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keeper to ascertain the age of every erson
who would call upe han for a g cf
tiuor. Why, it would be necessary for
a young mon to oar i their pocket
a card ertîfying to their age, if such an
amendment was rried. (Laughter.)

non. Mr. LauM said the hon. member
for St. Petera(Mr. RieUy) thought if the
citizens of Chiarlottetown required such a
law they should have etitioned for it; but
he (Mrt. Laird)lookef upon this as a pro-
gressive measure, and one thitat would apply
to the "coumtry as well as to tho city. As
to the objection raised by the hon. member
(Mr. McCormack,) he would only say, if
the parties'te whom liquor might be re-

under te provisions of this ill,
were thirty years of agq, he did not know
that any sqrious injurz iwould be done to
ther. le believed the amendmnent pro-
posed by the Iou mmen r Bell
would have the effoct of pi-eventng young
peoplofroin getting into thé h ait of
drinking, and whatever those opposed to
it might say, he felt satisfied posterity
wouldapprove of the measure.

Mr. REix found by .referring to the
bye-laws of the city corporation that there
was an aet there sinilar to the provisions of
the amendment. He still Considered it
would be better to let ithe matter lie over
until the whole of the license laws could be
revised, which would, in his opinion, be
preferable to such hasty legislation.

Mr. BaECEEx.-It was true there was
such a bye-law as the hon. member referred
to, butit bad not been put in force. Tihere
was this difference, if this law passed, it
then became the statute law of the land,
and the courts would have the power to
deal with its iolaters;

Mr. McCor.acÎ.-Ycs, but when a ta-
vern keeper was fined under this law for
selling to a man, how were you to prove his
age? That was the point he w doul wish
to have explaned. Agai, a uan might go
to a tavern keeper and represent hiiself to
be older than h really was, buy and pay
for some liquor, and then tara round and
fine him for seUing it to him. He hoped
the odmmittee woud consider wel twhat it
was d9ing i the matter. "Rather than have
such a law, hoewould prefer doing away
with the ae of spirituous liquors by license
altogether. If it was right to have it ke t
from mincs, it waswrong to allow it ,tobe
sold to those who mere older.

Hon. Mr. HAVILAND saitd the. hon men-
ber was astray iu supposing that under such
circuinstances a tavern keeper would be

fined, for if it could be proved thut he
bnaflde aonsidered the mof age when
he soid hlm the liquor, an action could not
be sustained agis't hlm,

Dr. JxS titought that au amendment
omnbracig such an mportant change abouid
not have been intreduced until notice
thereof had been givon lu the rder bdok.
It appeared strange to hlim, to giv poWer
to tht City Council to grt lbenses and
then tO lace the power of annuling them
in the hands of another body . À grand
jury might be aomposed of men in favor of
temperance prineples, and might, there-
fore, be induced to take unnecessary pains
to find out the errors of those Who kept
licensed taverns, as by the adoption of such
an amendment full power would te given to
that body to do so. le thought no tavern
keeper could guard against being fined, at
times, if parties were disposed to watch
hlm alosely, for the restrictions already
thereon were suic as readered their ob-
servance at ail times next to impossible.
le had been in several parts of the world,
and was pretty well aequainted with the
working of hotels, and was convinced the
taverns iu Charlottetown, as a hole, would
compare favorably wititthose in any other
country. When a man went to the nse
of opening such a louse, the reasons cuit
be strong which would justify any body of
nien n taking away his license. He, how-
ever, knew the evil effects arising from the
abuses complained of, and would be happy
to aid in haviug the cause romoved, but did
not thimk the amendment proposed would
meet the difficulty.

Mr. BREcKEN had not mUch time to de-
veote to the consideration of the question
embraced in the discussion, but did not
hesitate to say that when he heard those
parties against wom the grand jury made
presentments had their licenses reuewetd by
the Mayor's Court, he felt ashamed of the
action of the representatives of the cor-
poration of his native town. le wasaware
that a tavern keeper could not adhere, on
all ocions, to the literal requirements of
the law; but when he knew there were four
times as many licensed taverns in the city
as were required, he could not but conclude
that other motives than those which the
accommodation of the public required, led
to the granting of so many lcenses. If the
Mayor and his Couneil did so for the pur-
pose of raising a revenue, they did so at a
terrible cost-even the ruin of the morality
of the youth of the city (hear); and whon
he reflected that they had quadrupled the
requirements of the city, he considered tihe
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