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Can the lawv refuse this sanction? Sure]l, il can. l3 v ir-tue of
a contract 'entered into by the state and the inclividual, thé individual
is permnitted to enigage in the lic1uor tri-,ll;. Butt this contract is for
one vear, and at the end of that lime-1 the suite ni.,y terminate the
con'tract. Tlic inclividua-l is a-warc of luis wvhen lie enters upon the
contract, and no plea of vested inîtcrests cati prevent the conclusion
that license is restriction, and1C that the righit 10 restrict admiits he
ri-lit ho prohîibît, not onlyV the inchlvidtt.l engag, btthtptr
traffic.

So nituch for thie argument thiat prohibition is wvrong in prin-
ciple. Lct uis no' sec the positive arguments 4liat prohibition is
riglit iii lrinciple.

13 nicans of ils object, ils circtinîstan'wes, and its endl, wec are
unable to prove thiat, intrinsically the acrion of disposing of liquor
b3' saile is niorally N\vrong,-. Analysis nia% assist uis. The object is
evidentlv to reap the benefits ho l)e derived f romi the sale of liquor.
If %ve purclînse any other coîiinioditv, t$*ie benefits froin the tran-
saction a-re muitual. Wiha tranisaction ivvigtue sale of liquor-
the beniefits are nianifestly conlined 10 the agent, sitîce liquor, to
Say the leasî, does not possess the sliglitest potcntiality for good.
Tiien the objeet is purecly a selfisli one, and iigh-lt surcly be attainied
in another pursuit. Froin the point of view of the end the sanie is
true.

Conceringi tue circumistanccs, could wec justify the sale of liquior
to a man known 10 lie a cirunkard, to a nman whose ineans \vere rc-
quired for the sustenance of his famiily, ot., iii a word, to a Mnan w~ho
'vas liable to injurv, directlv or inclirectly, because of thîs sale? If
flot, fewv indeed are the instances iii whicli tle sale of liquor cazi
be justifie(), and \ve are able ho place the liquor traffic iii the category
of moral evils. Beyoncl a (loubt, it is the efficient cause of initemi-
perance, and of al] its attendant evils, and as sucli lias no place iii
anothier cahegory.

The truc object of legislation is to prevent-not 10 protect cvii.
If we recognize the principle that a govcrnniient slîould framie ils
law's so as ho niake it as liard as possible for a nian ho do wrong,
anîd as easy as possible for a nian ho do riglit, then, since inltenper-
aince is an evii, dangerous t0 the material and moral w'ell-being of
nman, and thic liquor hr-iffic is largely the efficient cause of this cvil,
surely prohibition, ratlier than license, a ffords thle i i mul-ni fulfil-
nient of tlîis principle.

The morality of -t'people is proportionate to thei nîorality of
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