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my position godd. By adopting the motion we will-do
credit to ourselves, contribute to our safety and to ‘our self
réspect. But that is & matter of private opinion on the part
of hon. members, and I am gquite willing to submit my:
motion to the decision of the House. :

Sir:JOBN A. MACDONALD. I have been long enough
‘in Parliament to have seen motions of this kind frequently
‘made and carried. ‘1 have seen them made in Quebec,
Toronto, Ottawsa, and always for the same cause, and that
sn influx of strangers being allowed 1o go to the House of
Gommons restaurant. I believe it is the canse of very great
irregularity, there is no check upon it, and members are in
& great measure to blame for it. It is very natural for a
member receiving here a number of his conmstituents as
gpests to ask them to take a glass of wine, and the restanrant

s the most convenient place for doing so. t has been
the chief cause of all these irregularities. The resolution
that was passed seven years ago 1s a standing instruction to
the Speaker, but the reason why, in effect, that resolution
is absolutely valueless, arises from two causes. In the first
place this House has no control over the Senate restanrant,
and the consequence of preventing the sale of avine in the
Commeons resisurant was that everybody went to the Sesate,
and ‘made. the. fortune of the man in one end of. the
building, instead of the other. That trebled the custom

-of the man in- the Senate rvestaurant, and rendered the

Commons restaurant- valueless. The person who had
the Commons restaurant eaid it did not pay him,
-and no- mam could be got to keep it selling food
-aiene. -~ For that reason shatting up the bar was
no cheek whatever. Then again, it was known that you
cannot prevent a member from doing what he likes. He can
bring hig awn bottle of wine or his vwn flask if he likos. If

- the-man whe keeps the Commons restaurant bappens to he
& wime merchant outside members can purchase frem him.
The resolntion was found to. be-of no value and conld mnot
~be enforced. - That is the reason why it has. faded away. if
¥ou went (o prevent:all irregularities, if my hon friend
swould add to the resolution that not only the barsheuld be
‘closed hut that all strangers: should be-rigidly sxeluded, 1
«think the hon. geuntleman will get;something that can be.ear:
ried out.. The original resolution of the hon. gentleman wilt
have the same effect as the old resolution. It is found tobe
of no value, no check, no use whatever. ‘The resolution of
.the -hon. gentleman will fail in making any improvement at
«sll,-but by shutsing up the bar and keeping out strangers
he will ‘make real and .substantial improvement in the
removal of the irregularities complained of.

. Mr. MACDOUGALL. Iam sorry that I cannot, from my
own experignce and observation, entirely concur with the
spggestion of the right hon. gentleman. 1 do not see any
reagon, on grounds .of morality, or right why
members of Parliamerit, whose home this 'is, when
their constituents visit Parliament, many of them for
the purpose of consulting with members upon important
- public matters which may be under the consideration. of
garliaugent,~ should not be at liberty-to take those gentlemen
to the rooms down stairs—for those are really the owply
rooms available—for the purpose of eonsulting with them.
I do not see why we should tie our hands, why we shonld
vote ourselves incapable of conducting -curselves “like
gentlemen, and prevent ourselves from cooforring with
our. friends in the country when they come here, merely
because some gentlemen in this House desire to make th¢ms:
‘selves popular outside by advocating s particular crotchet of
“theirs on every oceasion. ['am not anadvocate of temperance
Jn the'way that particalar gentleman advocatesit, but I began
‘my public life as a strong'advocate of temperance and pro-
‘hibition, and I bolieve I drafted the first prohibitory Act
introduced into the ‘Legislative : Assembly, and 1 drew it
up‘with‘ﬁ'at care. But-I have lived to learn tbat that
Mr. LoneLEY,

mode of effecting temperance-in a free and -eivilized com-
munity like ours is not the -proper mode. I amh firmly of
that conviction. I am willing the experimont should be t#icd
under the Scott Act. 1 believe we -cinnot saﬁse?‘v public
opinion until that experiment has been fairly tried ; there-
fore, I am disposed to give every encouregement to .the

{experiment in.order that people may. be -gatjsfied ;that they
jcannot force upon the public;:in a free ceuntry,:

partiealar
notions about eating and drinking. 1 believe it {g mot in
accordance with the genius of our institutions;and onr
civilization that-any portion of the..community..shall, force
upon us their habits and ideds in vegnrd to the way.in which
we shall live or what we shall eat or drink. I protest, as a
member. of this-Honse, :sgainst the. .insippation, or the
implication that results from..1his metion, that we.are a
. body of drunkards—for practically that is what. it eomes to.
During all my experience as a member of Parliament, I do
not remember a. House more notably: sober. . 1. avow
upon my honor that since I have been in this House I have
not seen & member of Parliament intoxicated—not this
Session at all events—and [ am in the habit of going down
stairs pretty often. As 1 live same distance away I take my
meals below, and 1 have scen nothing .of ihat kind.
I admit that 1T have secen persons who appesred to be
strangers, and others, sefvants of the House, exhibit signs
of jutoxication. Therefore I agree thoroughly- with the
suggestion that the bar, if we can properly call it a bar, or
tho place where liquors are served. to members, ehould be
closed to strangers. Members should have the right of
procuring refreshments with their meals, whether wine
or beer. 1 {ake a glass of beer occasionally, ard I find
it beneficial to me. 1 consider myself a sober man; I do
not believe I was ever intoxicated in my life. There-
fore, 1 claim " the right to take my meals below and to
have a glass of beer or wine with a friend. ¥cando it
elsewhere, why shounld I be debarred from doing it here to
please the hon. gentleman. I say this very motion, this
discussion, is an ddvertisement to the country that some-
thing is wrong in this Houmse which I do not see to be -
wrong, except in the matter te which I havs referred.
Therefore, I'shall vote with great pleasure for the amend-
ment of my hon. friend, which shuts up the bar; but I
claim that the members of the House should have the
privilege to order a glass of beer or a bottle of wineif
they desire it. ‘While that is the law of the country, while
we have not actual prohibition prevailing everywhere, I do
not see why we should advertise to the country that we are
not capable of conducting ourselves properly in this respect. |

. My, ROSS (Middlesex). When this .matter was brought
before the- House in 1674, the reselution moved by Mr.
Chisholm was as follows: — , ‘

¢ That Mr. Speaker be requested t6 isune hn order prohibiting the sale
of intoxicating lignors within the precinc¢ta of this House.” .
That resolution was carried, after little discussion, by the
House, gnd, as the right hon. gentleman has said, has been
& standing instraction to the Speaker. Tt appears, however,
from what has been said, that that order has been disre-
garded by some means or other, and disregarded, as the
hon. member for . Annapolis'(Mr. Longley) has said, in a
manner that has not added to the- dignity of the House. I
caunot speak myself from observation during this Session;
but I know that in 1874, when thaterder was passed, it was
felt to be due by-this House to the sentiment that prevailed
in the country, that we should, as a~ House, "avoid every-
‘thing.thathad the appearance of intemperance.  F do not
know whether that order was then move  necessary than it
is now. - 1t was then'the unamimous opinion of the House
—there was no division upon it—that it-wowld add to the

dignity -of the House and - to ‘its -inftuenice in. the

country ‘that we should protect: in - this. way, as far

a8 we were able %o ocontrol the matter ourselves,



