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THE SCOTT ACT.
_ We approach this subject with adfeel-
g of diffidence mingled with reluct-
ance. We are painfully sensible of our
nability to do justice to a question so
Important, so all-absorbing and so tre-
1uendous in its results. We know that
the most obstruse problems of politizal
economy and civil jurisprudence are
involved in its solution, but yet, im-
pelled by a sense of duty and a love of
fair play. we shall attempt to place be-
fore our readers a few of the inconsist-
ences embodied in the arguments
brought forward by the opponents of
the Scott Act, and having done so, to
give reasons why that act should receive
the unqualified support of the whole
community.

In “Reasons Why Farmers ‘Should
Vote Against the Act,” the public is
told that ‘“farmers will sufter great
pecuniary loss,by.the adoption of the
act.””  The publication in anaogti
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on-also
to show that such is the case.

may fairly assume that all the rea-
sons that can be given are those accom-
Panying the statement quoted.

We have read this extraordinary
sheet carefully, and all that is to be
found in it in’ support of the alove
statement is that farmers will lose a
trifle on barley and apples by the o) er-
ation of the act. Was ever such un-
witigated nonsense attempted to be
pawned off on an iutelligent pul lico
Taking our_opponents figures, about
thixteen million bushels of barley are
produced in the Province of Ontario,
nine milliéns ' of which go to the
breweries of the United States, thus
leaviiig“only four ‘millions to be con
‘suined &¢ home, and of this two and a
half millions are used in the manufac-
ture of béer. Now if the American
brewers find it profitable to purchase
yearly from Outwio nine wmillion
bushels of barley, withall the breweries
here in full blast, would they not be
able to purchase two and a half mil-
lions more without reducing the price,
it the-production of beer in Ontario
ceased?\ Certainly they would.

But say our opponents, the Ameri-
cans are working just as hard for pro-
hibition as are the people of Ontario.
Joyful intelligence! Heaven help them
in the good cause! In the event of
such a happy termination of the strug-
gle, which it is earnestly hoped may be
in the near future, should the time be
near when the vast piles of brick, and
stone, the clanking machinery and the
sinewy laborer which Lave all lent
their aid in manufacturing that whicl
can only debase and demoialize: man,
shall be use1 for other and nébler pur-
poses, there yet remains a means by
which the farmer may dispose of his
barley without pecuniary liss. He can
Seed it to his stock.

At once we are confronted by the
startling announcement, “bright col-
ored barley is worth ten cents a hushel
more than dark.” Even an animal as
intelligent as a Jersey cow would ot
know the difference between bright and
dark barley. This is amusing, but

l{tﬁr]y senseless,

~(is€rence, then the difference in price
i3 due to the liquor trade alone and
would cease to exist with the closing
up of the breweries.
a bushel of dark colored barley would
sell for just as much as a bushel of
bright colored were the cause of differ-

ence removed. Whether that price
would be higheror o ver than the pre-
sent prices depends entirely upon the
ratio between dem nd and sapply. 1f
the same quantity continued to be pro-
duced and the deuanl as great as
formerly, assumivg prohibition in force,
clearly the average price would-be un-
changed. It then becomes necessary
to seek for a market. The market we
propose is, let the farmer give in-
creased attention to stock-raising, and
in doing so he will dispose of the
greater part of his barley on the farm.
I'he advantages derived from this sy
em would be that home consumption
would tend to keep up prices, while
the manure produced would amply re-
pay the farmer for the extra work in-
currel in the disposal of his grain.
Indeel this last advant:ge, in our opin-

nnless  stock farming is engiged 1
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uiore
@rming lands must inevitably become
anperished.  From this it appears that

the operation of the Scott Act encour-
1ges to a eertain exter t, better methods
of farming than ave | ractised at  the
present time. The conclusionat which
we have arrived at ‘s that the fomers
cannot possibly soficr loss by the ad-
option of the act, aiithat the argu-
ments in support of ‘supposed loss to
be sustained, are mere ropes of sand
that fall to pieces as soon as touched.

The remarks on the *‘cider question”
require to be noticcd only that they
may be despised. No farmer is likely
to find fault with the act because it
nay possibly reduce the net receipts of
v few bushels of wnsalable upples by
WO or three eents a bushel.

We are next told that “prohibition
for the Dominion of Canada means
oss of revenue of about six million
f dollars a year.” Assuming that
his Joss was made good by direct taxa-
ion, which need not necessarily be
esorted to, the par cap'ta tax would
be about $1.50. 'Tae levying of such
a tax is exclaimed against by the op-
Jonents of the act as a great injustice.
But where is the family that would
wt willingly give $5 or $10 a year
if by so doing they could remove from
our. fair land this terrible scourge?
Waiving the sentimental side of this
question, however, and appealing only
to-the pockets of the people, atlow us
to ask from what source does this six
million dollars of revenue come? We
answer, from the peo, le, and we defy
successful contradiction. What mat-
ters it whether the wholesale liquor
merchant, the hotel keeper or the
brewer pays the money directly to the
government, the money does come and
must - come from the' drinkers, from
those who give their bodies to be
burned in the flames of alcoliol, and
at the same time bring degradation and
ruin upon those nearest and dearest to

If color is the only’

It is evident that |

them..  Any hotel keeper will adiit—
excepting perhaps, a few of the first-
class houses in our cities and largest
towns—that were 1t not for tlie bar the

house would not pay running expenses. f

In other words the **bar-tender” is in-
dustriously taking in at all times and
in divers ma imers, money to oil the
wheels of the government machine,
but for every time he drops a .dime

teenth century of the Christian

wu, is of very great importance, for |
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[into the revenue till, he slips a dollar | chusetts.”

|into his own pocket. This is the nine- | be

and yet we find men advocating such.

methods of raising the evenue of one
[of the most intelligent  governments
tof the world. Can such things be and
|overconme us like a summer’s cloud
| without our special wonder?
| But there is yet another stand
| point from which this part of our sub-
Ject may be viewed. The working
power of any people meussures the
wealth of the nation. The power to
do work varies directly as the. will
and the inteligence. The will to do 1s
increased by a noble example, an ex-
afted ideal and above all by the spon-
tiieous outgushings of a joyous peo-
[ple.  The sons and daughters of
Ontario have both will and tuteligence.

