P,

(R

fm - = &

-

THE CANADA CITIZEN.

. w—

THE DEBATE ON COMPENSATION

ox THE 25th FXBRUARY, IN

THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.——

Mu. Knaseg, ML, tur North Ruding of Waterlvo, moveid fur a Comnnttes of the
whole to constder the fullowing resolution :—

. “Thutit s expedient whenever Parbament decides that o law prohsbiting the
importation, manufacture, and salv of intoricating liguw fur beverage puiposes
should be enacted, that cquitable provision should be made for the compensation of
brewers, distillers, and maltsters, so far as vespects the diminution in the value of the
real property, premises, and plant owned and used by them in theiwr business.”

Mz. Fisugg, M.P., for Brome, moved i amendment ;-

That all after the word **that” bo struck out, and tho following be nserted s
itsstead . * That the tune when Pathament provecds to discuss the &uiallu ot a lay

prokiibiting the manufactuie, importation and sale of intuxicating liquors fur Leverag.

purposes, will be the proper occasion on which to discuss the question of compensa.
}lon Lo the manufacturers of such liquors as may come under the operation of such a
aw.

Tho fullowsug 1s the prinapal purtion of the specches of Piof. Foster, M. L., for
Kings, N.B.,, and others, on the question thus Lrought befure the House :—

My, FusTER said . What is thus resolution? It is nothing more or less thau an
attempt, in a tiswo when there is o want of huowledge on the subject, 1 o time of pre-
judicey to hind the bunds of the futuie by a resclution cuntingent on sumething clee
bappening, And if I nustake not, although this resolution wny have wathun ats
scupe the cumpeusation of brewers aud distillews, 1t will have the effect— whether
this is its motive or not—it will have this con.cquence: It will raise up a sum of
money anywhere fiom §'2,000,000, which has been spoken of by my hon. friend
as the capital inveated da the biewaug business to-day, up to 330,000,000 or 310,000,
000— it will raisu that sum up as the probable sum which the pevple of this country
will invite to full upon their shuulders, and be laid as a burden on then backs of
they pas. a prohibitory luw. Sir, I donot think it is the usual comse for a parlia-
mentary or deliberative assembly to proceed in that way.

Then, again, I think this resolution, as iy friend on the othier sude has stated, 1s
premature.  Has it been discussed in the countiy ? It may be said that the proluba-
tion resolution last ycar was premature.  But, I reply, thero is a great difference.
That question has been before the country for fifty years, it has been steadily
marching forward towards its solution, Lvery year it has been invreasing m strength,
Every year the influences behind it have Leen augmented.  This question has per-
meated ¢very nook and corner of the laud ; it has gone into the centre of cvery cun-
stituency, it has been talked of at every fiveside, aud this Parliament list year, or
any year within the last fiftcen years, has had the data at hand to give a vote on that
principle, feeling certain that those who vuted upon it would represent the aggregate
fecling of their constitucnts. But where has this question of compunsation been
argued 3 In what constituency, in what nook or corner has it been raised? Is there
a single representative here who can say : Ican vote for this question, for or against,
fecling that I know what the sentiments of my constituents are, and that by my vote
Iam representing them here.

(An hon, MEMBER. Yes,)

The hon. gentleman says he can.  He then 1s one of the favored few, but I think
the large majority of tins Honse will feel that they canmot.  Well, Sir, following
that out, I do not think this House is in the position, in its representative capacity,
to decide this question for or agaiust compensation; because, whether this Hause
does pussess the know ledge of its coustituencies far enongh and wide enough to make
a fair decision in this matie. -cven if they do not, yet the opintun will go out from
this House, if it be taken in the affirmative or fiegative, the opinion will go out,
that this Pa.liament of Canada, representing the people of Canada, would make
this decision, when I hold that that would not be the ease, but that 1t will be
the gentlemen who «re sitting in the Pariiament of Canada, who have expressed their
collective or aggregate opinion on this question.

Do not imagine that I wish to say that we should not discuss maufully and fairly
and syuarely the whole 1ssuc, and nothing else. I think we should ; bat I think we
should reserve our opiniun as a solemn declaration until we find out where our con-
stitucnts are on this question. At least, that is my private opunion, guiding my own
conduct and speaking for miyself. Haa this question come up on the ground of
petition?  Has there been o single petition put before Parhansent asking that com.
pensation should be given to the browers and dustillers and maltsters? Iy there wits
from all this country—from the Island of Cape Breton to the Pacific occan? Can
there be produced on the Table of the House a single petition coming from the people
asking that compensation be granted? 1 think not. Aad we arca representative
body ; we represent the people in this House. Thisisa large matter, mvolvingat least
212,000,000, according to what iy hon, friend, the mover of this resolution, hasstated
to bo the capital employed in breweries and distilleries. I say that, under the cir.
cumstauce, as 1o voice of the people has asked for thisaction, 1t 13 too great a buvden
for us to resolve should be placed on them without consulting our constituents. It
may be atated that a deputation which came to thiscity not many daysago, presented
to the Government a memorial in which they claimed compensation. That may be;
but it was not the compensation which is claimed in this resolution. That dcputntion'
if I understood their memorial aright, asked for compensation for the license \'ictual:
lers, for the coopers, for the employces, and for the cigar manufacturers: This, then
is not their resolution 5 it is not founded on their presentment of the case. This i;
somcbody else’s resolution, and is founded upon somebody clsc’s prescutment of the
case, because the brewers and distillers are the only people included init. Then I

—

sy that from tho sovereign peopls of tho country, in the exerciso of their right of
petition, there has not como o single voico to this Parlinment acltug that compan.
ation shall be granted. So much, Sir, with rofercuce to that point.

