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Paclinmentary,

In the Houso of Commons on Monday 21st inst., Mr. McDonald (Kings)

presented a petition frum the Lioutonant-éuvcrnor and Legislature of Princo

Edward Island, and 5,700 others, praying that Parliament will give tu cach Pro-

vinco the right to regulate within its own limits tho manufacture and sale of in-

g}xi‘cl:ating liquors, or else to onact a prohibitory law for the wholo Dominion.—
ail, .

Sir Alexander Campboll has introduced in the Senate a Bill to amend the
Act prohibiting the salo of liquor in the vicinity of public works. The bill pro-
vides that the oxpression {intoxicating liquor) includes any alcohwlic, apirituous,
vineous, fermented, or other intoxicating liquor, any part of which is spirituous
or otherwiso intoxicating, and the expression * public work” meaus and includes
any railway, canal, road, bridge, or other work, and any mining operation car-
ried on by the Dominion Government, any provincial or municipal authority, or
by private enterprise, but the Act cannot be put m force in any city. Theso
amendnents have boen cunsidered necessary in consequence of tho recent dis-
turbanco on the live of tho Cunndian Pacific, north of Lako Superior.— Globe,

In the Commons, on Monday, Mr. Cameron (Huron) roso to move thut the
House go into Committee of the Whole to consider the following resolution :—
** That i the opinion of this House such portions of the Liquor License Act of
1883, and the Act to amend the Liquor License Act of 1883, as tho Supreme
Court of Canada has declared to be * ultra vires*, should be suspended, unless
and until the same shall be decided by the Judicial Comuuittce of the Privy
Council to be ‘intra vires' of the Parlinnent of Canada.” .

Sir John Macdonald said the Government had delayed any action pending
the application for leave to appeal to the Privy Council, but, 110 answor having
been received, the Government intended to bring in a measure on the subject.

Mr. Cameron (Huran)—May I ask what he proposes 7

Sir John Macdonald—It is in the nature of a suspension,
of the hon. gentloman's motion.

Mr. Cameron (Huron)—Then he will allow the motion to pass.

Sir John Macdonald—I have no objection to its passing.

The motion was adopted. .

The resolution was adopted in Committce and read a first and second time,

Sir John Macdonald said he would give an opportunity for the third read-
ing to-morrow.—Globe,

THE DEBATE ON COMPENSATION

ON THE 25th FEBRUARY, IN

~—THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.——

Itis in the lines

(Continued from last week).

[PROF. FOSTER speaking.}

When we come to inquire why it is that legislators have procecded upon this
plan, without providing compensation for the trafhic which has been disturbed, there
must be some good reason, some strong underlying reason, to account for it. It can.
not be mere whim, or caprice, or sentiment.  Tlus matter must have been argued and
probed to its bottom, and there must have been found away down there some under.
lying priuciples so strong and so secure as to induce this universal action with vefer.
ence to liquor legislation. And, Sir, what may we find to be some of these under-
lying sentimenta?

NOT A CREATION OF GOVERNMENT.

It is a common argument that you must compensate the traffic because,
it is said, it has boen created by Government: Government has called it
into being ; Government has protected it and fostered it; and thercfore Government
has » duty to do, and that duty can only be paid by compensation whenever the Gov.
ernment takes away its protectiug arm from the traffic.  Sir, I think the whole lus.
tory of this liquor traffic will contradict that statement of the case. I stand here
to-day to affirm that the liquor traffic is not a creature of the Governnient ; that itis
not a pet of the Government, and never has been ; that it came out of the ages when
ignorance prevailed ; that it came out alongsule of other abuses whick date from
ancient times; that it fastencd itself upon the country; that it grew strong before
tho people knew its character; and as soon as the peoplo began to understand its
true character, and in proportion as they underatood it, the struggle commenced, and
went on, and grew greater, to overthrow the abuse which had grown to so much
power and strength during these preceding years. So, Sir, it forced itself upon the
country, and when the country began to deal with it at all, the country dealt with it
a3 far as it conld get the power by vestricting it in greater and greater proportion,
until at last, in the long struggle, the liquor traflic is being overmastered by the
people.  And now, when victory will soon perch upon the banners of the temperance
people, alier these long years of struggle, the traffic comes up and says: Why, yon
have sanctioned onr cxistence; you have allowed us, under protest, it isstrae,—- bus
that allowance is equivalent to a sanction. Now, if you want to get rid of us, the
only manly and just way to do is to pay us what 1s involved in getting rid of the
traffic.  Sir, thisinvolves a much larger question; 1t involves the question as to how
far it is necessary that the people of tius or any other age, in deahing with the abuses
that have grown out of the preceding ages, should meet them and overthrow them
by force, and contest, and the power of lcgislation, or should compensate then and
buy them off from the hold that they have upon the community. If we wero to

admit that principle, where should we be landed? Thero was a time when nbaolute
tyranny had its hold upon country after country. Tho people wero beneath its
grasp, and the yoke was laid upon them. ‘Then commenced tho struggle, and, after
a tine, the people hecame triumphant,  Around this absvlute tyranuy there had
clustered moaopolies, — vested interests of a thuusand different kinds; but when the
people overthrew tho tyranny, there was no propusition to compensatoe that tyranny
for those vested interests which had grown up about the abuse, So it is with every
abuse, cvery aystem of tyranny, every system of monopoly, which has been grappled
with by the people and overthrown ns an encmy. 1t has not been customary to buy
them off, but rather to grapple with thom and to throw them off from the body
politie.

