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at fhu effects of the imbibing of

strong drink, he exfatinted upon the bencfits
r

that would accrue
of the sale of alcohol.

om the total prohibition

Mr. CLARKE (Norfolk), thought the re-

marks of several of the preceding speskers
were not to the point. The Bill was -aMor
the prohibition of the sale of liquor, but for
the protection of those who had become se
deoraded and helpless as to require their at-
tention. The Bill was more than a step In
the right direction, and he trusted it would
be allowed to nass to a committes, It would
throw a mantle of salvation, if he might so

upon all classes of persons in the

vince, and he maintained that the Bill

was a vital necessity to the people of this
portion of the Province.

Mr. BOULTBEE said that, in view of the
many petitions sent into the Hoase on the
subject of prohibition, it was impossible to

' let the session pass over without membors

s vino attention to the matter, But at the
E:.::gtimu the House must be careful of the
steps it took, so that no harm should be done

snd a good end lost through hasty actic.

There were many differcat views amon
temperance men as to the best way to curtat
the liguor traffic evil, and it was a matier
that required the closest scrufiny, There
were several ardent advooates of temperauce
in the House, but still they took differ-
ent views on this mattor as well as
on others. The hon. member for
South Ontario, who had always beea a warm
supporter of prohibition, opposed a Bill a
few hours previous of a cognate oharwtor—-k
one o ent ganiviing—but he undertoo
to put his heel on it because he did not like
mere 1aatters of detail thltlwirfn a: it, thu:rgh
ved of the principle of the measure;
?h?lgfmthough thepﬂll;*oup now before the
House was, in the opinion of the hon. gen-
tleman, wrong in principle, yet he would
e judgment of man was not

rt t.
:Pﬂmu in & matter like that now before
the House, and the greatest care should be
exercised in dealing with it, There was one
int which, during $he two houra’ debate,
ad not a. touched upon, and it
was this, —thas, under our constibuiion
it was provided that a maa should do what
be liked with his property under certain re-
strictions, and the Bill under discussion was
a daring Innovation on this right. 1t did not
define who an habitual drunkard was, bat
‘he decision was left to a man as fallible as |
any one else, and who might be prejudiced
in his views, like many extreme temperance
men wore. He had heard a man say that if
he had the power he would have every mem-
ber of the Legislature indicted because they
did not pass a temperance law: that repre. |
sented the feeling of anumber of warin advo- |
cates of temperance, He (the speaker) be-
lieved that the efforts that had been made to
decrcase the evil effects of drinking had
not been without good results, and
the country was rapidly advancing in the
cause of temperance, so that be did not think
there was any necesaity for the introduction
of the Bill of the member for Stormont. If
such a law as that was passed, a man in his
sound mind could be prevented from having
control of his own property : and if there
were occasion for a Dill of such importanoce
it should be introduced by the Governmens, '
He had not heard a single member of the
(Government express an opinion on the sub-
ject; and they were, he supposed, going to
test the feelings of the Houre, and go by the
majority, So crude and ill-digeated a Bill he
never gcen, and if allowed to become law
it wounld produce wrong. Feelings of spite,
envy and malice would be evoked. There
was no provision made in the Bill regarding
what the course of procedure should be
where the party sovght to be interdicted as
an habitual druckard did appear before the
judge within the eight days provided in the

Act—whether the judge was to hear the-case

and make his order, as if the man did not ap-
pear at all. It seemed to be the object of

some ‘egal gentlemen in the House to get as |

much busincss settled by the Court of Chaa.
cery as possible, Jf they could get caseas

into that eourt they were happy. He hoped 1

the Government would ask the gentleman
who bad introduced the Bill t) withdraw it,
for tho idea of leaving it within the discre.

