The Premier, said Mr. Raney, had

1made no announcement prior to the

coming into power of his Govern-
ment of an intention to hold a refer-
endum, but had announced that any
action would be dictated by a mani-
fest desire of the people, to refuse
whom would be autocratic. “1 jfan-t
now to ask the Premier if he thinks
there has yet been
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soreover, thers ought to be only

referendum, not referenda from
?lt::e to time at the dictation of the
liquor trade, and the Legislature
should fix, approximately at least,
the date of the submission of the
questions. As it is, the L.egislature
is asked to give a Government head-

‘ed by a Prime Minister, who is hos-

tile to the Ontario Temperance Act,

e —

a sufficlently
manifested desire on the part of the

as I have shown by his utterances,
an irrevocable power of attorney to
do with the act what he pleases.

to uphold the local option:
sequently, Mr. Wilson said. 1o p(;'gﬂ

ably had a blased view
with an utter lack o tp:i"*,;eﬁ“gﬂ'm”

humor. (Government applause.)
Good Word for Act.

H. Fisher, K.C. Ottawa, d

think the act was perfect. o o

willing to admit.,” he sajd, l‘r'tﬁ:ﬂ
there are some people  who ‘r:-i.;';

drink liquor and come to no harm

#  Mr. Raney | “"dldl d ].‘””i‘ to have it so that they
t' people for a change,  Mr. him to “If the Legislature passes this jcould get It. In some respects Il
continued. ‘I would like »im bill, it will vote with its eyes shut, | don t like the act. But, after obh-
answer me now." but with the eyes of the liquor trade |8erving its operation, I can come to
h o by T tﬁge’?‘l]:‘::'ﬂ f}:i and the Moderation League wide :E ?‘lt]}g]f;ll'“:]npc;l‘;mnn than that it ie
t :ﬁ}fﬁﬁzﬂﬁ:nfd;;um decide when ©OP€N. . . have M'Fr;h}ad '1.Esl Ihi:w 1hji s W
: : “'he present bill runs counter (o th ) and a far better law

» the time for decision came., rob- all precedents. I appeal to the tem- 4;;! T';_: es in any other place.”
B, R JEr. Baney. W D Eﬂ_ perance men in the Government's g 1;’ . “’_’1 biﬂ which was under dijs.
| bly what you have 1od e | following to stand by the Ontario | U the Government had decided
|lowers. The Prime Minister 'lﬂrf. Temperance Aot of Sir William ha.'t t would not take the views of
have no doubt, told his EUDFIF ‘F-r'ﬂ Hearst and to demand of this Hﬂv-t the I:'il‘lﬂlrn‘hw?-rs of T;hﬂ House, but!
that there may never be € ve 6Tt  |ernment that this bill be withdrawn j| Would leave decision entirely with
Gum under this bill, that there w 'and that no other bill be introduced “}‘E - lT?'P't- ‘fﬂrhm-h meant, effective- )
not be a refemnd-llm unless there is in its place until tne Government Iy, entirely with Premier Ferguson.
a ‘sufficiently mﬂ'“'leﬂ‘tﬁd desire for can show to them asufficiently mani- The Dﬁﬁpl#:. he declared, should un.
: ch-amge:* But, I tell t.h{‘m,- ngt;w teated demand for a change in lll_" dﬁﬁ&nd'“haf-‘t an arrogant, insolent, |
|that if this bill passes there will be law; and when that time comes, if 1}";";‘* r";t"l']} nq’_ltEdHUr‘F it was that was
b e tor o becn, | =7 . doss, 1 eppesl to them to in- | b€ Siruet_on the House “Some
n, an na ! ' t ' : enguson when
:f-;l-e-df—‘the riddle is already rm lm" that the Gove ont b o the vote would be taken,” he con.

v

tinued. ‘“TThe Premier
mum as an oyster.”

' If not, why this bill at all?
inot wait until there is a sufficlently
' manifested desire for a change, as
‘has always been done in the past in
the cases of liquor referenda?

“The answer is simple. Ministers
and members on the opposite side o

a bill by the terms of which both the remains as

: \ 3 will be
Legislature and the electors will “You're getting
taken into the confidence of the Gov- jeoted the Premier.

ernment.” J. F. B. BeMord (Northumberland

curious,” intes.

the House promised the liquor
trade a referendum-—not conditional
upon a sufficiently manifested desire
for a change, but conditional on the
election of a Conservative Govern-
ment, and the Conservative Govern-
ment is here and the ligquor trade
won't wait.

| “Then there comes from supporters
of the Government the suggestion of

a return to local option and the sub-
mission of that question to the elec-
tors than which nothing that could
: be suggested would be more satis-
factory to the liquor trade. And this
Legislature is asked, by this bill, to
authorize this Government to legis-
late on all these subjects. 1t is the
negation of responsible government.
It is government by Order-in-Coun-
cil. If the Conservative members of
the House lend themselves to it
i they will be false to the electors who
sent them here to make the laws of
the Province, not to delegate other
men to make the laws.”

Premier Protests Again.

Here again the Premier took ex-
ception to the remarks of the
speaker., “I am sure,” he said, “that
the honorable member does not de-
sire to make a statement not in ac-
cordance with the facts. His state-
ments which he has just made are
entirely untrue.” :

“1 repeat,” replied Mr. Raney,
“that this Government is asking
power to legislate by Order-in-Coun-
cil. (Cries of ‘No! No!") How, then,
are you going to get these questions
across? And then there is, of course,
the financial side. The Provincial
Treasurer tells us there is going to
be a deficit of $5,000,000 next year.
Where is the money to come from?
The Provincial Treasurer +tells us
there wre to be no new taxes. Other
Imembers on that side of the House
let the cat out of the bag. The Bud-
|[get is to be balanced by revenue
from the liquor traffic. That is to
be the bait to lure the people of
Ontario back to the fleshpots of
Egypt.”

