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| ONTARIO LEGISLATURE.
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FOURTH PARLIAMENT—SECOND SESSION.

Tivurspay, Feb. 17.

The Speaker took the chair at three o'clock.
PE’I‘I'EIUN =
The following petitions were presented :--

Mr. Calvin—Of the County Councilof Frontenac ;
Mr. Livingston—Of the County Couneil of Water-
loo, severally praying for mumendments to the
Jurors’ /\el respecting selectors,

Ml;:j Mutﬁulfel—t)f John stewart, of Kingston, re-
specting Lhe police magistracy.

Mr. ?ﬁm‘mrdmn Of the County Council of Leeds
and Grenville, for free markels.

Mr. Cascaden-—-Of P, J, Linderman e al., of
Eagle, in favour of the Port Royal and Lake
Shore Railway Bill, :

Mr. McLaughlin—Of Liskard and Union Star
Division Sons of Temperance, against amend-
ments to tha License Act respecung closing of
hotel bars.

The Attorney-General-Of the town Council
of Woodstock ; Mr. Blezard Of the township
Couneil of Otonabee : Mr, Mclaughlin—0Of the
township Council of Clarke ; Mr. Peck—0Of tho
townshipCouncil of Monmouth: Mr. Livingston- Of
the township C'ounecil of Waterloo: Mr. Pardee— Of
the township Couneil of Moore : Mr, Graham-—
Of the township Council of Bosanquet ; Mr. Liv-
ingston—0Of the town Council of Galt, severally
praying for certain amendments to the Assessors’
Act respecting the taxation of dividends.

! REPORTS OF COMMITTREES,

| Mr. PARDEE presented the ninth report of
the Committee on itailways.

THIRD READINGS,

'I‘haifullﬂwinc Bills were read a third time and
paszsed : -
To change the nau.e of the village of Petersville

' to London West,
To incorporate the St. Catharines and Niagara

Central Railway Com un{.

To incorporate the Port Royal and Detroit River
Railway Company.

To amend the charter of incorporation of the
Victoria Rolling Stock Company of Ontario.

To vest cerianin lands in the town of Woodstock
in trustees, and to authorize a sale of the same.

To authorize the Law Society of Ontario to ad-
mit Francis Hew Eccles as a barrister-at-law.

To conflrm certain assessments of the city of

Kingstoun.

THE LIQUOR LICENSE ACT.

The House went into Committee on a Bill to giv!
increased efleiency to the laws azainst the illied
| sale of intoxicating liquor. On the first clause

Mr. HARDY sald it was proposed to place the
license of smaller vessels navigating the inland
walers upon the same grade as rural hotels. As
the Act now stood all liconses for all vessels were
$100. This amendment provided that vessels of
a certain size should only pay $60, the same as a
rural hotel.

The clause then passed.

Mr. GIBSON (Humilton) said he did not think
the fourth clause of the Bill, which provides for
the withholdiug of the license of a shopkeeper
who was twice convieted, went far enough. He
thuus:hl that a person who was twice convicted of
Keeping a bar open after hours should not lose his
license as well as a shopkeeper. He was perfectly
gatisfied that those who had the administration of
this law would not be satistied with such
a #light change, He believed that ke law relat-
| Ing 10 the e®sing of bars on Saturday night, and
| throughout Sunday, was very generally broken,
and if the Government wished to have the law en-
foreed they sivould make the punishinent of those
convicted more severe. The fact was that the
bars would all be closed if hotel-keepers were sure
that waiie vheir burs were closed other competi-
tors were not driving a profitable business, ‘he
only true remedy was to inpose such severe pen-
alties as would effectuallv prevent a bar bein
Kept open. He would, thr-r-t-}un!. move in amend-
ment that the Board of License Commissioners
shall withhold the license fromn any person twice
convicted, for wiud of not less l.{mn LWO years
and for a th offence the person so convicted
shall not thercafter receive a license. If thi® car-
ried he thought it would have the etfect of greatly
decreasing the illicit sale of liquor,

