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The amendment of Hon. W. B. Ross was
negatived on the following division:
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The motion for the second reading of
the Bill was agreed to and the Bill was
read the second time.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.

On motion of Hon. Sir James Lougheed,
the Senate went into committee on the Bill.
Hon. Mr. Thompson in the Chair.

On section 1—manufacturing intoxicants,
knowing, etc., that they are to be unlaw-
fully used forbidden:

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: I have not had an
opportunity to compare this Bill with the
Act to which my honourable friend from
Middleton (Hon. W. B. Ross) referred. I
think the honourable leader of the Gov-
ernment should give us information as to
this change and what it means.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: I do not
know that I can explain to my honour-
able friend more clearly than by the lan-
guage used in the clause itself. It makes
illegal the manufacture of any intoxicat-
ing liquor by any person ‘“knowing or in-
tending that such intoxicating liquor will
or shall be thereafter dealt with in viola-
tion of the law of the province in which
such intoxicating liquor is manufactured.”

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: But my difficulty
is that I cannot get a copy of the statutes
to compare this amendment with the law of
1916, which is referred to in it.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: The
amendment is a substantive clause added
to the existing legislation. It simply pro-
hibits the manufacture of liquor in a pro-
vince to be used illegally in that province.
It does not exclude the manufacture of
liquor for purposes outside that province;

Hon. Mr. ROSS.

that is to say, for shipment to where the
liquor can be legally used or consumed.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: The Act of 1916, as
it stands, will allow the manufacture of
liquor in a province?

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: The Act
of 1916 does not deal with the manufacture
of liquor.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: Does not deal with
it at all?

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: No, sim-
ply with importation and sale.

Section 1 was agreed to.

On section 2—prosecution may be where
intoxicants were unlawfully sent, etc., or
where accused resides, but no prosecution
against a person outside of province in
which he is except with approval of At-
torney General of province:

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentle-
men, I wish to move that the words ‘ such
province” at the end of that section be
struck out and that these words be insert-
ed: ““the province in which the accused re-
sides.”

Hon. Mr. CLORAN: Hear, hear. That
is plain—as plain as A, B, C.

The amendment of Hon. W. B. Ross was
negatived: yeas, 13; nays, 13.

Section 2 was agreed to.

On section 3—forfeiture of liquor, etec.,
seized under Act and not claimed, ete.:

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: This is
the same clause that we inserted in former
Bills.

Section 3 was agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: I move
that this section, known as the sacramental
clause, be added at the end of the Bill:

The said Act is amended by adding thereto
the following section:

Nothing in this Act shall be deemed to forbid
the selling or causing to be sold, or the manu-
facture or the sending, shipping, taking, bring-
ing or carrying, or the causing to be sent,
shipped, taken, brought or carried, into any
province from or out of any other province, or
the importation into any province from any
place outside of Canada, of any intoxicating
liquor for sacramental or medicinal purposes
or for manufacturing or for commercial pur-
poses other than for the manufacture or use
thereof as a beverage.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Is there a simi-
lar provision in the old Act?

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: No, but
there is in Bill 26.




