in some way so that they ecould say to
the Liberals, * That can be all arranged.
Give yourselves notrouble about that, We
havé seen Sir John and there is a way out of
the question.”

Mr. MORRIS—T desire to give as emphatic
and positive a contradiction as one gentleman
cani give another to these base insinuations.

Mr. FRASER-Idon't see anything base
about it. I think itis quite a proper thing
for a gentleman who proposes to forma
' coalition ——

teM)r' MORRI —I didnot propose it. (Laugh-
.
Mr. FRASER— Well, if he says he didn't
form a coalition, I take back that insinua-
tion. Ididn’t think he was prepared to say

that a eoalition of that kind would deserve

the name he has given to it, Howeverthat
may be, what I say is that the Leader of the
Opposition gave us

BUT A HALTING SUPPORT—

inasmuch as if he had united his party, he
could have said at Ottawa, ** The Oantario
(rovernment have been exercising this juris-
diction tor 15 or 16 years : they have legislat-
ed upon it ; they have taken all the revenue;
they have appointed all the officials except
the judgas. Before you bring muddle and
trouble into the administration of the law-—

before yon bring about chaos—wait till you
get a decizion from the Privy Council saying

that you have jurisdiction. Or if you pass
an Act of Parliameut, pass it so that it will
come into operation only when it is declared
to be {utra vives.” (Applause.) That would
have been the course for the gentleman to
take if he had not baen halting in_his mli)-
port. As to Mr. Bethune's opinion on the
question of Provincial
JURISDICTION IN LICENSE MATTERS,

if there is anything move than another in
this Province upon which the changes have
been rang more than other, it is that the
late Mr. Bethune was in doubt about juris-
diction resting with the Province. I say that
the record proves just the reverse. I say
that Mr. Bethune will not be found to have
said a sinzle word that indicates the FPro-
vince has not jurisdiction, (Applause.) DBat
' that the only opinion expressed against FPro-
vineia! jurisdiction was by the hoa. leader of
the Opposition’s then leader, Mr. Cameron,

Mr. MEREDITH~The hon,
knows that Mr. Bethune was against the
Provinee havinges jurisdiction,

MRBR, BETHUNES OPINION.

Hon, C. . FRASER—I have Mr. Bethune's
words here so stronzly as to leave no doabt
about the matter. When the Crooks Act
was being discussad as to jurisdiction on the
25th of February, 1838, Mr. Cameron said :—

The Bill involved in some of its provisions a
grave constitutiond question to which he was
not awave the attention of the Attormeyv-General
' had been diveatad . At that inoment there was an
| application bhefore the courts to quash a by-law of
- the towanship of Darlington, which prohibited the
Cissne of more than four ceriilicates to laverns

within that towaship, and the question raiscd was
asto the constitutionalitvof limiting the nmnberof
taverns. Bv tho Confederation Act the Provin e
was entitled to impose license fees for the purpose
| of revenue, but the Act did not starte for any other
purpose, It was clearly seen that for the tinancial
purposes of this Province, we were at liberty
o impose such o tax upon liguor
as should be ftor the public interests, but
' after obtaining the leense fee it was questionable
| whether the jurisdiction did not end. Then the
1Bill was an interference with trade. He found

- that vessels that were hicensed to sell ligquor while !

CAinomotion were prohibited from selling while at
the wharl, If the House had merely jurisdiction
over this tratlic for the parposes of revenue, it had
not power to rohibit a vesse! from selling at sny
place where such ves<el mizht happen to be, as
tha! would ba interferineg with the rizht of trafie
1n that which fell under the jurisdiction of the
Dominion Government, Whatever the result of
the avplication to quash the by-law he had re-
ferred to it is imnossible Lo tell,  As it was, a rule
nizi had been granted to show cause why the
bv-law should not be quashed on the ground
cited in the apnlication, The Bill presmmed to
license, and then ]l['ilh“]i'l‘fl the licensed party
from seiling. It was a guestion as to whether the
Dunkin - Acet was in  foree or not. There
was no  doubt that under the Municipal
Act ol Lthe old []1‘!]\.'“[:?[- of Canada
before the Legislature repealed it, they had
| I‘I.{hl‘ 'III“'"“. ”.lﬂ' qul.][‘ llf Ii l.lu[', l'j“t Ih” "““npnl
that Act was repealed it left IHI}}' those POWOrs
Thi-:h were conterred under the Confederation
Act,

! Then Mr. Crooks said :—

The point raised by the hon. member for East
Toronto had been disenssed in the United States
in reference to the Maine and other laws, and it
- wasdecided that it was quite competent for any
community to protect itself in regard to future
regulations to the extont provided in the Bill. So
| long as the Legislature did not prohibit  entirely
- this trafhic it had a right to protect the health and
| interests of this Provinee by any rezulations con-
sidered expedient. The Bill was simply a re.en-
actment of provisions which appeared in 22 Vie,

Mr. Cameron then said :—

. The .-'L;_-r merely gave them power over tavern
leonses for revenue purposes, therefore showi

that they had only lim lmrpuwel'. giatn o
Now Mr. Bethune said -and I am reading

from The Mail report, I will quote from Trre
GLOBE afterwards — 1 rom THE

gentleman |

|

| put in them, : nat th
E :I:rnuu;ul should legzislate to meet this species of

L Commentaries on Lae

( Jurisdietion, and that

go far enougi.