Mr. MEREDITH said that it must be borne in
mind that undcr this Act there were many de-
grees of eriminality, There mixht be an uninten-
tional violat.on of the law, and it wonld be wrong
to make a castiron rule in regard to such offence,

the maner should, as far as possible, be left<in
the hands of tue License Commissioners. [f this
were done, those who were really guilty woald be
punished, and those who hmi unintentionally
broken the law would not be punished with un-
necessary severity,
: Mr. F HASER said the amendmeut of the mem-
ver fur (tawilton shoulel not be carried out. He
vonenrred i the view af the leader of the Opposi-

tion, that a man might break the law uninten- |

tionally and be wrongly punished. But this did

not refer o shop-keepers. Thev o' 1 not entertsin |

guesis, and there was no necessity for any unin
rlentional wiraction of the law on their part. Heo
[ thonght the law wesall that it ought to be. and
any amendment thereto should be a move in the
wrong divection,

Mr. FERRIS conld not see why other deaiers
should not be placed under the same penally as a
holder of & shop license, '

Mr. GIBSON thoveht that oW ing Lo the immense
llr_r::;nrr broughe nLIH';Ir apon the license Com
hssioners (oL was absolutely necessar
the clause as he proposed, P a1

Mr. YOUNG thought that under the ¢lause a
man who had really no intention of brenking the
Plaw, might be deprived of his shop license, It

was liable o work an injustice, as it was LI POS -
sible for a man always to control his clerks, He
thoughi the claw:e shanld Apply only wh;en- a
man  had personal eognizance of the infrac-
tion of the luw. [e thought that in his section of
i the country the Saturday night law wins well ub-

served. He quest:oned whether a better obsery-
ance of the law wouid be obtained by severer
penaltics. He conld nol see wny a man with a
shop license should be placed at such a great dis-
advantage with other retailers ol liquor,

Mr. HARDY said he thought the Commissioners

pow had suficient power to deal with the cases

' alluded to by the hon, member from l.ondon. He

also agreed with the Commissioner of Public

' Works. The object of the Bill was to prevent the

. sale of liguor after the hours allowed by law. The
hotel-keeper had to close his house at a cectain
hour, but this rule did notappiy to the shop-keepcr,
and. therefore, a more stringent law was required
in his case.

Mr. LAUDER thought the Bill discriminated
rather scverely against the shop-keeper. He would
like to sce the law requiring bars to be closed
during certain hours enforced, but he thought
the measures taken to enforce the w
should n.pg]}' to every one who sold liguor.
He thought the amendment of the mem-
ber for Hamilton was a move in the right
direction. He believed that the whole law was
wrong, and was a mere political machine in the
hands of the Government. The law if right was
not carried out, and could not be carried out,

Mr, YOUNG said that the clause had been
brought in by the repres entations of the Liecensed
Victuallers. He believed that the hutglkaﬁﬂem
broke the law more frequently than tbhe shop-
keepers. The clause discriminating inst shop-
keepers was a gross injustice, and he thought that
their duty was to deal out even-handed justice,
He was willing to agree to any enactinent that
would prevent the illfult sale of ligquor,but he would
notagree toany enactmentthat pressed undulyupon
any one class. The groeers engaged in the liguor
trafic were generally most respectable men, and
he believed tried to the utmost of their power to
carry oul the provisions of the law,

Mr. LONG thought that a house that sold liquor
should sell nothing else. 'T'hey had tried that plan
in his part of the cuuntrly. and they had lnumr the
system 1o work admirably. If this were done they
could elo=e both hotel and shop at the same hour,

Mr. IROSS fully concurred in the reinarks of the
last speaker. There were a number of places that
had adopted the plan, and it had worked benefl-
cially in every case, It was wrong to allow a man
to gell liquor and groceries together. 'T'he grocer
was in the habit of giving a customer liguor
for the Purpom of retaining his custom.
This gave him an advantage over the groecer who
did not =ell liquor, which he should not posses,
'he suppositious case of the member for North
Brant and others, was one that never oceurred in
reality. A man could be convieted under the pro-

ed clause for a very slight and unintentional
infraction of the law, but he never wonld be. As
between the cluuse and the amendment thereto
he was certainly in favour of the original clause,
. AMr. GIESON (Huron) said that in the view of an
influential Commissioner shop licenses should be
done away with altogether. He thought the
amendmcoent of the hon, member for Hamilton was
too severe, In the section where he resided the
( rooks Act had etfected a great change for the
2ood. The Aet had undoubtedly done a marked
good throughont the whole country,