But this resolution is also, to my mind, one which we ought not to take into con-
sideration, so far as to decude in favor of it, for another rcason, and that is this: It
is o resolution which, besidesembodying sumething which has not been asked for by
the people, Lesides tying the hands of the people in the way I have stated, is one
which is nut backed up by that ameunt of asgument necesaary to show that the
uccessity for it exists. I ay just refer, in passing, to the kind of argument with
which this demand is sumetimes backed up. For instance, I think tho only fiuancial
urgument which was used by the deputation which came to Ottawa a fow days ago
tho only argument which condescended to figures, was that used by the cigar manu-
facturcrs. Hon. gentlemen who have read their memo:’ il will remember that the
cigar manufactuiers started vut by arguing that thoy should have compenzation on
tho ground that the Scutt Act was 1jaring them; and they [showed, {from official,
records, a dumnuation of $449,000 in the amount pand by the cigar manufacturers into
the Dominion revenue in 1834, as compared with 1883; and then, by that strange
sort of argument which 8o viten prevads, they stated that this diminution was dae to
the operativn of tuo Scott Act in tho different cunatics. Now, Sir, examine that
argument.  When we come to look at tho retarus of the Minister of Inlaud Revenue,
we fiuu that last year the duty un tubaceu was reduced from 20 cents to 12 centa on
the pound.  The Miuster caleulated that sume $500,000 would bo lust tu the rovenue
10 conscquence of that decreaso ; but ho states n his report that, instead of $800,000
being the decrease, the deciease was $149,000.  Now, you see what kind of an argu-
ment that was. The Minister of Inland Revenuo says that the diminution is due to
the decrease in the duty; but the mnemorialists, in or’ r to uso it as an argument to
show why cumpensation should bu grauted to them, say it is due to the effect of the
Scott Act on the agae trade.  This 13 an instance of the curious kind of non sequitur
argument which is used in favor of compensation.

Well, dir, 1 am glad this resolution has been brought forward, for other reasons.
I am glad, becauss it shows that the finality is somewhat near, that thé end is
approaching, sl that there isa feching not only widespread among the people that
prolnbition ought to be established, but that there is a feeling amongat those likely t0
be affected by it financially that 1t is coming, and that it is an event that ought to be
provided for. What does tins resolution affirm? It affirmns that these petitioners
have no legal ground on which to base the continuance of their traffic, —that they
have no legal ground on which to ask for compensation. If they had in the constitu-
tion of the country, or i the Jaws of the country, any such ground, they would not
be approaching Parhament to-day by a resolution asking that measures should be
taken to give them that compensation. They have also abandoned the groynd that
they arcable to go before the country and argue, on the ground of right, that their
traffic shall be maintained and their trade carried on. Thoy distrust the people in
regard to that ; and they come to Parhnment and ask that a compensatory resolution
should be passed by this House.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the chair.

“Vhen the debate was resumed, M. FosTER procecded as follows: —

In the remarks which I was addressing to the House yesterday 1 was endeavor-
ing to give sume reasous why I did not regret the introduction of this resolution, and
also somo reasons why I should very much regret its passage. I stated, if you wil
remember, that I did not regret th= introduction of the resolution, because it was an
admission of {he strength of the Prohibition sentiment outside of this House, —an
admission from those to whom the movement is opposed ; that, in the second place,
it was an admission that, on grounds constitutional and legal, the traftic had no hope
of continued existence, or of compensation in the cvent of its existence being de-
stroyed. I alsosaid that I was glad the matter had been brought up for discussion
in the ffouse, as it was a question of very great importance to the country. and one
upon which the mind of the country had not yet been very much exercised. When I
had stated these reasons, I had stated all the reazons I had for not regretting that
the resolution was introduced ; but against the passage of the resolution there were
several reasons which I urged.  One was the unusnal character of tho resolution
itself ; the other was, that I thought an expression of opinion by this House — bind-
ing, as it would to some cxtent, the country; standing, as it would to some extent,
for an expression of opinion of the country —would be premature, because the ques.
tion had not Leen sufficiently discussed to allow us to get at what would probably be
the sentiment of the country upon it. I also stated that T would be sorry to see it
pass, because it was not based upon any popular demand, — because there was not a
single public deputation, nor a single petition sent in from the country, upon which
to basc this demand for compensation to the brewers and distillers. I may state, in
addition, that the resolution iz not a logical one, because it is of a kind that we may
call a class resolution. Herctofore the contention has been by the brewers and dis-
tillers that their business did not stand alone, but that other great-intereats were
dependent upon it; that by its destruction other great correlative industries would
suffer toa large extent ; and if any plea has gono forth through the country as to why
the brewing and distilling business should not be interfered with, it has herctofore
been tho plea that the destruction of other interests would be involvel in the destruc-
tion of the brewing and distilling interest.  But, in the face of all that, we find this
resolution introduced into this House, and an attempt mado to get the authoritative
decision of this Parliament— upon what?! Upon a proposition which includes but
one hundred and thirty men in tho Dominion, —a proposition which includes but the
brewees and distillers nominally, which leaves entirely out of sight all those correls-
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