“The speaker must know that he
is absolutely incorrect,” interpolated
the Premier. “I think he should
‘confine himself to reasonable ac-
yeuracy” “I omitted to say the
!Governmert was going to use this
'bill as a bait,” replied Mr. Raney.

. “Mr. Speaker, I denounce this bill,
in the first place, as a betraval of
the electors, and especially the tem-
perance Conservatives of Ontario, by |
the Prime Minister, and as a be- |
trayal of this Legislature, and par-i
ticularly of the Conservative part}*.l
to the liquor interests, which, if this

* bill is passed, will dictate the mat-

ters that are reserved by the bill
for the determination of the Gov- |
ernment.

“And, in the second place, T de-
nounce this bill as an attempt by the |
Prime Minister to usurp the powers
and functions of this Le ure. If

there is to be a referendum, it
otight to be.a real reerendum. The
proposed amendments to the O, T, A,
ought to be drafted and brought
before this Legislature for approval
and then submitted to the people.
e A e T ot R e ey el
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Charles MecKeown, Conservative
member for Dufferin, declared that,
although a dry himself, the former
Attorney-General could not, and
“never will,” speak for the temper-
ance Conservatives whom he repre-
sented. Mr. Raney's eloquence, he
gaid, had been directed toward mak-
ing the people believe that the Cu:_m—
servative party was today catering
to the liquor element, whereas Mr.
McKeown took no second place to

any person in the House or Province

|

F

on the liguor question.

Defending the temperance record
of the Conservative party, of which
he said he was extremely proud, he

asked when legislation had ever fol-
- lowed’ referenda put to the
by Liberal Governments.
servative

people
The Con-
party had furthered the
temperance cause by sane legislation
which culminated in the act of
1916. When he entered the Legis-
lature, he said, he was opposed to
the three-fifths clause, but the late
Sir James Whitney and the late Hon.
W. J. Hanna had convinced him of
the necessity for a substantial ma-
jority of public opinion in the en-
forcement of such legislation.

“When we start to make a man
moral by act of Parliament, we
should have at least a good body of
opinion behind us, and if a good ma-
Jority are not prepared to stand by
the O.T.A., I will say let us get back
to where we belong, and the late
Attorney-General and I have got to
educate them again and bring them
up};n nu:{standard.” he said.

_Hion. Manning Doherty, Progres-
sive Leader, said he was sadly d?;m-r
pointed in Attorney-General Nickle's
failure to give any idea of the policy

of the Government in regard to the
referendum or plebiscite.

Moves Six-Months Hoist.

“If the Government feels,”” he
sald, ‘“that there is sufficient demand

from the people for a vote, I have no
objection. I am prepared at all times

to trust the people. If the people
are informed, iteis better that they
should have-their will, even if they
prdve wrong. But 1 would have
liked to have seen the Government
bring in a bill which set forth the
questions which are to come upon
the ballots on the day of polling.
The crux is the wording of the bal-
lot. I say that the ballot can be
wurdﬁ_i 10 get any result that may
be desired. Because of the fact that
the bill does not meet these require-
ments, I must oppose it, and I move,
seconded by Hon. Mr. Raney, that
this bill be not now read a second
t@m-e, but that it be read a second
time siX months hence.”

F. W. Wilson, Conservative mem-
ber for Windsor, held that the Gov-
ernment had a clear mandate in the
elections to place a referendum on
the issue of the O. T. A. before the
people. He declared himself to be.
without quibbling against the Ontaric
Temperance Act's “vicious features."”

Mr. Raney, he told the House, was
not to be taken too seriously on the
issue, because he had been discredit-
ed last summer, and for a }

protractec
period had acted in a paid capacity

t.351) pointed out that there were
' those whose temperance views wepre
not blinded by personal prejudice
who did not oppose a plebiscite, The
measure before the House was
simply a bill to enable the Premier
to carry out a solemn promise made |
to the electorate before the last
election.,

J. W. Widdifield, Ontario Waest,
 declared himself an out-and-out sup-

f‘*ﬂne anything.
| West)

'prohibition was too great,

porter of the O.T.A. He criticized the

. | Premier and his Cabinet for taking

upon themselves the responsibility
they sought of framing the plebiscite
questions, He wished that the ques-
tion had not been submitted as a
| Government measure,

What’s the Rush?

D. J. Taylor (Progressive, North
'Grey) asked why there should be such
a rush to obtain such powers under
the bill. If the Premier was surmis-
ing the future sentiment, he was not
fully taking temperance members of
his party into his confidence., The
' value of the vote would depend on
|the formm of ballot. All members of
the House should have the oppor-
| tunity of a voice in its framing.

| K. P. Telliler (Lib., Essex North)
'said he was opposed to the bill be-
'cause it w..3 vague and did not de-

[

A. C. Garden (Con., Hamilton
claimed the temperance is-
sue had defeated three Governmenis
If prohibition prohibited, he would
stand for it. ‘The change to total
and a
better Province would arise under a
wise, moderate beer law.

J. J. Lethbridge (Prog., E&st
Middlesex) registered his opposition
on the ground that the bill was 100
“wide open.” )

T. A. Thompson (Lanark, North)
pointed out that the bill was simply
carrving out promises made on

every Conservative platform during

the recent election.

At midnight the House adjourned.




