
YOUNG FRIENDS' REVIBW.

We are agreed that the use of intoxi-
cating liquors as a beverage is wrong.

We are also agreed that it is quite as
wrong to enga«e in their manufacture
or sale.

But we are not agreed that it is a
great deal worse for us to consent to
other people's making and selling
liquor than to do it ourselves. Or
rather, wve do flot all admit that we are
directly responsible for the saloon and
the liquor traffic! But, nevertheless, it is
still a fact that we aie responsible, not
only for the saloon, but aIl that the sa-
taon does ; and there is only one way to
relieve ourselves of that responsibility.

The saloon and the liquor traffic are
the creatures of law. The license sys-
tem which is the present policy of our
Government towards tlue liquor business
provides for the perpetuation and pro-
tection of thé manufacture and sale of
intoxicating liquors by law. Our Leg-
isiators enact the laws and our various
executive officers enforce themn-or
don't enforce therm! And the people
choose the officiais of Governm ent,
ostensibly to do their bidding.

The foundation principles of our
Government, then, are such that we
may know in advance just what policy
a public servant is going to pursue in
important matters; so0 that we have no
excuse for sanctioning an institution
that we do not approve of.

I{ow, then, about the legatized sa-
loon ? We know by sad experience just
what its character is, and tve knov be-
forehand, just what must, of very nec-
essity, be the natural and unavoidable
resuit of its existence and operation.
Therefore, if we fait to vote in oppos-
ition to the saloon, we make ourselves
directly responsible for the saloon, and
ail that the saloon does.

But, 1 seemi to hear a criticismn fromn
ail parts of the house, to the effect that
we are not here to consider the saloon,
but to consider the moral question, of
how we can help the poor drunkard.
To which I may reply, that I know of
no phase of the question more intrin-
sically moral, or even religious, than

that which 1 have corisidered; neither
do 1 know any way to help the poor
drunkard more quickly or more effec-
tivety, than the way 1 have described.

But many say we ought to have Gos-
pel temperance meetings, and .try to
influence the drinker to break away
from the habit that enchains him, and
to turn his back on the temptation
which is Iuring him to destruction. 1
tell you, Friends, the time has not
com-_ yet, when we can confine our-
selves to talk ing tem perancetIo the drunk-
ard. Verily, there is need for Gospel
temperance meetings, but they should
be to impress the people with their re-
sponsibitity in this matter, and Io teach
the value and significance of a vote.

XVhen the four million professing
Christians of this land have done so
srnall a thing as to unite for the over-
throw of the legalized drink traffic,
then, and not tili then, can they con-
sistently ask the poor, weak drunkard
to do so great a thing as to break
away from the tyrant drink.

Think of it, Friends, 240,000 sa-
loons in this country to-day, established
by law, with a perfect understanding of
their destructive nature, and no united
effort by the so-called Christian church
to oppose thero. Is this the way to
manifest that love for each other, which
wvas to be the badge by which ail men
should know that we are His disèiples ?
What a scathing commentary this is on
our profession? No wonder Religion
is falling into disrepute, and men like
Robert G. Ingersoit are questioning
the dlaims of Christianity.

J ust what shalt we do, then, to re-
lieve ourselves of responsibility in this
matter? First, do our part towards re-
mnoving the temptation ; that is, vote
to make the liquor business illegal,
whicha implies, that we stop voting to
make it legal. At the samne time, vote
for officers who are pledged to execute
the law. Then our political ducy wilt
be donc, for we wiIl no longer be re-
sponsible for the great tempter, and we
can give ourselves, with a clear con-
science, to the rescue of the fallen.

JONATHAN C. PIERCE.


