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ixher co
ng:tut he thmg:t it would bd unfortu.
nate to shut out the great portion of b:odu;yt
by providing that all cases ehould be | mﬁ -
before the Superior Courts. The cases whie
did srise under this Bill were essentially
ones in which it would be advantageous t.tg
«ce 1the witnesses and the parties face
face, and to know the full facts, and it was
with that view that he had prﬂpoiodf that
the remedy should bo & local one as far IE
possible. One gentleman to whom he ha
spoken Lad suggested that power ahuuhl. ba
given to twomaglsrates todeal withsuch oa: ?I $
but although he had the greatest respect u;
the magistracy of the Province, he believe
that this wasftoo important a jurisdiction o
sntrust to them, gnd that it should nof go
forther down than the Judge of the Coanty
Court. Another objection to the Bill was

ihat after the order of interdiction had been

| by the Judge it could be registered,
meghira it enutiflued in force the drunkard

conld not buy wuor eell nor morigage his

Eﬁt'.tc-l ‘{ \ :
Mr. WOOD (Brant ) — Real property?

, BETHUNE—Yes, or anytking else,
T!E; knew how irequently the tavern-keeper
or the country storc-keeper took advantage
of the unfortunate drugtkard. How [requent-
ly he ran up long bills in a tavern, and that
waa followed up in a drunken moment by the
signing of a morigage, a deed by whkich he
lost his real and personal property. Butbyfar
the mwoat important provision in this Bill was
that it wonld shut off the liquor from the un
fortunate man during the year. It provided

that the interdiction might be served on the

tavern-keeper after which he would be liable,
l?h: mﬁnﬁd tosell tothedrunkard, to s fine
of ahurdred dollarsandthe abolition of his li-
cense for three years. He was not one of
those who aseailed all the persons engaged
engaged in the liquor trade, as he believed
there were many honest men in it who made

it a rule to sell no liquor to habitual drunk-

ards, but there were, unfortunately, many

barkeepers of a very dilferent class who

would take the meanest advantages of a

drunkard’s weaknesscs, although they knew
thi; were draining the life-blood of the un-,

fortunate and his family, The Govornment
measure proposed to shut up the drunkard
from his drink, He proposed to shut up the
drick from the drunkard. As he said before,
this was not a new measure, 1t had been

manufasture of in.
X . gving farther than
the interest of the country required, It was
desirable, however, to stop, if poasible, |
the viee of drinking, but this Bill did not
strike at the roos of the evil at all. Al it
dit was to protect a man as far as Lis pro-
porty was concerned. He believed a man
who drank ought to be treated in the osti.
mation of the public as a criminal, because
it was a crime for a man to do an injury to
himgelf in that way, and he should be pun.
ished therefor, 8o far as this Bill was con.
cerned, he thought it would be difficult to
corry it out. It would be diffieult to say
who was a habitual drunkard. There were
persons who would soak themselves in liquor
and be in a maudlin state from year's end to
year's end, and there were peraona who
would go on sprees lasting for wecks at a
time, but these latter would be just as un-
able to attend to busincss as those who were
continually in a maudlin condition. A man,
t00, might be generous when he was drunk
and not so when sober; or the reverse might
be the case; and there would be a law made
taking the penurious man into custody, be-
cause he happened to be mean and penurious.
There was no proper distinction made in the
Bill. He did not think that any good would
come of it, and when the measnre went
into Committee it would be found to
inoperative, He believed that ex.
cessive drinking should be treated as a
crime, and a law made that no ‘matter
whether at a gentleman’s table or a drinkin
house a person who should drink himse
into a state of inebriety should be punished
therefor, If such were the case he believed
it would be beneficial. He never tasted any-
thing intoxicating himself and was practically
a temperance man, but he did not consider
that & man who was moderate in his habits
should be prohibited from taking a glass of
wine at a friend’s house. As long as he did

