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LOWER EXCISE LEVY ~ i teent 5 o woseen

Government will co-operate if we

pass this resolution along to -2
helieve it will. KEvery day it finds
fresh ramifications in the liquor
iraffie—fresh evidence of bootlegging f
‘TI‘HI“E on a tremendous pcale. 1 think |
' Mr. BEuler will co-operate with us.
¥ know him well. I believe that when |
he recognizes an evil he has no hesi-

1_:11,inn in bringing in a remedy for it.
So I'm sure that when he sees this

RESOIU“O" Seeks Reduction duty is wrong he will take steps to

have it reduced. 1 hope that every

Where Sales Are Macle by member of the House will see fit to

cupport this resolution with a view

Government Agencies to doing away with one of the greal-

oct evily of the present time.”

—
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Mr. Weichel's Views,
OPPOSED BY SlNCLAIR wW. C. Weichel, as geconder, men-

tioned the recentl clection and the
statements of Government support-

\
K- K- HomUth and w_ G. ors that Government control would

eliminate the hootlegger to a certain

WeIChel Stl‘Oneg FaVO[‘ ~xtent, and added that it behooved |

P fhose members of the Legislature
'an who had used that argument to sup-
port the resnlution before the Housc.
= o M. Weichel said that in 1911 the
The 'Ontario Legislature took the axcise tax per gallon of liquor had
sfand vesterday that the 1'mllictim; heen $1.60, while now it was $9. In
of the excise tax and duty view the said, of the fact that the‘i
s e ; uty on all!Ontario GGovernment was trving L0 |
malt and spirituous liquors would |create hetter conditions,” the time |
nullify to a great extent the “miﬂ__"lmd come to ask the IFederal (Gov-
ties of the “short-circuiting’” boot- T\r"mf‘“l to co-operate with Ontario
legger, and, accordingly, i [in this ‘I'I'_"f.:’_ﬂl‘tl. . |
e N IER zly, adopted a Mr. Weichel said there had been
resolution suggesting to the Domin- too much inequality in recent years.
The rich man had been able to buy
good liquor at a Government vens
dor's. but the poor man had been
getting his supply from the bootleg-
_The resolution was introduced }H_':ﬂﬁt*—-1‘nlﬂ1:_ﬂ:ln11ra gtuff, that Fillﬂﬂ‘tiﬂ]ﬁ“ﬁ:
Karl Homuth (Independent Labor resulted in deaths. g Suropeas
South Waterloo), seconded by “ C' countries, where wine was cheap,|
Weichel ( Conservative. '\'E;rl.li said Mr. Weichel, there was the|
Wiaterloo), vigorously Ulilm‘cr:ul by greatest sobriety. . . a3l
Liberal Leader W, 2. N i"*:illi'l"lit" It was the _Fpt‘ﬁk?l' s belief that. if
on the ground that in framing it 111 ., the Federal Govermment reduced the
House was “‘meddling” in F‘oderﬁ | excise duty, the Provinces of the Do-
affairs of finance, and, before g o with l':q_n*m'm}mnt-nnntrtﬂ]
vote, was amended slightly by Prem- IF}.FFEHIH frpﬂ‘:nm;‘-p;n*t:cu}arl}' On"*
jer Jerguson so as to Make it coin- !‘tm-']““'—f;h”“m reduce their liquory
cide with the terms of a resolution | prices In proportion 1o thie veduction
I'ﬁ‘-‘*-“"_'*l at last summer’'s Interpro- mi.the s , " .
vineinl Conference at Ottawa 1Us If that is not done, warned Mr.
text follows: o8 i it S | Weichel, "we will have bootleggins
' just as we had it pefore.”

ion Government that it make “‘cuts’
in tux on all liguor where sales H.t‘f"'
made to Provijpces operating df}ux';i
ernment-control systeimns, r

e

rl i w l L] T
w Resolation, _r ‘ :
- Premier Perzuson Spenks,

“That in the gpinion of this IHotise |} . . : N !
a4 very substantial reduction should | “I am sure,” SaiC [:w“'mr rergu- |
be mmade in the exeise tax und Jutv SO, “that the IHouse 15 il'll.lﬂl"ll:'tl {0
on all malt and spirituous “,“],_;r ihe thonorable member for bringing
where sules are made to Provincial this important matter to its atten-
Governments or agencies created by tion. Yor it is one of the features of

é the said Governments for the ad- liquor administration, and it goes L0

ﬁ minictiration of the law, Wwhere a the very root of the problem.”

