teria) sincerity on the prohibition ques-

L-Un, ﬂﬂd fﬂr h
bition Union is attack on the Prohi-

lormulated.

“No one,” =aid Dr. Simpson with

|
iLm':?n;n of b-?mg insincere, He is one of
the most sincere and most courageous
- men I have ever known. And sneers
| al the Prohib.tion Union, coming from
:;1 lEmperance man, are thinzs that I
I::::1:1 scar{:ﬂy concceive ™

Dr. Simpscn held up Ontario’s an-
nual expenditure cn liquor of approxi-
mately 855,000,000 as an excessive

amount . I'm not speaking as a
dried-up old iemperance crank,” said
oe, “bur this Government cannot go

on spending $55,000,000 a year in this
way—as much, almost, as {t takes
to conduct the business of Ontario.”

Cut Down Outlay.

Temperance men, in his belief, should
sta:t to work, not on old questions like
t;w referendum, but on the Conserva-
tive members of the House. These

memb:1s were responsible for the Li- |

quor Control Act under which such a
huge annual expenditure was taking
place. They shculd, more than any-
body else. endeavor to influence the
Government to cut down the expendi-
ture by at least one-third, and thereby
divere some $20,000,000 into other chan-
nels.

‘I think,” said Dr. Simpscn, “that
the pecple of this Province would be
satisfied with less liquor, and the pres-

ent rale of expenditure should b2 |only prohibition party and that tem-

brought down.
ing in every other line.
bocze?™

Mr. Honeywell infcrmed the Hnuse; position of being pledged to any course 1924.

and the policies that union

|

|

|

. Considerable fire, “can accuse Mr. New-

| for themselves.”

Mam-h 12

’
.

h

in union ranks at the last two elec- public measures, ha
tions. duced by private mer:hgr&m'?;heﬁt:tt
If, by terms of the Municipal Act, the tude expressed by the Conservative
referendum was a good thing for the Party, then in Opposition, as expressed
municipalities, it was then a good thing in an dmendment, was the attitude of
for the whole Province, and the Legis- the Government now. This amendment
lature should say so, submitted Mr. had affirmed belief in the principle of
Sinclair. “This Government seems to° Ministerial responsibility as the bulwark
lake it into its head,” said he, “that it of British institutions. Referring to Dr
comprises the brains and judgment of McQuibban's plea that the queatlot;
the people of Ontario, and that the should be taken out of politics, Premier
people saculd have no right to think Henry cbserved: “I thought the Liberal

convention had removed the question
Mr. Sinclair maintained that he had from politics last December.”

always played fair with the people cf What A ?

his riding. The votes he had received Mr. NbI;::lisl?;ﬁ're not going to slop

from time to time indicated, in his without tellin~ us about 1924?

mind, they were prepared to trust him  Premier Heﬁry—What about 1924?

o carry out the pledges he had made Mr. Nixon—Why, you 5upporbed-the

; tnem. Inasmuch as he had been eleci- plebiscite then. ‘

;Ecl on the principle of the referendum. “The vote in 1924," said Premier
Ntixni?smd' ‘he stated, suppoit Mr. Henry, “was just an incident in the

moti.on, change back to responsible govern-

Claims Indefiniteness. ment from the unusual conditions
In opening his address Premier Henry Which followed the adoption of pro-

complained of the indefiniteness of the hibition as a wartime measure, with

motion's provision that a plebiscite subsequent referenda. The people be-

should be held “when a sufficient pub- lieve this Government is sincere in

lic demand for such action is ap- Promoting real temperance. It is sin-

pa:ent,.“ . cere, and not juggling with motions
I think,” said the Premier, referring such as this, which mean nothing ex-

i

|

|

to the supporters of the motion, “that cept to the boys back of the lines, who
they are not expecting to advance this Will say ‘Hurrah for Harry Nixon; he's
motion very far in the House. I do not keeping our flag flying.’" .
wish to impute motives, but I think they “I'm prepared to accept the issue as
simply wish to fan the air and give the it has been defined,” said Mr. Nixon, |

Expendiiures are fall- | perance legislation cannot be expected tification for bringing the question up.
Why not on | from a Conservative Administration.” The Prime Minister failed

|

public the impression that they are the following the Premier. “The charac-
ter of this debate has been ample jus-

to avoid |’
He stated that he was not in the speaking on his stand on piebiscites in
In that plebiscite the people

I}EIJL h‘ was Dfrpﬂl_'f-‘d to accept the| of conduct to outside organizations, “I-did not vote for Government control,
sincerity of the views expressed by t.he: have been asked by temperance forces as the Government expected. Had
Opposition members of the House, b“t'l to sign on the dotted line. I have been they voted for Gevernment control there
tht, was Inote 'm’ﬂ“ he could htimi fgr- asked to pledge myself to a certain would be no right-about-face on the
certaiu members of the Prohibitlon ..,.c0 jn return for support. But my question of plebiscites by the Govern-

Union who durlng the last Lwo Pro- conce "
SRI0n, , : ption of the duty of a man in ment,
vincial clECtiDﬂS. Dlﬂ}Cd a parti hﬂ] pubuc life is to have a view ﬂ'f his own.

charged, that was highly improper, and
one tha: should be investigated by the
Attorney-General. Mr. Honeywe

)

threw out veiled suggestions of “mis< _ £
representation,” and of “money speni’ have confidence.

that was not spent as it should be

spent.