0o harm there should be no such resolution.
The advocates of temperance in advancin
their views overshot the mark ard preven
the attainment of the good object they had
in view. He had many warm friends who
believed in total prohibition, and although
it mipght be considered objectionable he
wished them to understand exactly what his
view was, Opposed as he was to alooholic
drinking in any shape, he did not think the
manner in which temperance so.ieties went
to work to stop the liqnur trailic was the

way to do good or to achieve the object they
had before them,

tried in some of the States in the Union and
r had been found to work well, 1t oporated
 in tLis way. 1t did not simply restrain the
- drunkard, but acted as a prevention. When
& man kpew that the management of his
- property would be taken out of his handa if
he drank to excess, he would be apt to res-
train himself before he brought himself under
' the operation of the law. lie asked the
- House fo affirm the principle of this Bill -
the sound and nncreI principlo that a man
- s no right to do wrong to himself or to his
' family. A man had a perfeot liberty to do
. right, but he had no right to do wrong to
~ himself or bis family. The machinery of the
Bill waa similar to that adopted in the Gov-
ernment Bill, It seemed to be the best ma.
cbipery that could be devised. There was no
dzuger of the Bill being too atrictly eaforced;
the danger was that the Bill would not
be enforced eirictly ecnough, instead
of a man being deprived of the manage.
ment of his property unjustly, Still, he be.
lieved that the Bill would have a good etfect,

Mr. PRINCE said it was perfectly plain
by the number of petitions presented to this
House that there waas a strong feeling against
tae sale of liquor, 8o many petitions were
there, that the Eapurn did not give the names
of the societies by whom they were signed or
from whence they emanated, but merely
stated that so many such patitions were pre-
scuted. The cheapress of alcohol in this
country was the root of the evil, and poor
and he had no doubt that almost gvery mem- E‘:Ert‘l::;te iﬁﬁ:ﬂe:u?:{ﬂh{mm it ?1';51‘:‘
ber had some oneia his eye who should be in.ﬂg }ﬁ would like to knu;c:l:;sn'ud X
bTGUﬂht under the oporations of this m!’:!l" ment, *“Hdﬁf the o ration of the Bill °J d
eure. He could assure the House that the decide who th ll:eb' al d » Wou
country was watching them on this question, "':d if nut;::ﬂ ﬂfﬂ “i_‘ﬁ“‘“ r““kil;idﬂ were ;
I Le temperance people formed a large army N Dhe Wit one o f:‘:’” f““:" t"Pf;“ &
of poble men who for years had been striving DS Sonll st T h t“'.' vriunate class,
with much scif-denial to mitigate and, if habitual dn & u;w . s ll:ne:mf-, for g
poseible, destroy the evil of intemperance, This . ki mfn e B '11;’ y a lunatic
Depend upon it, if members voted against that E“h:ad?[ 1 :::“i?tﬁ“ icht ;: the :lluc;
this measure they would hear about it when before a judge he woald b:"'.g y8, atten
they went back to their coustitusnts. The hd dﬂw'imlu Es o W dl' mterdictod. He
vice of intemperance was the great vice of d rmki:J — 1 w— l“"l“m'“ effects from
the age, and {4 was the duty of the House, friend g;_ ;n hf&aﬁ'eshtg somse dear ulfl
irrespective of party or ereed, to do all in brtiﬁl;i?rml mbelieve.:l with the tate Sir Al ;
their power to diminich that vice. (Cheers.) e ’ ¢ fate Sir Allan

McNab, . that drunkenness could not be
Mr. CAMERON said the mover of this abolished by Act of Parliament. The moment
Bill bad called the attention of the House to { a tbing was prohibited, the keener the
the fact that the tomperance organization desire for it, and he did not think that the
was exceedingly exténsive, and that they ! Bill would accomplish the result looked to,
Wwere walching hon, gentlemen upon the
floor of this Housa, If that wore Whrown
out as a threat +¢o prevent mem.
bers from  discharging = their duty
here freely, it was improperly  done
Ee believod respect vas due to those who
were advocating the tomperance cause ; they
showed agreat amount of solf -denial, but at
times they advocated that canse indiscreot] y.
As he desired there should be no uncerlainty
as to his position on this question, he would
say that so far as this measure was cancerned
he believed they hada right to legislate in
the directionto which this Bill pointed. They
2443 right to panish a man_who_attempted

towards prohibition,

| evils of the liquor traffic must be more atrict
and more general than now, though he would
ot favour the prohibition of the manufso.
ture or importation of alcohol. That article
I': of use for bl:m mechanical and al:;mi-
Cal purposes, but the most anomalous ing
was the prominent place givento alcohol in
the bars of hotels or saloons, which were to
be found at almost e four corners, or
wherever there was a blacksmith’s shop.

e time would y come when




