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ON VERGE OF VOTE
WINDSOR MEMBER
CONTINUES DEBATE

Near-Division on Liquor Bill
—Second Amendment by
Progressives

CLASH AMONG LEADERS

Homuth and Wilson, Con-
servatives, Favor Sale
of Beer by Glass

e e —

Premler Ferguson missed, bv an

eyvelash, obtaining second reading o

his Liquor Control Act in the Leg-
1slature yesterday.

With the House about “set” for a
vole on the two amendments to tV o
motion, and the raction fer seconu
reading itsel?, Frank W. Wilson,
Conservative member for Fast Windl-
sor, lhre-g: a monkev-wrench
the machinery by rising unexpe
ly to speak. Mr. Wilson,
advocacy of “beer by the glass,”
carried the debate along for sane
time, and evoked sutficiently lenzstayv
remarks I_‘_rmn Opposition members
:tn necessitate an adjournment of
the debate _ before its anticipated
second reading could be reached.

I

iA New Amendment,

. John G. Lethbridge
' West Middlesex) moved yesterdavy
‘an amendment to Hon. W. .
'Raney's amendment o' the previcus
‘day. It read as follows:

‘ t'That this House is further of the
iupmlnn that the Liquor Control

| Board to be appointed to administer

- Ithe proposed law ought to be a non-

partisan body, with authority 10

employ and discharge its subordi-

nates without interference by . the

Government of the dayv or members

of the Legislature or Patronage

| Committees, as fully as the lvdro-

Electric Power Commission now has

authority to do.”

Mr. Lethbridge's amendment,
which was seconded by John W,
Wii_:idiﬁeltl (Progressive, North On-
tario), was based on Section 12 of
the new act, which, contrary to be-
lief, he said, did not empower the
Control Board to make appointments
without approval of the Lieutenant-
Governor-in-Council. Thus, he con-
tended, the appointments were still
in politics,

Into
cled-
with his

(Progressive,

Premier Not in Agreement.

“This Government,” replied Pre-
mier Ferguson, during the course of
the afternoon’'s discussion, “is re=
sponsible for the expenditure in con-
nection with this organization. It
must have something to say as 1o
the scope and size of the organization,
The Commission will name its staff,
fix salaries and duties, under the
act. Thera is no analogy with the
Hydro Commission, which is a mu-
nicipal body.

“In the last analysis, whether the
Control Board succeeds or not, this
Government must take the respon-
sibllity for everything in connection
with it. The desire of the Govern-
ment is to keep as free as it possibly
can from the suspicion of 1mproper
influence or activity in connection
with the administration of this law,
and, while we must have something

to say about the total amount ot
expenditure, we give them the
freest possible hand within that
scope to select their officers ana

carry on administration of the act.”

Mr, Ferguson saw in the Leth=-
bridge and the Raney amendments
direct challenges to the Government
and expressions of want of confi-
dence in the Government and IS
policy. ; *

“The challenges will stand,” sald
Hon. W. E. Raney.

With the House on the Verge of

| Years,

*:;diviﬂipn, Mr., Wilson entered
broceedings, and the “votes"
Off—for the .day, at least.

Appeals for “Beer by Glass,™

| Sf_::me of the features of yester-
!.1:13.*‘:-1* debate on second reading, in
addition to the Lethbridge amend-
ment, were two strong appeals for
beer by the glass” from within the
Conservative fold. Mr. Wilson was
not half as-energetic in his advocacy
0f thise sort of sale as was Karl K.
Homuth, tormer Independent Labor
n‘mrnher tor South Waterloo (now
Conservative), who resumed the de-
biate at 3 o'clock, and whose efforts
were later made the objects of bit-
me criticism from Liberal T.eader
William ¥ N. Sinclair. Others who
carried the discussion
the day were: M. E. Scott (Liberal,
South Oxford), and Edmond Proulx
(Liberal, Prescott). Leslie W. Oke
{lf:l*‘.(}” Flast Lambton) moved the
adjournment of the debate, and will
resume this afternoon,

the
were

Criticizes Sinclair,

1 think every member was quite .

surprised,” said Mr. Homuth. on re-
sumption of the debate, “when the
Leader of the Liberal party, instead
of ‘taking 8 stand either for or
against this bill, simply read a short
statement. .n which he stressed the
responsibility of those of us who ran
on a Government-control platform
ir_: the last election, and at the same
time placing that responsibility on
some members of his own group. 1
would think that the lL.eader of a
great party would have taken a po-
sition either endorsing the policy of
Government control or condemning
lthe pulic_v_ It does leave him in this
ipu:-sltmn. however: that if, after four
| this bill has been a success,
: ha can say: ‘I did not oppose it on
| 1ts second reading’; but if it is not a
| success he can go out on the high-
'ways and byways and sav: ‘I told
| Yyou so.'

Defends New Law.,

Defending his support of the new
lHquor law, Mr. IHomuth said he
would far rather accept the respon-
sibility for bring about “better con-
ditions™” than to have to take any
responsibility tor the deaths from
wood alcohol, and ‘“‘those other ter-
rible things that happened under the
Ontario Temperanece Act.”

