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suppress that Churchi.  They hnd 1 Church so on trial in the States—the Mor-
mon Church.  Why was thut Church on trial 7 Becauseit had chosen to degrade
itselfl and its people, and on the sume grounds they asked to placo the liquor
traflic on trinl,  1f 2 minister preached a religion that would degrado our girls
und debauch our buys and no law could veach him, we probably would tar and
feather him. Now, if society would try a minister for these acts, had it not a
right to try tho liquor-selier who accomplished the smne results ! The liquor
traflic had come into the country on a devel of respectability with other trade
and had as goud u chauce to make people love it.  Other trudes had stoud the
test of time und retained their respectability.  The grocery business had lived
ull through these years and remained respectable, but its companion, the liquor
tunde, hiad become so disreputable that wo had lately to dissolve the partnership.
(Loud applause.) Hue was not agaiust the men in the business; it was the
system he oppused.  People did-not chain up any other businesses as the liquor
vade was chuined, ¢ven the Liberal Temporance Union wanted to kill one part
of it.  (Loud cheers.) Did the audieuce believe that if the liquor trade had
made happy hemes aud loving husbands anyone would want to sew it removed.
No! Twrecord was one of crime, poverty, misery, and ruin wreaking. The
issues. then was, are the charges truel lle charged that the bar-room wasa
public nuisunce, that it beggared its patrons, stimulated brawls and fights, and
was one of the principal stunulants ot red-handed murder, and that it fostered
pauperism and vice.  Was it true?  He said, yes, The gentleman who was to
apealt had come to prove that it was not.

‘T.e gentleman referred to, rose to say that he did not deny tho charges,
but he dig not believe in the means advocated for its removal.  Subsequently,
in answer to a direct question from Mr. Finch, he said, ** Yes, he did deny thoe
charges” ; and on coming forward gave his name as Mr. James Newton, Secre-
tary of the Libern]l Temperance Union, and smd that he had been indueced to
take tho platform because Mr. Godlwm Swith had been misrepresented. B,
Smith di& not object to American spealiers coming here buc ho did object to
them iuterfering between the people and their Government, or to advocate the
confiscation of property. The speaker was not connected with the liquor trade,
though he had been at one time an agent of that business in England. He had
given it up because he found he had to drink too often, especinlly after hv came
to Americn. The question was not, is it an evil but how to stop it.  Mr. Fiuch
snid prohibition was the way, while he (tho speaker) with many others said it
was not, because it was oppused to natural law, Divine law, and the principles
of business. Had Christ been a prohibitionist of sin he would have come on
earth with an army at his back. The prohibitien of liquor had been exploded
2,000 years ago, in Greeco among the Spartans, noted tor their virtue.  What
he objected to was Americrns coming here and inciting the taking away of our
libertics.  He beheved in no license'; he believed the Government's duty was
to administer justice, A man had a rignt to do what he liked with his own
stomach. {Laughter.) Salt, he asserted, was a deadly poison in certain quan-
titics> Opponents of the L. I'. U. denied the temperance of the poople in wine.
drinking countries. Tt had been said that a large proportion of the peopluin
Lille were drunkards. That was not true; he had been there and knew it
wasn't.  Italy, Portugal, Spain, France, and Germany ; countries where wine
aud beer was mostly arank, were among the most temperate countries of the
world. (A voice.—Plenty of drunkenness in Germany; Y've heen there.) He

uoted the statistics from Maine, to show that after 33 years of prohibitivn in
that State drunkeuness was on the increase.  Prohibition put down licensed
houses and raised up groggeries. In Jooking over a recent paper he found that
in Cumberland County, Maine, there were 33 divorces in one year, the greater
proportion of whizh wete caused by intemperance.  (Loud laughter and cheers,)
The speaker then put in a plea for the Senate's amendment and expressed his
indignation at a certain rev. gentleman who had spoken of that dignified and
vencrable body as “*Bull E. . In acontention that the Scott Act did not
poll & mujority, the speaker su ? that in some places the Salvation Army could
turn out and pass a law to make people wear poke bonnets and pluay tambour-
ine<, 8¢ indifferent were the electorate.  (Severnl Salvationists ameng the audi.
ence cheered lustily.) The only Jaw the Government had a right to force on the
people wus an Adulteration Act.  He believed in no license law, but was a free
trader on every question.  Ho was not advocating the Jiquor trade ut all,