: :-“mh.u! of Government control has . He :ifeclm'erl that he beliex:'ed the

A Lheen adopted, in accordance with the Dominion Governinent was interest-
od more in the social and moral

terms of the resolutions pi
> 1'e s passed at the : . : :
well-being of a I'rovince than in the|

‘..'l conference of Provincial Govern. : : a
:wﬂ;,,— held in Ottawa on June 7. revenue collected f{vom imported |

S and 9. 1926, and presented to the liquor. He went on to outline the|
Dominion CGovernment,” * amount of revenue affected by the

| ' s proposal. FFederal revenue from tax’
5 ovoked Stirring Debate, on spirits amounted in 1924 (the last’
t As expected, the motion for its ficures available) to $%.000,000. Of
this $£4,500,000 was obtained from

F “'J“I'li*_'ll evoked some stirring de-
bate, in which the Prime Minister | Untario. Quebec contributed a little

and the Liberal Leader repeatedly | Metier than $2,600,000. “So it ap-
crossed swords., Mr. Sinclair ridi- pears,” he added, "that Ontario con-
culed the Government for “knock-| sumes more spirits than Quebec un-
ing at the door of Ottawa for help | der the present system, as evidenced

for its Liquor Control Bill.” “.h”l,}llll these figures.”’
Mr, Ferguson taunted the Liberal ' Sees Small Revenue loss.
Leader for his “reticent attitude” on . .
the [luf":-'tiﬂn. {:Ulltﬁiﬂﬂl'ﬂl}le ElFE[iUH “The Ill"l'lﬂll]'lt of .]"Ell"lhiﬂf that
campaign argument® was rehashed: would be lost to the Dominion,” Mr.
and the crowded galleries had a Iferguson emphacized, *is so trifling
sood day of it. in comparison with the great evil
that it seems that if the matter is
Aims at Bootleggers. brought sufiiciently to the attention
““Phe only idea in my mind,” said of the Dominion Government it will
\Mr. Homuth, in speaking to his ves- sympathize with the view brought
olution. *is to try and ciiminate the forward by my honorable friend.”
distillers of illegal liquor and the The tax, sald he, was soO oxcessive
bootleggers throughout the Prov-
illll‘l"'." lteferring to the ecarly intro- lhi't tae .1"[”)1:‘?55:”‘ and
duction of Governme 3 : as & be gres ; j —_—
“the dawn of a nelwlelrl';."l‘ﬂl‘fﬂzuifédeﬁ still be able to salvage HU-“H:”-H”;;.I A
that the only way of getting a suc- Then he ‘nmnted r:nu th.xltt 113
cessful administration of the act was matter of €X¢iSG oo 4P h.m-* wmll
to cut the price of liquor down as considered at the Interprovincia.
closely ae possible and eliminate just Conference in Ottawa tH le;n‘m:_ e
as closely all elements of profit from the representatives of the Frevince
there had, in a resolution, taken 2

Eale' " ' -
stand that the Dominlon Govern-

l'l_l:"‘:‘ ¢S il I'Ill

Aim at Lower Prices. ment should be approached in the
“We are now going to have,” he matier and urged to do something i1l

caid. *a law that will do away with the way of a reduction.

the deceit and hypocrisy upon which He noted that last year the (,m-.
the old law was baged, but we are tario (tovernment, on A ‘:%:.Lli.-: :.rt
not going to get rid of the bootlegger liquoer through dispensaries l_lht[::
unless we remove from the sale of (otalled ﬁ.l}l}{l.l}ﬂﬁ. had a net i'l”_l-
liguor this element of profit by which of £1,000.000, and had paid Ottawa
the bootlegging business is main- $2,200,000.

