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brought hefore the magistrates amd charged with in-
fractions of the Seott Aet. What was the result of
that” It wasabsolute failire so far ax the prevention
of drinking was concerned. but the result was of a
very serious character in bringing about an amount
of perjury. false swearing and frulse evidence fearful
to contemplate.  Finally, when the three years had
L‘l-l'hml the Sceott Act was u‘]wu]ml m ﬂltt county
by ahmost as large a m.nunt\ as that which orig-
nally passed it. - But it i saiel that this Act was
not enforced becanse the ofticials of the Ontario
Government didnot try to enforeeit. Well, T have.
perhaps, as poor an opinion of the officials of . the
Ontario. Government as anyone in this House

liave hadsome experience of them, and T think they

are as inetlicient for any purpose except pnhuull .

campitigning as any body of people in the Dominion
of  Canada. But it was said  that they
not enforce this Act heeanse it was a Dontinion

law. and the Dominion Government ought to en- .

force it. | think all criminal Aets are Dominion

Actx, but it is the duty of the provinee to enforee
make an exception in
Aets

them.  Why should they
thix case when there are a handred other
which they do enforee ?  The reason why they did
not enforee it was this. which will always stad in
the way of anv legislation of this kind : that publie
opinion did not ~uppnn them in doing so,
can enforee a law against stealing because we are
all united in the helief that it is contrary to the
well-being of the community that one man should
e allowed to rob another. ~ We can enforee a law
against crimes of violence hecanse w ¢ all have re-
spect for onr own skins, and Jdo not'want men to
go at large who will commit such offences. Public
npmlun Toes xupport the enforcement of laws of
thix kind. but in regard to the Scott Act they

were powerless hecause public opinion was not |
with them, and beeause people who were bronght |
forward, from whom hetter t]nu"s might have
been expected. dild not hesitate in many cases ~of
course it is hard to say that a2 man actually swore
a false oath, but the inference is very strong
that they did give false evidence : and the
result was that hqum was sold as freely and
openly during the latter pdlt of the existence
of the Ntott Act ax in any previous  period
of the hhtnl\' of the county. ' It is said that
you could not enforce the Séott Act An a county
hecause it isssarrounded:hy other connties in which
liquor is.xold. If that .tpphu toa.county, it would
apply. to & provinee. and it woulil .lppl\ equally to
the Dominicn. ‘Have we nota cointry with a
frontier of 3,000 miles 7 What power.can prevent
the smuggling of lxqunr along that frontier”  Are
the Covernment now ablé to. prevent \mll‘.[«_']lll" i
the North:West Teriitories?  Is that.army of the
North;West Mounted: Police ablé to enforce the
law thete” We know that it has been to a lurge
extent u failure.  If-there were ouly two millions
of peoplesin this country who wanted liquor, how,

could the Government prevent ‘its: heiny \lllll"‘"lc(] ,
when it mwht be broughtin atany p]ch on-the |

frontier fmm Victoria to Halifax: Then, illicit
distillativn had become common under thé Ncott
Act.  In many parts of the backivoods; in'swamps
which were inaceéssible, stills had heen erected
and illicit distillation had béwome Yery :common.
TMlieit tll~txll¢txnln is very -common to- day. The
price at which ordinary whiskey is sold to-day is
sutlicient’ to. induce many persons to enter into
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illicit' distillation.  If that ix practised under the
present system. how much illicit distillation wonld
there be, in the present state of public opinion,

A the manufacture and  sale  of  liguor  was
entirely  prohibited  thronghont  the Dominion
Fhen we come to another question, and a very

cpractical question. - osadd thar 1 did not ques-
tion the: sincerity of  the  promoeters nt this
legislation or its advocates in this Honse, at T do
not think they have given saflicient weight to the
heavy H~pull~ll!l]lt\ which would rest upon them
Cif this measure were carvied.  With regard to the
Cgestion of revenue, I will freely admit that, if you
[ cith prove vour case, if you can prove that the pre-
; vention of the sale of intoxicating Liguor will bring
about all the advantages vou say wouldacerue from
Lty then the Government would be hound to lose the
revenue they derive from it and find that revenue
from some other source. AT =ay iz that theadvo-
cates of this measure must face the responsibility
tof calling upon the Government of this country —
whoever they may be--to impose  the necessary
tixation. aned to ,lhllt\' the conrse they have t: aken
i causing the additional taxation.  Lsay I admit
that, if yeu are right in your contention, there
_ought to he no difference w hitever on the ground
cof aloss of revenue, hut that those who advocate
this mcasure must be prepared to face that vesponsi-
bility. and to sk themselves this question : If this
resolution were carried to-day,” the: Government
must carry it out as a resolation of this House,
They must do that, or, if they resigned. and other
gentlemen took their pl.mm they would he cqually
Dound by the maundate of this House.  Are those
who wdvoceate this proposal prepared  to assume
'Ill-ll responsibility ¥ T do not mean to say that
i they ought not to assume it but 1 ask them : Are
they pu.p.uml to assume it ¥ My hon. friend upon
Fmy lefe says, in a very vague and airy way : Oh, we
| have no doult that the ]nmpUH\ of the conntry
will. he o great under prohibition that enongh
revenue will low in from some other source. Well,
that is just about on a par with the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite when they are met with the
|n'u~pu,t of a foss of a similu amount of revenue
by wnirestricted veciprocity., aml they tell us: Oh,’
we wotld e so prosperous that our revenue wonld
come from some othér source. I should like to .
hear from those who advocate ‘this motion, some
definite ident of how we are ‘going to meet that
difticulty, which we shoull have to. meet if we
‘pa“ul the resolution now in, your hanids.  Now
that is a very serious uum«lu.mun, andd it 1s one
to which the munlwn of this House are bound to
pay respeet. “They are alsohound to ieet all the
practical diticulties whichwould arise in the event
of such legislation. It is said in this resolution
thiat the Dominion is to enforce -it." Well, how is
the Dominion to enforee it? Is thc Dominion to
establish police all. through the country in order to
enforce it ? :

Mr. JAMIESON. I beg the hon. guxthmana'
pardon ; that is not in the present resolution, "It
simply aftiris the principle of immediate pr ohibi-
tion.

‘Mr.O'BRIEN. Well, ifsit is not in the. pleaent
remlutmn, all T have got to say is that it ought to be
in-the prewm wsulutmn, hecause it has been the
contention. with refereénce to. the Scott Act, when
the officials would not_enforce it, that it was Dom-