these drags.,

strong views that ‘
say that I am surprised to find Mr. Bethune's
name quoted in connection with this ques-
tion, aud when the date 1874 was mentioned

quote from THE GLOBE report,
sald :—

'l.nd to which the hon,

| wnfederation stated that
Hecn“m ulﬂ Ant'lglflﬂ(]%zu:']{mm for revenue Mir-

) ‘ince conld. g Y -
ﬂﬁuﬁrﬁthﬁﬁl not follow thu.;.' lht‘ﬁﬂ?’;ﬂ— t;ﬂ;: llﬂf}
wel suing licenses for
gy B R the Municipal Act of 1856, it

they could repea | b, it
wu;lmusuwuthﬂy had power Lo Dass ln“lu im,tr;r:l
sistent with that Act. He peferred Lo, and quo

' Siores's Commentaries on the Constitation
Lll’ull;:;l'ﬁl}:jlli[-.'tljr'ilﬂlt:i to show that the [’thﬁ“},‘m
had power to deal with the Ii{lum' trafile, an: con-
tended that this Legislature had similar ;:ufv.f,,rs.
He did not assert that the fact of the Hquhr._ .J{Hﬂ-
ing the Bill would give them the jurisdiction claim-
ml'f but he thought nothing had been done that
would impair the power the House had asserted
by the Act 1853-9. He thonght that the Bill did not
Tie Honse had certainly power to
keep the liguor tratil: within proper bounds. He
was told that in this city there were turterns
where all kin.ls of liguor werd manufactured 1roin

‘hiskey by the ac .
::’III.IE: l\"h.::i:lllzlli'::r|.rﬂ.".'u that in some cases delir mn?
tremens was the result of the n.dmhus._r.-_tl{un _u.
He was told that in this city therc
prandy and H;“l were !'{E?nutf]ﬂ'i:-.
tured from whiskey by means ot drags. ¢ bot-

ere stod from Englaand, and the ILIIIF]-.'H
o f g i ;L{ﬂ'.Lﬂ very desirable that the Gov-

were places where

frand, He had in the conuntry come across whiskey

e ; he
of the vilest description, He thought that t

l'}un-rnmuul. should enact thatthe liquor Elil.f!lld'bt'
subicct to analytical examinations, with a view Lo

y destruction of the spurious article. Such an
Elttltar.c*ltlrnln::?t would be a [!mhliu boon. He also ad-
vised that taverns should be compelled to close at
an carly hour each day in the week. Hall the evils
of intemiporance would be swept away if such a
provision were added to the Bill
That is the entire report of The Mail of what
Mr. Bethune said. There is not a single
word in it to show that Mr. Bethune had any

doubt as to where the jurisdiction rested.,

Mr. Bethune had strong views on the sub-

jeet, but they were all in favour of the Pro-

vinee having jurisdiction in the matter.

Mr. MEREDITH — Why does the hon.
gentleman say Mr, Bethune had strong
views !

Hon. C. F. FRASER —DBecause these are
[ have read. I mean to

[ decided to look up the matter., Now I will
Mr. Bethune

That there wasa close analogy between the
United States and this country with regard to this

idition of deleterious drugs, It |

constitutional point, and quoled from Storey s

(‘onstitution of the United
States to show that the Sate Legisiature bad
powoer te interiere in the liguor tradie. lle was
of opinion that "this Lagisiaturd al nower L)
legidate in this manner, and sail that if they had
Lhie riglt o repeal the Munucipal Act of lool they
had power to pass laws in accordance with
that hw. He zmoke of the oxiat to which adnl.

LOTatR ' was carried both in this clivand intho
Coudd 'y, and ol tho  dostrabliity of hav.
Ing contrel over persons mixing deleterious

liquers of this kind.  The next best thing to prohi:
bitlom was tha prevention of adulieration, and ho
advocated the ~arly closing of saloons every day
in the week, Tais would result in the reduction
of the daily drunkenness and crime which were re-
voealed in the Police Court.

S0 that when the Crooks Act was up for the |

lirst consideration and on the important
stage of the second reading, Mr. Bethune
gave it as his opinion that the provisions of
the then ﬂr-15.34-~~1 Act were within the Pro-
\'1‘11::1111,};11"11 iction, And he did not, at least
I know of no time where he has exprassed
such an opinion against Provineia! jurisdie-

;-tinm as has beean attriboted to him. Al
some other time 1

: ! don't say that he
did not, and it is only fair to state that 1

have not searched further tha
: an through the
debate from which I have read. -

Mr. MEREDITH here read from a speech
from Mr. Bethune on a subsequent oceasion
in which he contended that the Provinee had
not power to limit the number or prohibit
tize issue of shop licenses, He asked how
this could be recounciled with Mr. Fraser's
opiunion,

\IHuu. C. F. FRASER pointel out that
Mr. Bethune clearly drew the distinetion be.
tween liceusing hotels and yrohibiting shop
licenses, I am willing, H:LEL{ he, to take up

| the words altogether, and put them along-

side, and say that his o ninton is still favour-
able to Provincial jurim[i-:*tiun. I think we
have settled his position. That may -'1*:'
fairly be called prot Ly strong opinion. I will
now discuss the question which

I CALLED nRoBBzR2Y,

r leader of th On-
hoton added a word and called hi.:.:*?m':ﬂ'

robery. e way going o; '
pe AEC WAS Zoing on to make a point
vl 1 & b rosed 2 o o 02
not altogether wood | Illie ﬂiL'f{ullluwluch o g
, ; . N » trae trail,
;-{lirzlt?liitkerp up the simile, and went ::;':Llr
g .}{ aughterand applause. ) I thought
he wibt fldnln_lt Lo make a capital point “vhen
= hiLh imself into a little indignation
Wit.huu!f; “:‘hl}* robbery and turned on me.
g e sWnal overpowering indi rnation
- o wu: llll;.'tu teill me that Mr. Blake's
Py sl v m't branch railways should
o gt Powerof the Dominion and onl ¥
portant Iiumnﬂilﬂfﬂda”bﬂmlml'l:uttudl:ﬁth -
¢ 0 F'rovineial

there were not 50 miles

.