At tluy juncture such confusion and noise reigned among the audience that
he was forced to desist, and he immediaiely left the platform.  His speech con.
tained nothing more or Jess than the often reiterated and long-exploded argu-
ments of the wine and beer men, and during its progress it was diflicalt to
restrain individuals amongst the audience from springing up to refute his falla.
cious statements,

A collection was taken up to defray expenses, and a hymn was sung, led by
Mr. Jas. Thowson.

Mr. Finch then rose to reply. He said that if the liquor trade was the
liberty of the people of Canada he could only say he pitied the people. Asto
compensation, he held that compensation should not be given where the pro-
hibited article was an evil.  Ligquor dealers and keepers of houses of 1ll-fame, or
of lJotteries, had not been compensated when their places were droken up.  Mr.
Neowton had said that Chrnist came into tho world to rule by love.  Yet Christ
had whipped the money changers out of the tenple. Christ was all love to
those who did right, and all pumshment to wrong-dvers.  The Bible everywhere
gave freedom to the 1ight and prison to the wrong. Ho thought that the pro.
hibitionists were the noral suasionists,  He would like to know who worked to
reclaim the drunkards or assist their families if not the prohibitionists.  Every
moral suasionmst was a prohibitionist.  As to Mr. Newton's Muine statistics, he
could only say that the men of Maine were at least no fools, and yet after 32
yeurs' trial they had last year sustained prohibition by a vote of 2 to 1. That
did not lovk ax if they thought it failute. 1t seemed to kim that Mr. Newton
conceded all points claimed by tho Scott Act men, but =id the Act would not
work. Well, wo must make it work. When we bought a set of hidrness, if it
did not tit we did not alter the horses to suit the hainess, but buckled the Iatter
up a little tighter; and so, i the Scott Act did not work quite right, it wust be
amended till it did, Prolbition was the natural basis of ali Jaw. We prohibited
the ssle of liquors to minors, Indians, and drunkards, and the Scott Act was
only a step farther m the tight divection,

The loud nud prolonged applause which greeted Mr. Finch at the termina-
tion of his speech showed how thoroughly the nudiencoappreciated his viows and
statcments.  The disccmforture of the individual. who had the temerity to op-
pose him on tho platform, was complete, During Mr. Finch's reply, Mr. New-
ton kept repeatedly imenuptinf hnm with questions, but Mr. Finch only made
use of the opportunity to completely crush 'his opponent, and each couclusive
answer was received by the audience with vociferous cheering.

A vote was then taken on the question of the Scott Act.  Of the vast as-
semblage gathered in that hall onl, two individuals stool up when the vote was
taken against the Act—those two being Mr, Newton and a groggy-nosed cus-
tomer who sut beside him.

The proceedings terminated by singing the Nationul Anthem, followed by
three cheers for Mr. Fiuch aud threo for the Queen.

Froxtexac.—Judge Price, in his address to the grand jury at the County
Court, which opened at Kingston on Tuesday, referred in stiong terms to the
Scott Act. He enid the people had asked for it, that tho majority of the
peoplo had voted for its adoption, and ho hoped it would be given a fuir trinl in
tho county. He_counselled all connected with the administration of the peace
to study s provisions and 80 be prepured to give them effect.