. com
drunkard upon the same ground

tion of one man to determine whether the
Ent:i brought before him was an habitual |
runkard or not was wrong, It compelled a
wife to inenr against her husband, and this
was one of i%s most objectionable features.
He trusted that the Bill would not be pressed
this session, but that time would be allowed
to give it greater counsideration, He did not
ask that it should be withdrawn altogether, |
but merely postponed till next session, so
that there would be a better opportunity
Ztven for ccusidering it

Atty.-General MOWAT said he was not
at all disposed to adopt the suggestion of his
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friend. He thought the subject of fhis
Bill was sufficiently understood by the coun-

and the mmﬂph of it received the ap-
mm of the great maas of the commum-
ty. (Hear, hear) The hon, gentleman
the Bill placed the habitdal
as & maun ':ﬁ
nsound mind. But the habitnal drunk
:lvunotnmofmndmhd. It had been
stated that this Bill was a violation of the
rights of person and property. But & man
had no moral or legsl right to be a drunkard,
no moral or legal right to ruin his wife and
children. The object of this Bill waxs to alle-
viate these evils as far as 1% wmmﬂrle
‘or such means to do so. He un erstood
the principlo of this Bill to be the in%erdic-
tion of drunkards who were, in cunwﬁum}ca
of their habits, wasting and squanderin
their property and injuring their wives an
children. That principle was a good prin-
civle. There was not a member of the
Hecuse who bad not been familiar with many
instances in which men posSsess\eg property
had been precisely in the poaition to which
tbis Bill 1cferred—men who had acquaired
these habits, and who in consequence Wwere
wasting their property and ruining their
wives and children. They ought, there-
fore, to entertain any reasonable  pro-
nosal to protect  the families  of
such perrons. . It had been  said
4 would be a great evil o allow a woman to
take a position of antagonism 1o her husband
But the law provided that already, and 1t
wonld not be right if she was not al!‘uwed
that. Let any one go into our Police Courts
ond he wouldtind, constantly, cages requiring
that a wife should ap?eur against her has.
band. No member of the Houge would wish
{o take away that protection from a wile.
Dut this was very inadequate protection ;
it _gave no protection to the property by
which she and her children ought to be sup-
ported. It had been ssid that this evil was
' not a remedy for the evil of intemperance,
- 1t did 1.0t claim to be that. It claimed mere-
1y to deal with ouve class of evils, and a very
i {ormidable class, No one deunled ths
| magnitude of the evils of intemperance ;
overy one knew how vory great they were.
' Reference had been made to the very large
proportion of the evils afllicting sociely
| shat arose from intremtgermﬁa. It was nok
merely members ol LIPCrance orgzanlza
tions that made these calculations ; judges
who were not members of temperance organi.
zations, wardens of gaols and penitentiaries
and the Buperintenduntg of Lunatic Pi!}'luma,
aud every other class who had the means of
{udging, all unite in testifying that three.
ourths of the crime, three-fourths of the lu-
nacy, three-fourths of the vice, of the
wretchedness, sin and poverty that existed
were owing to this evil of intemperance.

Seeing, then thal the evil was 8o very formid-
ab'e they should fa.v::mr any tlm that

would alleviate it. 1t was not sufficient to
say that the Cetails of this measure were not
as they ought to bé. *No doubt it wa
a sound cofirse to take that if the principle
of a Bill was lipruved of it might safely

received by those who desired its details
amended. In opposing a former Bill, they
on bhis side of the House differed from the
other side as to what the principle wax
But in this case the principle of interdicting
a drunkard who was wasting his property
was n%nd principle, and if the details of
this Bill were not adapted to carry out its
principle, there was no reason why they
should not support the Bill, though at the
same time theyjmight desire the details to
be amended. It had been said that there
would not be many instances in which
gdvl.ntnge would be taken of the Bill, bus
it was to be remembered that with regard
to a law of this " kind its effacts
would not be felt merely in those

very existence of the law would prevent a
large amount of evil. A man knowing that
if he rmavured in his habits of drinking he
woul

measure would thercby be prevented from
going so far as to render an application of

the measure mecessary. He thought the

port of the House, and if its details were not

80 perfect as they should be there would bs

an ?sportuniky to amend them. He was

decidedly in favour of the Bill. (Cheers.)
The Bill was then read a second time.

Mr. BETHUNE moved that the Bill ba
referred to a Sclect Committee, consisting of
Messrs, Pardee, Farewell, Striker, Calvin,

cases which came under its operation. The |

be brought under the operation of this '
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Bill also one which ocught to receive the sup-
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|

Deroche, Clarke (Wu]ﬁn% ::n)l'ec?mnga’ Snet. |

singer, and the mover.
REGISTRATION OF TITLES.

Mr, MACDONALD moved the sesond
reading of the Bill to amead the Registration
of Titles (Ontario) Act in so far as relates to
certain portions of the county of Leeds. He

| explained that this Bill had been laid over

or the decision of the Government as to




