to have arrived ?
That we should have information as to whether
public opinion is ready or not to sustain a prohibi-
tory law. That would be the natural conseq uence.
The hon crentlenan is ready to-day to ta-e the
responsibilities of raising a revenue, without the
revenue derived froum the liquor tratiie, and lie is
eady to undertake the task of tinding other

sources whereby our coffers could be kept full-he
would be ready to undertake all that if he could onàly
know this day that there is in the country such a
prohibitory sentiment that a prohibitory law would
not remain a dead letter upon the Statute book.
This is all the information the hon. gentleman
needs, before he asks Parliamnent to pass a proliii)i-
tory law. Now, Sir, this being the fact-and I

p ut the case fairly, I put it in the very words, I
believe, which the lion. gentleman lias just used,
that is the only proposition u ln which lie wishes
to be informned, this is the onlylight which h alsks
for now. Now, let us look at the conclusion of his
premises. Does he ask for this commission to en-
quire whether public opinion to-day is ready to
sustain a prohibitory law ? Does he ask whether
the people would vote for prohibition if they were
allowed an opportunity of voting upon the ques-
tion ? No, Sir, there is not a word of that. The
hon. gentleman reviewed alYthe methods whereby
public opinion could be tested on that matter.
There was the plebiscite, he said, but he does not
want a plebiscite, perhaps there might be
objections agaiist it. There is the old
constitutional imethod, the old British method, that
we emnploy to settle every question thiat cones up,
that is by an election every four or five years when
the people are called upon to pronounce their
jud lnent. There is force. certainly, in the remark
of t e hon. entleman that if to-day public opinion
was seriously in favour of prohibition, it is pro-
bable that the voice of the people would mnake itself
felt to that effect by sending to -Pariiament a
mnajority of nenbers ready to vote for it. But the
hon. gentleman discarded all these methods, and he
wants information,sohesays, as to whether the people
are ready, as to whether public opinion is in favour of
prohibition. Let us look at what he proposes. He
asks for a Royal Commission to investigate what ?
To ascertain what is to-day the public sentiment in
regard to prohibition? To ascertain whether the
people, if consulted, would give their decision in
favour of prohibition? Nothing of the kind, but
only, to ascertain "the effeet of the liquor traffhe
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