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have invested their money in the business, and come under
the regulation of the law, and they are liable to all the reg-

ulations established by the Commissioners, who must carry !

out the Act under the eye of the Inmspector. Therefore,

so far as those hotels are concerned, they are under the same.

restraints against improper conduct, whether a petition is
presented in their favor or not; and, as they were not
obliged to get any such certificate of character when they
80 invested their money, I think that it would be a cruel
and a bad thing if, by a change of opinion in that particular

locality, all their gold should be turned into stones,; and that.
they should lose all their property. I really do think it:
would be very improper and very hard tc doso; and that.

it would operate against individuals, without at all promot-
ing the cause of temperanee.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 would like to know what the reason for

 this Bill is, after the hon. gentleman’s declaration, for ke|.

has first ‘stated that the different regulations under whiech
t"e licensees obtained their licenses were issued under com-
petent anthority ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Idid not say so.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; the hon. gentleman did say under
competent authority.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 said, issued under Pro-
vincial authority. .
Mr. BLAKE. No, competent authority.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman un-
derstood what I said, or he ought to have understood me.
We are not hero to catch at words, and show our wit;
although that is not the particular accomplishment
under which the hon. gentleman shines. We come here
seriously to discuss this matter. The hon. gentleman under-
stood me, unless he has resolved not to understand me.
Every hon. gentleman who heard me, understood me to
mean Provincial authority under which these people, be-
lieving it to be a competent authority at the time, paid
their money ard establisbed their business.

Mr. AUGER. There is a good deal of truth in what the
Premier has said, as to certain cases; but I krnow munici-
palities where they have five and sometimes more licensees.
Suppose the Commissioners decide to diminish the number
of licenses ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have that right.

Mr. AUGER. Yes; and suppose they decide to issue anly
three liconses, how are they to decide what three shall be
chosen from the five? But if these persons are obliged to
got the support of one-third of the electors in the polling
sub-division, then the people can choose three. This diffi-
culty can be met by leaving the clause as 1t is.

Mr. JAMIESON. As a temperance man I would bequite|.

satisfied with this provision in its present shape. One hon,

gentleman has stated that it would give parties who at present |,
held licenses, an advantage over those who wish to procure |.

them, if it is changed as proposed. Perhaps there is some-
thing in that; however,I have no doubt, that inasmuch as
this Bill will become law in the interest of peace and order,
and tosome extent for the promotion of temperance, I think
that the provision as here is in the right direction; and I
really believe that the temperance people of the country
will be satisfied with it in its present shape,

Mr. FISHER. The right hon. gentleman, I think,

misunderstood the drift of my remarks when he seemed ]

to considor that I thought that the presert holders of

licenses were less orderly. than, and of an inferior char-{

actor to, those who may obtain licenses under this Aot

This was not the intemtion of my remsrks, What I
wished 10 infer was, that as one of the most important:

parts of tho Bill consists in tho restriction put on obtaining
Sir Jorn A, MAoDONALD, ,

licenses,those who now have licenses. will ”ebcaggjt,hose reatric-
tions, and in that way have an advantage over thiose whohave
not now licenses. The hon. gentleman:seems to be aftaid of
interfering with the vested rights of certain individaals ;
but as my hon. friénd from Shefford stated, ke is bound
to interfore. with vested rights in municipalities where
more licenses are held than are allowed under this law.
How will he be able to decide who shall relaih and -who
shall be debarred from licenses? But if they have to get
the support of their eloctors the matter will be more ecasily
decided. As the regulations of the Commissioners. will be
declared beforehand, the electors in. question will know
how many licenses are to be isswed, and. will only sign the
spplications of the most deserving. For these reasons, I
think thst it would certainly be only fair and right to
the whole community to leave the law as it mow: is

Mr. McCARTHY. I think that the hon., gentloman
seems to forget that after the applications are in the Bogrd
has to seléct those to whom they will grant licenses. All
that this clause dues is to say that'a man who holds 4 license
is prima facie supposed 1o be a fit and proper person to get
a license for the next year. He has not a vested right, bat
comes armed with that position, 8o to spesk ; and therefore
he is endowed with that title which 2 man applying for the
first time has not. The Board after all has to-say to whom
they will grant licenses ; and they are not bound to grant a
license to one person more than to another. It will be granted
if they think that the man’s house has. been properly kept,
and if the lor so reports they will refuse the new
applicant. Here are people, 90. per cent. of those who will
apply, put to the trouble. of asking-their neighbors to sign
B cerlificate in their favor, altheugh they have carried on
their business assumedly in a respectable manner, and that
does not seem to me to be reasonable,

Mr. M¢NEILL. It does seem rather curious that it
should be an objection to this clause that those persons who
have invested money and property in the buildings they
have erected, should lave an advantage over those who
bave not invested their money. It seems to me that to a
certain extent they have actually a vested right in this
property, because while their licenses are renewable, there
18 & certain tacit understanding that so long as they keep
their places in a proper manner, their licenses shall be
renewed.

On sub-section 3, section 17,

Mr. CAMERON (Viectoria). I think this sub-section
should be amended by inserting the words after the word
“gchool, ” “in existence before the license was granted to
the house for which the license was ‘&;)kplied for.,” I thmk
in the event of an institution of that kind being built after
the license was granted, the vbjection shonid not apply.

Mr, McCARTHY. Itdoes not necessarily prevail. It is
only a ground of petition.

Mr. CAMERON. Itshould not be a ground of petition.

Mr. BLAKE. To amend it, a8 the hon. gentleman sug-
gests, would be to recognize that the license should go to
the house. It would be practically saying that no neigh-
borhood should be improved by buildings of this description
being erected upon them, without their being informed that
there was a.tavern there which they could not get rid of
for all time to coine. \ L
. Mr, ROSS (Maddlesex), Itwpuld practically be admitting
that taverns would be of mpre impertance than a place of
worship, & hospital or a school. .
| Mr. CAMERON' (Victoria); I'think ten dirys should bo
pibtitiited: for. four iu this otitsh, as f06) diys is pot suff-
pient in the case of'a large-comnty, like my owm, to'go frot

one end to the other.



