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so that. witlh al our restrictions, wc realize tlhat. wei
have no>t yet got it. tramupled under foot. but that
we muust. place further restrictions upon it ; and
the very next restriction which we muust place upon
it is total prohibition. Tie history of this nove-
ment ini the direction of prohibition is one that
nust be interestingr to every person who favours
temperance reformn. I thinkiwe Iay say that the
temperance movement dates fron soime fifty years
ago. althoiungl we have evidence of its existence at
a t1ime verv much aniterior to tlhat.. But the his-
tory of the tempq>eranîce îmîovemiient proper can be
comprised within the past tifty years. We find
tuat perioi lias been one of developmiient. TIhe
evil was at lirst grappled with iln a sm;all way by
meanîs of the license system. Then followed a re-
Iuetion in ie1the nu 1ber of liceuses granLted. Hen

We iad teI)eralice organlizationîs. 'Hien a high
price was fixed for licenses: and then caie the
local option laws. What is the result of this pro-
gress ? We are not as fa- froi prohibition to-

y ls w wVere tifty years ago. Aithough I am
a young mian. I can remljeiber the timue when
the drinking habit was much more frequently
indtulged in thanl now :and I an glad to be
able to say thiat the temperance movemuent
is kirgely to lbe credited with the decrease in
this great evil of indulgenîce li strong drink.i
We have yet to del with the financial probleni,
and that is where a great litliculty lies. It is
all very well to talk of local option and higl
licenses and temperance orgaunizations lut so long.
as we do not strike at the source of the evil we
will fail to reinove it. If we could by local option,
by temperance education. by hbigb licenxse, stop the
fountain of the evil from flowing. w-e would be
able to deal with it in a more practical manner,
but the great difficulty is that the manufacture of
liquor lias bee ciiontinually goig on, and the only
thing that seeis capaible oif being dlone at present
is to strike at the foundation of the evil aid pass a
prohibitory law. I im well aware thuat in adress-
ing ourselves to that part of the question we come
face to face with onue of thei ost sîerious diticulties,
and that is that there are -ery mîany persons Ci-
gaged in tie manufacture and sale of intoxicatingi
drinks, and we canmiot deal with this qiestion with-i
out . considering hîow it affects their iiterests.
We caliiot sweep away at once a man's
business witliut mauLking up our mninds
beforehiandei as to whelther or not lie is entitled
to Soime cmpensation. If I am' tr-espassinîg a little
outside of the resoluîtion, it mnay e that iy lion.
friend the mover of tle resolution will brilg ue
to tinie, but I must confss I am inot quite orthodox
in the matter of prohibition, because I am person-
ally in favour of coipenîsationu to the manufacturers.
'Thuat is mIly private opinion, which I State to the
House as 1 have stated it to my temperance friends
wlhenever I bave liai occasion to address thei on
this subjcct. It does lot appear to me fair, that
these gentlemen, w-ho have sutehi an inuniiense amiount
of capital invested in umachinery, buildings ad
other property for the purpose of carrying on theirî
business, slhould have their business swept away
and no compensation given them. Therefore, at
the risk of being called to task by my lion. friend,
I feel it mîy duty t tlhis House and to the country to
state that I amt in favour of compensation to the
mnanufacturers. I do not think I would like to
go further. I know there are hon. gentlemen
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in this House wihio sav : Why not. compenisate also
the other liquo- sellers. I think the others stand
in a very different position. but without takinîg up
the tinie of the House in discussing a matter, which
will pro)bably bu a questiopn of detail should we
duecide on prohibito-v egisition, I would simply
repeat that 'while I ai ii favour of compensation tg
the manufacturers, I o iot think coipensation
should extend te tuse who onl- sel1 liquor and are
niot n mfacturers. Another- question arises. amil
thilt isC as to the right of this House to prevent a iian
froim taking a di-iik of strong liq1uor if hiechîooses.
Now I would not like to r-efuse that righit. to any
mai lbecause i believe ii the principles of free om as
thev have been enuinciatel. to a certain exte-nt. by
the hon. miember foi Muskoka. I donot think we
have a right to say to any anit: W hile there is lief-por
in this land vou have no right to take a glass of
liquor Ibut I do say that if, in the opinion of this
House, the tinie bas cone when we ought to prohibit
its manufacture aîuîl sale for î o cbeveragepurposes. there
would ot. i believe. Ie anv imîîproper interference
with ithe liberty of the subject if whenî dealing
wvithi a irreat evil w e shuould subject people to

1 certain restraint. It clous nuot occiir to me thiat
the freeloi of our peoplei would be restricted
to aniy extent. whichi would be hîuîrtful ti) themn.
I vould, on thie coiitary, le disposed to -say that
the restriction wvould be leneficial even to thoîse
who inîdulge moleriately in strong liiuors. We
muust recognize. in dealing with this trathie, that
there aire multitudes of OUr Ilel aid ouri. womeil
who are dragged down by means of it so thiat
tiey no lolge enjoy- any freedon u: ml iot
olnly that, but the curse falls iponî their childrei.
How mîîuch of the crime, how mîuch of the sutfe--
in, how imuchi of the umisc-y ii oui land ean be
traccdl directlv aid inlireetly to the immioerate
indulgence in str<m g clrink. If all men and all
woîCmi could restrain their- appetites so that there
wuie be no intoxintion, ai I) social ami moral
mi1sery produced by thsei.we Mwould not be
stanlinlg -ere to-day speaking in support. of this
resolution : but it is heeause ien andl womîîenu have
been made slaves, it i-s beause child -ii have been
iiadev worse than slaves. that we ar lere to-day
asking thiat those who feel thadt a certain amllouiit
of restrictinl is placed on thir liberty by this
proosed law shouldi submit tc the cultainliieit
<of that liber-ty for, the becnetit of the multitude
w ho are so deely af-fct-Ifed c by the tralic. Another
difficulty we have to face. adi one likelv to cause
agreat deal of serious discussio lbeforea preihibiory
Slaw t-an bie passeil. is the qumestion of reveiue :and
yet Idonliot see, after all, if we are satisfied upon
other points. if we are convinuced thiat this law

e-gt to pass, if we are convineed of the evil we
aire seeking to banishi, if we are satisfied that it is
in the iiterests of the people, a prohibitory law
shoull be placed in our Statute-book that the ques-
tion of revenue should be allowed to stand in oui
w-ay. If w-e arie mîakimng reveiue out of an evil so
great that it requires to be prolhibitel, theu we
should sacrifice that revenue. If we are mîakiig a
revenue at the cost of the suffering.,and misery, and
loss, anid ruin of many of our- people, theni we ought
to be prepaired as a Goverminent to sacritice that
revenue, and to say te the people: We will(rive you a
prohilbitory law, whiatever loss it muay be to us by
w-ay of revenue. But it is contended, aind it appears
to mue with sonie degree of force-I must confess,
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