S1McoE.—At a public meeting held in Bond Head on Fridny, called for the
purpose of forming a hranch of the Dominion Allinuce, the following resolution
was carried unanimously :~Moved by Rev. T. Campbell, seconded by Br. E. F.
Jeffs, ¢* That wo have read with great dissatisfaction and alarm that the Senate
of the Dominion have in their legislation been so mutilating the Canada Temper-
ance Act that should the measure adopted be endorsed by the Commons we con-
sider it useless, as it would destroy the aperation of tho Act, which has been
accepted by a majority of more than 40,000 electors. We would therefore enter
our carnest profest against the action of this honorable body of men, and appeal
to the House of Commons not to sanction such a measure,
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THE WORKING OF THE SCOTT ACT.

To the Editor of Tug Caxapva CiTizEN.
Loxpox, Juno 8th, 1885,

DEean Sir,—I have just been travelling through the counties of Oxford and
Norfolk, and have seen for myself the effect of the intrzduction of the Scott
Act into those countics. One thing is certain that if the hotels (bar room
department) are not 8o busy, they arelargely free frem what must be a source of
annoyance to ** respectable” men (and this the hotel-keepers profcss to be) viz. a
gang of loating, good for nothing fellows, who live 1o drink and drink by spong-
ing,” Thesc men have hud their day, but now it 18 over, and for the future they
will either have to work, or scarch out gome means of lucrative idleness.

The storckeepers are well nigh unanimous in dcc)nring that trade is no
worse, and certainly, in some respects better, since * the Act” eame in force.

The ex-liquor sellers are depressed, and indulge in doleful predictions re-
specting the speedy downfall of this fair Canada of ours. One is led to ask :
**Do these men engage in selling whirkey from the love of it ; or, for money
making ; or, from high and neble feclings of patriotiem ? They talk patyiotic-
ally ! and would have you bhelicve that they engage in * the trade” for their
country's and not their personal good. Poor fellows, the law prohibits such
self-denying patriotiem !and they, as good, law abiding citizens submit (3) with a
rowl.
g In the hotels where I **put up,” I made it a rule, without ostentation, to
get into conversation re the state of aflairs.  The inconsistency of the statements
of thoe lords of the batiel led nie to revolve 1 mind the sentiment of Burus,

0 wad some power the giftie gie us
To see ourselves as ithers sec us.”

First of all they declare that there is more whiskey being sold than ever.
Next, that there cre more drunken men “about town *'; and generally wind up
by telling you, the hatel does not pay expenses, and that the Scott Act makes
$100 (ono huudred dollars) a week difference in their busines. Remarkablo
paradox—more drinking and less money spent on ditnk.  Now this $100 which
several publicans assured me they were receiving less per week, is not thrown
into the lakes ; but, is cither put into the family *‘old stocking™ to provide
againt tho time to come, or, 18 being circulated among other business men for
goods which aro more uscful than drink, very largely the latter. Bat, say they,
there is more drink being sold and more drunkards than under license ! stmngc:
isn’t it, thut no onc except publicans kuow this? Other people about town,
quite as wide awake ns publicans, dont see it. But where does the whiskey
come from to cause this cxcessive drinking? Not from the old-fashioned bar-
rvom, for this yields $100 less per week ! 'where, then? Theso patriotic publi-
cans aro the knowintig onea aguin and they say it comes from the Jicensed druggist.
But drugyists only supply on the certificate of a wmedical practicioner.  Oh
there's the rub, Druggiats and Doctors are in partnership.  Doctors givo certis
ficates ad libitam and druggists sell without scruple.  But how do the publicans
know this? I usked a licensed druggist if he was disposing of much’ alcoholic
medicine. He replied, gome, but not a great deal—the doctors wero not disposed
to give certificates to every applicant.  Thero is in every Scott Act county
without doubt, atill a large quantity of the vile stuff out of which drunkards are
made, aud as yet there are many facilities for getting it from neighboring
countics wuere the Act has not been adopted, or, is not yet in foree ; let these
two sources be removed and then the Scott Act wlll havo a fair field and its
beneficial effects be appazent even to the dull intelect of a beer and spirit
vendor. Yours truly,

G. W. ArwMiT.oNG
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