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PtNISIIMENT OF SEDUCTION.

The flouse resumed the adjourned debate on Mr. Charl-
ton's proposed motion, that Bil (No. 6) to provide for the
punishment of seduction and likeoffences, be read the third
time; and the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment thereto.

Mr. BOSSÉ moved in amendment to the amendment:
That alWthe wordÈ after "that,' be struck ont and be replaced by the

following: This Bill be read the third time this day six months.

Ainendment to the amendment negatived on the following
division:-
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Mr. FOSTER. In advising with some of the friends and
promoters of the Bill, it is thought best that I should ask
for leave to withdraw the amendment. That is not may
opinion, as I believe the amendment is a just one, which
should be as much a part of the Bill as any clause in it,
but in deference to those who take a great interest in the
Bill, I ask leave to withdraw it.

Motion for leave to withdraw amendment negatived.
Amendment negatived on a division; and Bill read the

third time and passed on a division.

PROH[BITION OF THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC.

Mr. FOSTER. When six o'clock came on the day upon
which I moved a Resolution, respecting the enactment of a
law prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of
intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, I had not
finished the rernarks which I had intended to address to the
House. However, as the time of this House is valuable,
and as there are quite a number of hon. gentlemen who are
disposed to take some part in this debate, I shall with your
permission, Sir, waive any remarks which I had intended
to make, until the close-of the débate,;when I beliëve T shalf
have the opportunity of making a reply.

Mr. FISHER. In seconding the resolution moved by my
hon. friend, I wish to say a tew words, especially as the
standpoint from which 1 view this question is a littie
different from that of my hon. friend, although we arrive at
the same conclusion in regard to the principle at issue.
Notwithstanding the able and exhauÉtive argument of thé
hon. gentleman who inade this motion, I find that there are
a considerable number of points wbich have not yet been
touched upon; and it is for this reason that I ask the attet-
tion of the House for a few minutes, after which any hon.
gentleman who wishes to speak in opposition to the
principle before us, may have an opportunity to address you.
First, Sir, I would like to have it clearly understood that,
in treating of this question, I do not consider that the
ordinary use of liquor is at all a crime or a sin. I say this
because I know that a large number of people who think as
I d:, that the use, the manufacture and the traffic of intoxi-
cating liquors in this country should be prohibited, do hold
that opinion. But, notwithstanding that I difer from them
on this premise, I am happy to say that thé conclusions
which we draw Irom différent premises arive at the same
end. When I say~that, I do not in any way wish to endorse
the use of liquor, bocause I believe that is inadvisable, that
it is contrary to the publie good, and that it is contrary to,
the physical advantage of those who indulge in-that use.
Unfortunately, however, we invariably find that the use is
attended with abuse; and iis because of this invariablefact in-
the world's history, that I a= opposed even te the use of in;.
toxicating liquors. In saying this, I do not wish to- b
understood as saying that I believe that no individiua canu
use intoxicatingliquor withoutrabusing: them; butIîeF
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