Proceeding, Mr, Homuth said that |

respect for law in the British Em-
pire was built up because of the
personal responsibility every British
subject felt was his to do and prac-

“sion at this point to refér to “the

along during |

3 “‘

Sinclair Protests, G
Liberal Leader Sinclair .took méﬁ-j

clash’ on Tuesday YHetween the!
Prime Minister and Hon. W. E.
Raney over what should and ‘what
should not be debated in connection
with the bill, He stated: that the
Premier had taken the Progressive
Leader to task for “threshing old
atrm.v." and had given an exhibition
~of “ill temper” in trying to tell Mr.
. Raney what he should R e P

. Why, he asked, had not the Prime
- Minister protested agalnst the *“old-
straw” talk of Mr. Homuth, his
“newest recruit,” who, undoubtedly,
he said, _bad transgressed on the

‘rules of the House?'
“Why?” said Mr. Ferguson. *“Do
| You want me 1o tell you why? Be-

cause fe--(Mr. Homuth) had ‘been
1 entirely in, order.  There is a sub-
stantive motion and an amendment
~on the prder. paper, and the whole
field of-the bill is covered by them.”

Mr: Sinclair doubted it, and pro-
ceeded: to *“‘go after” Mr. Homuth

tor. “standing up and telling him
what t¢ say’’ Mr. Homuth, he con-
tended; had net stuck-to the prin-
ciple~of the bill. .Was there anye
thing in the bill about cigarets?" he
asked. 'No! And yet Mr. Homuth
' had talked a lot about ecigarets:in
| Kansas. - What. had cigarets. to do
' With the mnéasure? he asked, in ref-
erence to .Mr. Homuth's allusion to
 restrictive laws which had been
'abolished, |

| ‘1 would like to say to my honor-
'able friend,” interjected Mr. Homuth,
“‘that if ‘a certain other party was in
power -at™ the present time there
' would be a lot about cigarets.”

! “I'vé no doubt,” said Mr. Sinclair,
| “if that other, party was in power
"my honorable friend would be just
' Ag eager to-support it.”

Speaker Intervenes,

At this juncture Mryr. Speaker took
2 hand in the proceedings, and ruled

that there would be no further in- .
terruptions of the Liberal Leader's,

remarks.

Mr. Sinclair wanted to know what'

“beer by the glass’” had to do with
the motion before the House. Mr.
Homuth's idea, it seemed to him,
was to get beer as cheap as possible,
and open the floodgates on it,
“Hear, hear,” _said Mr. Homuth,
“l.et me suggest, then,” said Mr.
Sineclair, “‘that the '
gentleman’s attitude is not in keep-
ing with the attitude of his Leader,
This bill, I understand, is to be a

tice hberty. His interpretation of|
liberty was the right for a man to
do that which he wants to do, pro-
vided that in so
Infringe on the right of others, f

After saying that everywhere re-
strictive laws were being wiped cff
statute books; after upholding the
virtue of tolerance, and after sayving
that the electors of Ontario realized
the futility of trying to enforce the

-

Ontario Temperance Act, Mr.
Homuth proceeded:
Not Entirely. Satisfactory.

“IT have no hesitation in saying

this bill, as drawn is not entirely
satisfactory to me. I wish it would
go farther than- it does, I think it
is‘one of the very important features
of Government control that men can
£o in_when they wish and get a glass
of beer, I appreciate that the Prime
Minister made certain promises prior
‘to the election, and it would ill be-
come me or any other member to
ask any member to break a promise
made to the people. But I do be-|
lieve as time goes on we will realize
the necessity for this; that the Con-
trol Board will see the necessity for |
permitting the sale of beer in at
least some municipalities of Ontario
where people do not look upon beer
as an intoxicant, and do not drink
beer particularly because of its
alcoholic etontent, but because it has
alwavs been. looked nupon by thém
as a part of -their daily life and
food, :

“I think we should make beer not
only as cheap as possible, but easily
accessible to the workingman, and
all who desire it, and by so doing we
are going to stop that desire on the
part of the people for strong liquor
which has grown up under the On-
tario Temperance Act, If we can
get the people of Ontario drinking
beer, instead of the strong liquor

they are drinkiag today, we will have
accomplished a thousand times more
than the Ontario Temperance Act
ever accomplished,

doing he did not |

restrictive measure.”

Mr. Sinclair was afraid, that Mr.
Homuth had considerable to learn
about ‘servility and the obedience
to command” which, he said, char-
acterized the “Ferguson following.”
Only yesterday, he claimed, the
Premier had thrown out the warning
to. stick to the principle of the bill.

“And vet,” he said, “we have his

‘baby - follower. deliberately trans-
gressing authority” today.” -
Too Much Power Delegated.

Mr., Sinclair :mi"r;rﬁd with Mr.

Raney that power by Order-in-Coun-

cil, as vested in the Control Board,
was exceptional. He realized that
the. board shgquld have authority to
deal with certain minor questions,
but argued that the. Legislature
should not allocate its powers on
major matters. He viewed Mr.
Ranev's amendment as a sugges-
tion of amendments that would be
moved to clauses of the bill when
in committee, and he ‘hought that,
if it was to remain on the order
paper, the House should con-
fine its discussion to the questions
it embodied.

John G. Lethbridge (Progressive,
West Middlesex), next speaker, ob-
jected to the Premier's statement
that the O.T.A. had failed after a
fair trial under four Administra-
tions. Had not the Ontario License
Board sent out a questionnaire ask-
ing opinions of the O.T.A., he said,
and had not between 75 and 96 per
cent. of the replies stated that the
O.T.A. was a very beneficial meas-
ure?
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