The Oltawa
principle of the plebisci
alarming picture of wha

at the last ¢
East Elgin; P. W. Pearson, North York|
and Chris Gardiner, East Kent, tw¢
Liberals and a Progressive, who hai

championed its cause enthusiasticallyl part

member ridiculed the ple
te, and drew ar| un-British
t had happenec
lection to Blake Miller Harvard University,

An exchange occurred between Mr,
I do not expect those who elect me Nixon and Mr. Sinclair. The former,
to ask for pledges. They should elect amid laughter, said: “T am over-
to public office those in whom they whelmed by the support of my friend
from Ontario South. He states that
my motion is in substance the same as
reforenda, his Fort Willlam speech. The people
of Ontario were trying for days to in-
| terpret that speech. But it wasn’t in-
| terpreted until he went down to The
Globe office and gave an interview to
the editor.”
Mr. Sinclair—You
statement of fact.
Mr. Nixon--I repeat it.

“Newfangled” Systems.

Premier Henry described
biscites and recalls as “newfangled,
» systems. He quoted from
a recent book by Professor Munro of
who attributed,
these systems to “declining public con-
fidence in the efficiency and iniegrily
of legislators, and a readiness on the
of representatives to place on thel

are making a

~surely their fate,” said Mr. Honej! shoulders of voters responsibilities Mr. Sinumr—l_:_ha?re no recollection
well. *is sufficient indication W m$ which ought properly 0 remain on| - s "
honorable friend from Brant (Mr| their own.” 'of giving such an interview. What
Nixon) that the referendum has len; Such devices, continued the Pre"]dﬂtﬂ was it? |
cince been relegated to the limbo of for| mier, were products of republican forms| Mr. Nixon—I don't recall the date. |
of government, having been tried in! It will be on the files. |

gotten things.”
Mr. Sinclair's remar
'wer. brict bue bluns.

up in the House and
referendum prineiple in the face

| wertain things.

ks on the debat{ prance and Switzerland.
Conservatlv| states
' members persisted, he stated, in‘gettin{ «if a Judge gives
flaying th cision the voters may reca
of i system of plebiscites
clause in the Municipal Act at the pres' gritish institutions
ent time that permitted referenda ©f ysed in Great Brit
tative government

“In some| Mr. Sinclair—I go there so seldom,

of the United States,” he sald, I remember every occasion.
an unpopular de-| 15 conclusion Mr. Nixon referred to
11 him. The {he Liberal Leader voting with the |
does not belong t0! premier on Tuesday as reminding him
" It has never been|of «“pamon and Pythias embracing at
ain, where represen-| the execution block.”

has been carried 10| «The attitude of the honorable mem-

|

.. il : its highest form.” | ber for Ontario South today,” he added,
Attacks Inconsistency , A Mrg Nixon—Did not M. Baldwin! «js more in keeping with a Leader of
' w1et these members repeal tha . -9 ' »”

ause” arghed Mr. Sinclair, “if the: promise a referendum m;mghi o an Opposition group. s

. L L msisaee : " premier Henry replied that ae =0

:‘ii?'h“m be consistent in their point o© ot Smew WS ex-Premn‘;‘: Baldwi!nrﬂi

ew. _ 4 ; the future. At.

Tae Opposition Leader stated it was intentions were for no promise of

the Governmen

plain that
henches would never

- feat of Sir
They were inclined
perance paople for
temperance people
at all. “When one
about the defeat of Hearst,"
Sinclair, *“one would
actually thought that by the grace
the Almighty when they came
pcwer in 1905 they were
for all time.”

. Mr. Sinclair jocularly
Honeywell's
Prohibition Union into
'the Attorney-General,
failure to clean.-up
Mr. Honeywell a

tp se°

get over the de-a referendum W

william Hearslt in 1819 P
to blame the tem- Praise
the licking, but the
were not to blami been no more T
hears them tall ance than
said My the late Sir Ja

0
int
to stay thert the stress ¢f war we

imagine t,he1

turned Mr with the enactment
accusation regarding the
charges agains! the
and the latter’
the situation which tion,
lleged to have obtained gation of

however, made

Baldwin,
hile in

a responsible |

osition.

for Whltnl:}'.d e

1 history, he declared, |
i Weal progress in ten;tper--l
during the Premiership ol
mes Whitney. He traced !
OT.A.as a wartime

measure following the election of 1914

issue of abolishing the bar. “In|
i reversed the policy

d been returned, a.ndl:
of prohibition th:e:1

a referendum at

" |

there had |

the inception of the

on which we ha

Government promised

conclusion of the War.

Referring to the Ir};r;ry A
d Mr. on

e Government for

he U.F.O.
ttu dccept responsibility for

declining



