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of those laws in every community. The test to be applied
is, does the law minimize the evil and keep it down?
If so it is useful acd ought to be maintained. So
muoch,’ then, with respect to the test of law. Recol-
lect that it is not to entirely annihilate the evil but to
minimize it, to bring it within the smallest possible
compass, that we maintain such laws as advisable; and if
you find such laws minimize the evil, they are a success and
not & failare, I hope that the same reasonable and fair
test may be given to prohibitory laws a3 is granted by com-
mon consent to every other law wo place on the Statue
Book. With respect to the effectiveness of prohibitory laws,
I do not propose to enter at any length into that argument.
I merely wish to state thatin Great Britain prohibitory laws
have existed a considerable length of t:me, and that
the testimony to their good and advantage is unvarying and
unimpeachable. There are today in the ecclesiastical
Province of Canterbury 1,500 parishes, in which there is no
dram shop, bar room or tavern where intoxicating liquors
are rold, and a population of more than 230,0000 is living in
those parishes. The Committeo of the House of Convoca-
tion made a very careful investigation into those parishes,
and reported that the results wero such astemperance people
were led to expect. There are in the British Isles more
than 100 estates, covering large areas of country, in which,
by the will of the landlords themselves, no intoxicating
liquor is sold, and the testimony is unvarying as to the good
effect which comes from that restriction and prohibition ot
the sale of intoxicating liquors. Sir, the principle of prohi.
bition has been admitted by the B:itish Parliament on several
occasions. In 1854 the principlo of prohibition was applied
to the Kingdom of Scotland for onc-seventh of the timo, and
kept in force since then. In 1878 it was applied to the King-
dom of Ireland; and I notice a very significant fact which has
occurred within the last few weeks, that whereas, when that
law for Sunday closing in Ireland was introduced and pass
ed the first time, it was as a private measure and excluded
five of the principal cities and towns in Ireland. Within
the last four weeks tho British Governient have introduced
thit measure as their own, and ecxtended its provisions to
the five formally exempted citics a:d towns, I ask no
bettor proof than that practical test which has been given
in Ireland, and the practical results which have followed,
that the British Governme t, after carefully investigating
the matter, are ro informed and so suro as to the good effects
of it, that they have, «f their own motion, mado the law
their own and oxtended its provisions to the five exemptod
towns. I will not call the attention of the House to the
prohibitory laws which have been passed and dre in force
in the United States, and with great success. I will not
call the attention of the Ilouse at any length to the pro-
hibitory laws passed in this Dominion, which bave also had
their success. I wish merely to refer to one law, and to
quote &n authority not unknown to this House with respect
to its beneficial coffect. In 1875 the Parliament of this
country passed a prokibitory law, probibiting the importa.
tion, manufacture and possession of intoxicating liquors in
the North-West Territory. That has been kept on the
Statute Book ever since, and only this year a very eminent
authority, one whom this House will be glad to recognize,
Sir Charles Tupper, made the following statcment from his
place in Parliament :

It wiil hardly be necessary for me to allude to the fact that, under
an Act which 1 had the honour of submitting to Parliament when Minis-
ter of Customs, in 1873, the Inland Revenue bas not much to do, I am
happy to eay, in the North-West Territories, because, under that Act,
we established what is called a Maine Liguor Law throughoutthe North-
West Territories, which prevents the manufacture or sale of intoxicating
liquors in any part of those Terriiories. The result of that enactment
bus abundantly just fied it. It was with no small degree of satisfaction
that 1 found, when it was proposed to take a section of the North-West
Territory within the bounds of old Manitobs, that the people aroge en
masse against it, and protested against being carried into the Province
of Manitoba on any other terms than that they could maintain the exclu-
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sion of intoxicating liquors, which they then enjoyed in the North-West,
and retsin that provision when they became part of the Province of
Manitoba.”’ ‘

That i3 the testimony of the Minister of Railways and Can-
als; a conclasion at which he arrived, after an intimate
knowledge of the operation of the Act in the North-West
Territory, for seven or eight ycars. I offer no further
remarks, to-night, Mr. Speaker, I leave the Resolutions,
and the principle which is contained thereim, to the arbitra- -
ment of this House, feeling satisfied that if it will pass these
Resolutions in the shape in which they are, it will not only
have given an expression of opinion, which will have its
effect on a traffic always aggressive and always destructive,
but it will also hold out a silver token of hope and inspira-
tion to thousands and hundreds of thousands of people who"
are earnestly and honestly working in this conntry to sup-
press a traffic which has brought about & multitudo of evils,
with no compensating advantages.

Mr. KIRK. I did not intend to say a word on this quos-
tion, nor do I intend to say much now. We always listen
with admiration to the bon. member for King's (Mr. Foster).
On this occasion I have listened to him with a good deal of
pain and with a good deal of surprise. I could not under-
stand why he wasted so much eloquence in arguing the
question of prohibition when he eliminated, or allowed to
be. eliminated from his prohibitory Resolutions, anything
which was prohibitory in them. I regret that when the
amendment moved by the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) was before the Ilouse, and was carried by the
unanimous vote of the House, I did not object to it. I was
looking to the hon. member for King’s to rise and divile tho
House on it. I regrethe did not do so. Whon he acceptod
that amendment, ho spoiled his Resolutiors—there is nothing
now left. The Resolutions as now drawn are simply the
Resolutions passed by this House in 1875, Has not prohi-
bition sentiment advanced in this country ? I think it has.
In 1878 this fact was proved, for the Scott Act, which is a
prohibitory measure, was passed. It was thopght by the
temperance people, and I thought so, that it was the inten-
tion of the temperance men in this Hovse to press in Par-
liament this Session the equaroissue of prohibition ; but
from these Resolutions prohibition is altogether eliminated.
The Resplations before Parliament to-day are simply milk
and water Resolutions, with very little milk in them.
Now, Sir, the hon, gentleman says that the people call Lim
onthusiastic. Well, I am not surprised at that, wheu they
hear him talk ; but whon the point comes when action is
required, he seems to have very littlo backbone. I regret
this very much, from the fict that I, as a temperance man,
looked upon him as my leader. I am sorry I did not-as a
temperance man, and as a prohibitionist, object and demand
the views of this House when the amendment was introduco l.
So far as the liesolution is now concerned, I, for one, caro
very little about it. We arc no further advanced in regard
to it than we were in 1875, and I thivk the temperanco
people of the coantry will fecl in the same way with regard
to it that I do. Now, I havo nothirg more to say with re-
gard to this question, except o repcat that I regret very
very much that our leader on the temperanco question in
this House has though proper to accipt the amendment of
the hon. member for Cardwell. :

Mr. FOSTER. Aillow mo to make an explanation.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. FOSTER. I think I have a right to make & personal
explanation, when such a grave charge has beer mado
against me. If I have not, 1 will move the adjournment of
the House. The hon. gentleman gets up in his place, afier
the time for action on his part has entirely passed, and he
speaks professedly——

Some hon, MEMBERS. Is that an explenation ?



