to have these improvements owned by a
oint stock company, who would have control and
thus prevent injustice being done to anybody.

Mr. MILLER said there must be somebody who
would have control of the improvements, or it
would be impossible for anybody to drive loge., It

| was absolutely necessary that some person should

have control of the slides.

Mr. PARDEE said that the object of the Bill
was to meet a particular case, and to make the
amendments so as to give eontrol to any one per-
sou would defeat the object of the Bill. It would
be muech more fair to allow the man who made
the improvements the use of them until he had
driven his own logs through.

Mr. MILLER said it would be possible for
parties who were ahead to wait at the dam until
the logs of all parties were run down to the slides,
when they could all be run through to ether.
the man who had control was behind this would
be doue, but if he was ahead, and wished to, he
could run his logs through and leave the others
high and drey. [t might be better for the Govern-
ment to have control of the slides. .

Mr. COOK said it would be an unfortunate thing
for the Government if they took the control of the
glides in their own hands. The better plan would
be to have all the companies using a stream incor-
puqated under the Joint Stock Company’s Act.
I'his wonld prevent aay injustice to individuals.

Mr. FRASER said that as in nine cases out of
ten the logs all came down the stream together,
therefore in nine cases out of ten the present Bill
would not apply. In the tenth case it was probable
that the suggestion of the member for . [uskoka
would be adopted—that was, for the men who
were ahead to wait for those who were behind,
There never was a law passed that a man might

not theorize upon and_point oul where
injustice might arise. It was only in &
very exceptional ease that the present
Bill would apply, and in that exceptional

case the prescnt Bill as it stood would
apply. If the Blil was amended as proposed, it
would not then meet this exceptional case. Mr.
McLaren was playing the part of the dog in the
manger, and it was to meet just such cases as his
that the Hill was introduced. The answer to the
whole thing was that in the actual experience of
Inmbermen the present Bill would operate suc-
cessfully and advantageously in the rare cases
where it would apply.

Mr. MEREDITH said that at present the
man who made the improvements had control of
the stream, but the present Bill proposed (o take
tlimt, control away, and did not give it to anybody
gelse,
~ Mr. NEELON thought that the Bill was a move
in the right direction. Those engaged in the lum-
ber trade had long felt the necessity for some such
lewislation, and the Bill would receive his most
hearty support. At present people might promise
to pay toll to the person who made 1mprovements,
but if they could get their logs in the stream
ahead of those owned by the person who had
made the improvements, there wus no other

course for the latter to pursue but to rush their |

logs through in order to get at his own,
whether the promised toll was paid or not, He
was of the opinion, however, that the person who
made the improvements should have control of

| the stream, and thought it would be impossible

for the Government to assume control

Mr. CALDWELL said that if one drive was held
at a dam until another came u'.v the probability
would be that both drives would be stuck, as there
was much more dancer of this with large than
with small drives. He did not think that the pro-
posal of the hon. member for London should be
entertained.

Mr. MILLER said that if the word * control”
was struck out of the Bill it would still leave the
practical control in the hands of the men who
made the improvements, and yet allow others the
use of the imorovements. He did mnot think that
any difficulty would arise,

Mr. GREAHAM said he thought the hon. leader
of the Opposition would make a very wood *'log
roller.” but wonuld not make a very good hand at
driving logs. He thought there should be some
Eﬂ.fﬂ-ﬂuiurdus to how the improvements were 1o

e used.

Mr. LEES thought that there should be Ssome
restrictions as to the amount of timber put on the
small streams. If this was not done it would be
impossible for anybody to run their loga or um-
ber : and would Lo the cause of great loss to the
person who had improved the streaimns. The
person who made the improvements should have
control of them. The Bill was obscure in its mean-
ing, and if passed would be the cause of endless
litigation. There should be provision made as to
the number of men put on a drive, as very fre-
quently there was not a suflicient number of men
with a drive, which was the cause ol great annoy-
ance and losa to others,

The clause carried.

After several other clauses had been discussed
the Committee rose and veported.

LICENSES,

The Bill to give increased eflicieney to the laws
acainst the illicit sale ot intoxicating liquors was
considered in Committee of the Whole. A series
of resolutions relative to the distribution of tines
{or the illicit sale of liguor were considered and

wssed. and ordered to be engrafted into the Bill.

Mr. HARRDY said the clause relative o the pun-
ishment of groc 13 convicted of selling illegally
had been struck out.

Mir. GIBSON said the country would not be sat-
isfled with the way Goverament had dealt with
that matter. The feeling in the country was that
the law should be enforced. and by putting olif
the matter from time to time they would be sure
to cause dissatisfaction. If the matter was left in
abeyance now it would only crop “lh‘ again. It
would be better to settle the question at once.
That the law was not observed as it at present
stood was a matter of notorioty.and he held it was
useless 10 have a license law if it was not en-

ced.
l'Uglr. ROSS said that he thought the only satisfac-
tory way out of the difficulty was to separate the
sale of liquor from the sale of all other articles
of merchaudize. They had tried that plan in his
own town and had found it to work satisfactorily.
This was the only true solution of the difficulty.

Mr. HARDY said he had no objection to adopt
the plan recommended by the member for Huron,
kut 1t would require some time to puat such regula-
tions in foree; and asthis was a Government mea-

eure it would be wrong to make snch = radical
change without some due notice was given.
If this was not done it would entail considerable
loss upon those grocers who had already taken cut
ghop licenses.

