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ﬁuous mdulorence-1f by that Dacnﬁce a JUbt proapecu

momentous as those of mtemperance.‘ o
" Fourthly—We’ preaume that if the men ra:sed to luf*u

education, refinement; and “e'llth-stlll more, if. themen .

~and if - they “who profess those truths and. acknowledwe
those obligations—were ‘univer sally to abandon volunta-
rily the “indulgence of intoxicating drinks—the business -
" of "the importer and retailer would beso cartailed, and
the influences that - would -encircle the inebriates’ would
‘be so-extended and potential, that comparauvely Tittle
" aid would be required from legislative enactments, and
what was required would be accorded without hecxtatmq :
and would be effective.
- Fiftkly. —Believing- that’ aometles and «overnments
chould exist for the: o‘enu‘al good;: -and that a supreme
authority in the state is created for the puroose of pro-
hibiting what is generally injurious, altbough at the ex-
pense-of indiv idual interest ; and believing that the sale of:

an extepded and scrious pature, without returning to
_ society compensating benefits, we see nothing in the
right to sell or to drink intoxicating hquors that, should -
form an exception to the general rule. '
Lastly.—~We know of no class of persons - enmled to
complain of the prohibition, if the propositions we. have
affirmed are correct. Not they who upon the principles
of religion and the obligations of benev olence and patriot-

. ism, are requir -ed voluntarily to abandon : alike the tratfic: -
and the use—still less they’ who are: the” victims, for
whose deliverancs this remedy is applied=—and, least of

all they who make 2 cruel proﬁt by a traffic that offers
A : ‘

esist of checkmfr and-era dlcatmo' enla so extensne and

stations—thie men on whom pr rovidence ‘has conferred -

separated 10. teach the trutha and obhgatxon; of religions

jntoxicating drinks inflicts evilson the common wealth oi‘ o