tained. One thing we must see to:
‘hat whatever reduction is made be

L—iﬂdﬂn to the people.
|

\ tion in any [egislature. Col. Price

Conflict Indicated.

could afford 10 I

took A

Proposes Amendment, ™ v

He declared that the G :
ove
'nlrlnuld be prepared, and he tl;lI::T;EE
E e House, as a whole, would also
e willing, to accept Mr. Homuth's

' motion if it was amended to have

the excise reduction to a
tp liquor imported for t’]‘unt11I%:rl:‘zlt?'lri*l':':::I!::!'?itr
llﬂlll}‘l‘ agencies under a system ol
Government control, and he pro-
posed such an amendment

Sinclair Protests,

At the very outset of his remarks
Mr. Sinclair expressed the belief that
from Federal matters Ontario could
very well hold itself aloof. The
present Government at Ottawa was
lti;k:untrendidit “eminently fitted h;

care o w
g2 8 own financial mat-

“I think,” said he, *we are 14
considerably out of our wuylin gi::ii;:
ing a resolution from his Legislature
to the Federal Parvliament, [ wish
to register a protest on that ground.”

Arguments Hard to Reconcile, i

The Liberal Leader, in caustic |
vein, referred to the election cams
paign statements of the Prime Min-
ister and Attorney-General Price,
quoting excerpts from their plat-
form appeals to the effect that Gov-
ernment contirol would banish the
bootlegger. 1t was difficult, he said,
to reconcile those arguments with
the recent admission from Mr.!
WWeichel that the bootlegger ap-
parently was here to stay.

“Are you taking the position,” |

s e ——

inqyired Premier Ferguson, “of not 1
trying to help eliminate bhootleg-.
ging?”

“AMy honorable friend seems very
anxious to know my position,” re-
plied Mr, Sinclair, “Lbet me say
thrat the people of this Province were
a good many years finding out his
position.”

Further criticism of the Governs-
ment's campaign argument brought
from the Prime Minister the gquery:
“Don’'t you think reduction of
this tax would help to reduce boot-

legring?”’

Doubts Value of Tax.
“I can't say,’ declared Mr, Sin-

.

' clair, “But I doubt very much if

it will, Yor as long as human na-

I ture is as it is, people will violate

your law as well as any others
law.”’

In “knocking at the door of Ot-
tawa for help for the Government
Control Bill,” the Ontario Govern-
ment, concluded Mr. Sinclair, was
unquestionably overstepping its jur- |
isdiction,

Price Cites Precedent.

Col. Price, speaking next, declared
that every Province had made the
same representation to Ottawa in
the matter. Mr. Belanger v.".r+|'J|rru:lwar-1|
ed if this had been done by resolu- |

believed the British Columbia House
had adopted such a resolution,

This plea for a reduction of the
oxcise tended, he went on, to do
away with wootlegging. [1e appealed
to the House: “Let us try it.”

Urges Gencral Approval,

He gave further figures Ol the
excise, 1t was $1.80 a guart on
licquor, $14.85 on an Imperial gal-
lon of alcohol. tie felt that the
members, irrespective of party,
should approve the move as va good
thing.” ;

wNever mind our old scores, he
added. “\We're over that.”

“No! No!” came & shout from the
Liberal benches. . “pDon't torget

vour old HDEECIU‘:E."

A. Belanger \Libm‘eﬂ. Russell)
“wand in the discussion 10

show that ‘'tWO principles are 1n

conflict.” .
“I1f we're going to open the gates

of discussion on maltters ?xﬂlqﬁiwn
ly of Dominion jurisdiction, » said he,
“where will 1t all end? On the
other hand, 1 don't like to oppose

asure.”
th?ftl'll:fdimtinn did not come from
a Gﬂvernment member, he sald.
Wwas the Government going to stand
behind it? The situation Ttm;gsg:-gfu;

p t resulti

what similai to tha - e
yent in the debate on Tues-

W # t‘
day, which hoped that God ernn1e1:1
control legislation “would be baaedl
on principles of true temperancs,

with especial regard . for the pro-
tection O

f the youth of Ontario.”