T.ey are pre-eminently iunteligent
and their aill power is perhaps second
to none. The use of alchoholic bever
ages itis well known, impairs both
I'the will and inteligence. In order
| thereiore thag the capabiiity to work
tmu_y be used o the greatest advan-
tuge it is necessary that the people
[ be strictly temperate, and the striet
obrervance of the Scott Act would, we
helieve, ussist materially, in banish
[ g intemperdnce from our land.

To u1l this it may he added that in-

temyperance is a fruitful scource of

erime.  The testimony of judge and
Jury in all countries supports this
{statement. The adoption of the ‘Act
would therefore lessen erime and con-
sequently decrease the amount of
public money spent in administrating
the law,  Thus we see that the in.
creased w orking power of tne people
‘:uinlwi to the decreaxed judicinl ex-
[penditure would far exceed the direct
[ taxation levied to mect the deficit in
revenne, caused by a prohibitory
liquor li.w.

Again we are told that the Act
will not help tne cause of temp erance.

We believe that it will. As far as
we can learn it isdoing good work in
the Connty of Halton at the present
tiwe.  The opposition brought. to
bear against it is no doub. very great;
the supporters of the a¢t have many
difficuliies to contend with that would
cease 1o exist were the Act in force
in the surrounding counties,

We hold that it is not fuir to esti-
‘vn;ue the good that cun be done by
lix s0 ‘long as its jurisdiction is sur-

rounded by districts in which the sale
of'liquor is authorised by law. TItis
easily understood that under such
conditions it is much easier to bring
intoxicants into the county than
it would be were the territory
much larger. But even in this county
with all its disadvantages the ‘“‘grog-
gery does not flourish on every corner,”

drunkeness is not more prevalent than

|1t was before the adoption of the act,
[as is claimed by our opponents, but on
|the contrary, liquor can only be ob-
| tained at great trouble and expense, so
that it is placed almost beyond the
reach of those who would receive the
greatest injury from it. This in itself
is a most gratifying result and should
give fresh encouragement and zeal to
{ the workers in tlfe temperance cause
| throughout the length and breadth of

| the Province.

We are next called vpon to notice
“repeal of prohibition.in Massa-
This we acknowledge to
a real difficulty. The testimony of

era, | men of undoubted honor and veracily

was that jroh bition in that state w

creased drun'cenn.ers.  On he strengtis
of that testim u, the law was re-
pealed by the siate legislaiure aygd o
stringent license law substituted fm'
i!.‘/ﬁ \\(lvl\e desire to submit the fol-
lowing as an avswer to t.hoso_ lew
argue that because prohibition failed
in Massachu-etrs it will also fail in
Ontavio. It is much more difficult to
enforce such a law in the former place
than in the latter because the one is
situated on the sea shore and the
other is uot. The great city of Box

ton is infested for at least ninc
months of the year, by a clags of men
that are confes-edly more addicted to
intemperance than any other, and
this is not only true of the metropolis
of the state, but applies’in a greater
or less extent to wearly all the other
cities, especially those on the const

From thix evil the province of Ontario-
1510 a great port fice. In our opinion
the superior intelligence of Ontario
is also in her favor, and we say 80
with all due defercuce to the grand
old Puritan state. From such con-
iderations us those we would deem it
very anfair to inter that the Scott Act
must necessurily fail in Ontario be

cause prohibition could not be en

torced in Massachusetts.

The numbers arrested on ('h:u-ge\
of being drunk and disorderly during
the yeurs in which prohibition was 11
torce, as well as underthe license law
‘re very unfairly. commented upon
The number of ariests nnder prohibi
iiou is  judeed somewhat greater
than the number under license. Bui
his fact evident'~ neaves nothing, for
he attempt to entorce the act woul:
lead to an unusual number of arrests,
and in addition to this the years unde:
prohibition fillowed closely upon the
American war, while those unde:
license were farther removed from it
The years immediately after the wa:
weresignalized by lawless acts,~uch a:
the Fenian raids and many others of
less notoriety. Thus venish into thin
air the arguments of the anti-Scott
agitators. 2

But the scene is changed, and now
we are told triumphantly, that Boston
has increased  in  population durin;:
three ycars of license rule by 65,000.
But have not other great cities in
creased just as much? They have,
and the writers of anti.Scott articles
should know it.

To sum up the justice and righteous
ness of our cause, no one for a moment
will attempt to deny. The only ques
tion is, whether the act will promotc
temperance or not. Webelieve it will,
but in order to answer the question
satisﬁmtorily, the act must have a trial,
and we ask the public to give it that
trial.  And farmers, we solicit your
interest and your vote, because, as has
been shown, you will sufter no loss by
its passage. But. above all, because
you are the bone and sinew of our
country, and- on you, therefore, the
country relies for its .physical anid
moral welfare. Help us, will you not’
We trust, we feel confident, your
answer is yes.
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Foreigners own 21,000,000 acres in
the United States.

France exports one million dollar:
worth of eggs annually.