Mr. CREIGHTON agreed in thé main with the
views of the member for Hamilton, He thought
Lhe Saturday night law was flagrantly violated
Few convictions, moreover, were ohitained for in-
iractions of that law. He thoucht there should
not be the ditffercnce between the tavern-keeper
and the grocer. The objeet of the Saturday night
law was to prevent the workingman from squan.
:}:Ilrﬂﬂl lh;ﬂu“*'“ikf}' }"'HHEB. It was obvious, how-
ver, that the law in t :

“{;_ ¥, at respeet was not ob-

Mr. HARDY - How 1w
re{llw:lylttiiull-(?u'r{) ould my hon. friend

Mr. CREIG N—By amlying the ’
chinery to the tavern-keeper as Tl 15 1ru:pmltn
apply to the grocer. He would like t it the for-
feiture of the license should only take place when
the proprieior was cognizant of the offence.

Hrﬁh:lrf !i.nA llflll‘b tﬂlﬂ.lll{l 1al the cluuse perhaps might
o, o allow the Governme .
nf\tlhu :.-{t’ sl“ﬂnlﬂ made, ment 1o consider some

Mr. MCLAUGHLIN quoted statistics )
that the crime of drunke A et
lh{;ﬂlﬂ:}tﬁl}lf{ih#{ s g nness was diminishing

Mr. CREIGHTON claimed that that was th
sult of the lax eaforceme ‘I 3 %
1“!5 3"“{‘{’? cement of the Crooks Aet in

Mr, Mo ...'EL'GHLI_\'. continuin . Bad
canse of temperance was much injqurm %yﬂﬁitﬂ‘f

suing of shop licensas, He tl
be some change in that recpery St there should

Ar, GIBSON moved another amendment in sub-
Stilution for his former oue, in order to meet the
objections of some han. members.

li-\flcr some fuither discussion it was decided to
allow the clause to stand 1or the present,

Ilrh*:r ;:tglsti 1*{153 aug reported progress.

. s Aeclared t ) ¢ .
talt s S 0 be six o cloek, and the Speaker
AFTER RECESS,

COUNTY OF DUFFERIN.
m:[:ltu;“lll?uu.:f t:'uut into Cl.}l"l'lllliﬂﬂﬂ of the Whole

H1omake provision for the
of Justice in the count v ot Dutﬁ:r'i “.udmiuist.rl.uuﬂ

Tue Commitiee rose
elight amendmonts. s¢ and reported the Bill with

SECOND READINGS,

Mr. WOOD moved the sccond re
respecting the inspection of mylum:? uﬂ‘!:itzli!llf

common . :
o “"mﬂgﬂulﬂ. and reformatories in the Province

The motion was carried
tth }HlUIJ moved the second reading of a bill
amend the Act for the protection of insectivno-
ﬂ? and other birds beneficial 1o agriculture, He
am; llirum soveral authorities to prove that robins
cherry birds were vgrg destructive to crops
e

and fruit, 7T
portant t}uu'_l he Bill woul found to be an im-

The motion was carried,

Mr. MOWAT moved :
_ the second read -
réspecting returns required from luﬂnﬂiggﬂg ?3““'::'1

e .

1 [ ]
pa I‘IITH' n doing so he briefly explained its etfect.

e motion wus carried,

RAILWAY ACCIDENTS BILL.
M ~ oy
Rl FRASER, in moving the second read-

P

ng a Bill to make provision for the satety |

ol I'ailwn.r ' E“lpl“ ’
- yees and .
the House ™ was doubtless tt;quﬂpublmirh B#tilg