It would be a fair test of this matter with reference to the creation of the traflic,
to tuko a new country to-day and attempt to catablish in it this same traflic that wo
have minongst us by sufferance.  That you coull uot do.  Why, Sir, when the North.
West Territory was sot apart, — a new country under somewhat different conditions,
of course, — it was found that thir Liquor traflic cunld not be set up anew in it, and
there was an iron-claa prohibition placed upon tho introduction of the tratfic into
that new country. Only tho other day the representatives of the great powers of the
world met together to lay the foundation of a provisionul empire in Africa, The
Congo settlement was to be put within its limits, and set out in the race for progress
and improvement under a certain Provisional Government.  When the proposition
was muade to introduce this traffic of intoxicating liquery into that new country, it
drew forth-an almost unammous cxpressivn of disapproval frum the Anglo-Saxun
world, and the representatives of Great Sritain and of the United States of America
made their protest so strong that it had its effact, and the proposition was, if not
entirely, yet to a large extent, thrown aside.  You could not establish that system in
a new country, which is a fair proof that it has grown up ngn'inst the will of the
people, and it will be thrown off just as soon as the peoplo’s will is strong cnough.

REMAINED DESPITE WARNING,

More than that, Sir,—the traffic has grown up despite persistent warning,
Thero is no abuse which the people have tried to throw off, —there is no system of
evil which the world has struggled against, that has had longer and more persistent
warnings given to it of approaching dissolution than this liquor traffic.  Fifty ycars
ago, and more in this country, the first note of warning was mi?c(l, x.md overy temperd
ance mecting that has been held since has been a protest against it.  Every resolu
tion of a Church Synod has been a warning to it, and cvery resolution of a Legisla
ture. I think a good many Legislatures have passed resolutiona against it. I think
the chislnturc'of Nova Scotia and the Legislatures of New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Islangd, Ontario, and Manitoba have all passed resolutions praying this Par
liament to passa complete prohibitory liquor Jaw. Sir, all these things have been
notices to quit, and the traffic shondd have taken them to heart, and should not have
gone on in the face of all these repeated warnings. If it has gone on, it has been
upon this principle : Here is 2 man who conies up and says to himself, What business
shall I take? There is the grocer's business ; there is the boot and shoe business;
and there is the liquor traffic, — which shall I take? He sces that the two former
are stated, and solid, and certain ; that there has been no agitation with referenco to
them, no strong wave of public opinion condemning them, - while the liquor traffic
exists by an uncertain tenure, and gocs on in spite of the prayers of the people to
Parliament to sweep that traffic away.  Aud what does he say* He says - The gaius
in this scem to mnc to promise well.  True, the risks are great, but I will take the
risks for the sake of the gains. Now, then, if he has taken the risk? for the sake of the
gains, when the time comes for tho risks to accumulate in loss, let him pocket the losses
as well as the profits.  He has taken the risks against the strong and vepeated and
continuons warnings that his tenure was not a certain tenure, and might at any day
he disturbed. In 1864 the warning was given to him by an Act put in the hands of
the people, which might have shut up the liquor traflic in any county at any .limc the
people chose.  How many are engaged in the trade who have nml.crtaken it Lefore
15642 In 187S that position was made doubly strong by the passing of the Canada
Temperance Act.  How maay are in the licensed victuallers® u::\dc w-day that wero
in it previous to 1875 All that have gone in since those warnings of 1564 fmd 1878
were given have gone in with the full knowledge of the risk and thc.lmccrtam tenuro
upon which the traflic rested, and if they have chosen to take the risk, t.bcy have no
right to come here to-day and say . Becaust we have chesen to take the rlsk,.\\‘o want
you to compensate us whoen loss falls upon us. My fric.nd 'from Gr?y,'l think, who
apoke yesterday, made the proposition something in this light; or if it was mzt, he,
the proposition was made. Suppose a railway company hfl"c a charter fora x:axlway
to run through a certain district, and supposc that that railway crosses a man’s land,
and that 1t 1s necessary for the usc of that rozd that tho land should be taken, the
company have the power, or the Government hiave the power, to take that I:l.ud. Ifut
do they think of tuking it without compensating the owner for thc. \'aluo.of x.l, ? Not
atall; they never could.  But I hold that that and the ?ompcnmtl?n which is talked
of with respect to the liquor traflic arc two entirely dlﬁ'crcnt' thiugs, resting upon
hases entircly different, and to which entircly different reanoning mnst in the very
naturc of the case apply. My hon. fricnd who was furmerly Sp.c:\kcr. of the Qntario
Legslatare (Mr. Wells), and who spoke to us 80 cloquently, but inaudibly, ):cstcnl:ny,
from the other side of the Housc, said it was laid down by Chru.iccllox‘ l\:-nt thay
when property was taken for public use that property should be ’p:nd for. Now, Mr
Speaker, 1 am not a lawyer ; I do not kuow all. that Chanccllor Kent says or does not
say; but I am willing to submit four propositions to the good scnse of this House,
and to ask this Houso if those propositions will not stand,