Mr. 12033 said that what he asked was only to
extend the power they had already given 1o the
License Commissioners.

Mr. FRASKR said that was the very reason they
should not make the proposed change. They could
not lay down any hard and fast line as to the num-
ber of licenses that should be granted. The best
method was to doas they weredoing now-—to leave
such matters largely to the discretion of the
License Commissioners. They knew exactly
what was wanted for their ‘Yurtiﬂular locali-
ties, and Iif they wished could adopt the sug-
gostion of separating the sale of liquor from all
other business,

Mr. MCLAUGHLIN said he thought the with-
drawal of the clause providing for the punishment
of grocers selling liguor after the hours prescribed
by law was wrongZ. Asthe law now stood there
was no better place for the manufacture of drunk-
ards than those very groceries, People would go
there to drink who would not go into a hotel, and
he thought that if the law at present in forece was
not stringent enouzh to prevent the sale of liquor
after hours, more stringent regulations should be
employed.

Mr. CALVIN said it was useless to make a law

if they did not intend to enforce it. It would be
 better if the complainant got half of the fine.

There would then be more convictions and less
breaking of the iaw.
[t being six o'clock the Committee rose.

AFTER RECESS,

The House still in Committee on the Bill »e illicit
gsale of intoxicating ligquors,

THE TORONTO EXHIBITION.

Mr. MORREIS moved that the petition of the To-
ronto Indusirial Kxhibition Association, praying
that one or more licenses for the sale of liguor on
the Exhibition grounds during the continuance of
the Kxhibition. be granted, and a clause to that
effect be inserted in the License Act.

Mre, GIBSON said he thouzht the granuing of
these licenses would be an undue discrimination
towards other equally large Exhibitions held in
other places. It the Toronto Exhibition had the
wrivilege granted them, the Provincial and other
arze Kxhibitions should have the same privilege.

M. MORRIS said he had no objection to extend-
inz the provision soas toinclade other places. The
reason he had mentioned the Toronto Exhibition

l was because the petition was from that Associa-

|

1

tion. He thought it would be well if the privilege
was extended,

Mr. YOUNG was opposed to the amendment
and thought the law should remain as at present,
and that no sule of liquor should be allowed on
Exhibition grounds, 'The public sentiment of the
country was not in favour of the change. If the
p-ivilege of selling lager was granted to Toronto it
could not be refused to other Exhibitions.

Mr. HARDY spoke in favour of the amendment.
It was difficult to get persons to establish fl st
class eating houses on the ground unless permitted
to sell lager and wines. Short licenses had been
granted, it beiug claimed that this was legal, and
the result was that wood eating-houses were estab-
lished on the ground. He did not favour extend-
ing the privilege to small shows, but the case was
alt>red when numbers of people attended an ex-
hibition at some distance from hotels and restaur-
ants. It was only proposed to grant the license to
one person, who would be bound to keep a good
eatinz-house, and not to sell spirits.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN was opposed to the amend-
ment. It was not desirable to place temptation in
the way of the young men who gathered at Ex-
hibitions.

Mr. LAUDER said the object of the Association
was to prevent the sale of liquor without. Last
ﬁeai:r liggor was sold in every corner of the Exhi-

ition Orounds. He was rather in favour of drink-
ing lager beer himself, and he thought it would be
better to grant lhicenses to sell beer than have
stronzer liquors sold in an underhand manner,
He was certain that the Committee of the Indus-
trial Exhibition Association would not do any-
thing that would tend to disgrace the Exhibition.

Mr. BADGEROW thought the House should

' hesitate before legislating in this exceptional way.

If Toronto were granted this privilege, it must be
extended to other places. It would place templa~
tion in the way of young people which might
have an evil result.

Mr. ROSS thought it would be unwise to grant
the petition. If they granted it, where were they
to draw the line! A great many yYoung people
congregated at these exhibitions, and it was throw-
ing temptation in their way. It would be better to |
leave the law as it now stood. _

Mr. COOK said that there was no difficulty in |
drawing the line. Ile attended the Industrial Kx-
hibition i Toronto. and he saw no intoxication
notwithstanding that spirits were sold. He did
not see why the people visiting the Exhibition
should be dug,urh'ed of this necessary of life.
(Lauchter.) If the young people wanted it they
would get it at taverns and other places where
worse influences prevailed.

Mr. MILLER said he did not think that there
were men in the House who would support such a
proposition as the proposed amendment. He was
not a very strong temperance man. When he
wanted a drink he took it, He did not often want

iL.

Mr. HARDY~I suppose when you do want it
you want it bad. (Laughter.)

\r. MILLER said he did not. He thought that |
it would be wrong to allow the amendment €0 be-
come law. It would be better to try and enforce
the present law than to give further means for illi-
cit sale of liquor. ;

Mr. BAXTER said there was a growing desire
that the consumption of spirits should be decreas-
ed, and he did not favour openin another door |
for the perpetuation of the habit. he experience
of our scientific and thinking men went to show
that the less drinking the better, and he should
oppose the amendment,

Mr. MORRIS said he thought it was a step in
the right direction, because it would be impossible
Lo l:remn. the sale of lh\uur in or abont the Exhi-
bition grounds. It would be better to legalize the
sale than to have it sold illegally. But if it Was
the wish of the House he would withdraw his
amendment,




