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Opposite Opinions, as Expressed by Two Eminent
Canadians, Touching the Coming Plebiscite Vote.

FOR

Py P. 8. 8penve, Secretary of the Pro—l
hibition Alliance, in Methodist
Magazine.

The plebiscite to be taken on the ap-
oroaching 29th of September will be
one oOf the most important politi
events in the history of Canada. Upon
§ts resuilt will deend the immediate fu-
gture of the prohibition refo It will
gnaterially advance or seriously retard
the coming of the time that is most
mssuredly ahead of us, when the ligor
graffic will no longer have the protection
and authorization of law.

It is just 70 years since, in 1328,
the first Canadian total abstinence so-
c}ety was formed at Beaver River, in
Nova Scotia, and there was begul a
work that has almost revolutionized
gthe habits of our people and has de-
wveloped into a mighty social and pollt-
dcal force.

LEGISLATION NEC ARY.
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The Prohibition Question

Ever since that time, earnest women
and men have striven hard for the de-
welopment of the movement then in-
augurated. A short psiiod of efort on
anoral suasion lines soon made it clear
that the abounding temptation sup-
plied by the legalized liquor traffic coni-
tinually thwarted and defeated the ef-
gorte of those who were endeavoring to
ghield the innocent and reclaim the
gallen. The advocates of sobriety were
wobliged to become the opponents of the
license system, and for many years
the battle against the drink evil has
been fought on the Qual lines of total
abstinence and prohibitory legislation.

RESULTS OF PROHIBITION.

All the prohibitory meesures, so far
tried, have been of a partial character.
T.aws have been enacted prohibiting
the selling of liquor at certain times,
in certain places, in certain quantities,
by certain people, and to certain peo-
ple. These measures have done &
good, but their usefulness has b
limited by the defective nature of the
prohibition imposed, and by the conse-
quent difficulties found in enforcing
them. ®Public opinion has, however,
been steadily growing, and expressing
itself more and more in a demand for i
the more comprehensive measure of i
the total prohibition of the manufac-
ture, importation and sale of intoxicat-
ing liquors for beverage purpos S

This total prohibition is the one
§slative method of dealing with
drink evil that has not yet been t
ffhe most aweeping legislation that
has yet been put into operation has
had eome loopholes of permission for
the traffic to continue in some form.
The prohibitory law of Maine does not
interfere with the fr importation of
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intoxicants from adjoinlng states. The
Canada temperance act has the same
defect, and also permits manufacture
and wholesale for consumption out-|
side the territory under prohibition. It |
will be readily understood that such
measures must be partial failures as
far as abolition of the liquor traflic |
iz concerned.” It is surprising to find
how much good they have ace omplish-
ed in spite of these hindr: s to their
effectiveness. One illustration out of
many may be cited.

The report of the royal conimission
shows that in the Province of New
Brunswick there are nine counties un-
der the Scott act and five counties
under the license law. Tables are given
ghowing the population and the erimin-
al record of these two groups of coun-
ties. The group under pr ion had,
in 1891, a population of 196.422; the |
group under license law had a popu- |
Jation of 124,841. For the ten years na m- |
ed the total convictions for i i
the prohibition counties weare !
for drunkenns alone 4.986. The «
tions in the license coun ies were
for all crim and $.612 for drunk
mness. In other words, the 61 per cel
of the population bemng under prohi
tion had 39 per cent of ] erim
and 37 per
while 39 per cent
ing under license
all the crime, and
drunkenn Other examples
forcible m t be given.
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fain cod-liver

They cannot digest it.

It upsets the stomach.

Knowing these things, we
have digested the oil in
Scott’s Emulsion of Cod-
liver Oil with Hypophos-
phites; that 1is, we have
Broken it up into little glob-
ules, or droplets.

We use machinery to do
the work of the digestive
organs, nd you obtain the
good effects of the digested
oil at once. That is why you
can take Scott’s Emulsion.

soc. and $1.00, all druggists.
@COTT & BOWNE. Chemists, Torontes
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be readily recognized. The moral sen-
timent of Canada is undoubtedly in
favor of prohibition. The government
and parliament asks for a demonstra-
iion of the strength of that sentiment.
The people are asked to give a direct
jnstruction to the legislators. If the
electorate responds &0 as 10 make it
clear that a majority of the people are
in favor of prohibiticn, the enactment
of a prohibitory law will follow. 1f
the vote shows that public opinion does
not yet favor this comprehensive mea-
sure, then national legisiation prohib-
iting the liquor trafic will be post-
poned The agitation must g0 on, the
blight ¢f intemperance must remain,
until there has been further develop-
mant of an opinion and a prineciple that
are certain to triumph in the end.
THE ANTIS' CASE.

Against the prohibitory movement
are arrayed the selfish interests of those
who are being enriched by their con-
nection with the liquor traffic, and
those who fear that a rigid law
interfere with their personal gratifica-
tion. They do not state that these are
the reasons for their opposition. They
present certain plausible arguments in
favor of continuing the present sys-
tem. DMost of these arguments have in
them a measure of truth, and so have
forze with persons who do not pe ceive
that they are largely exaggerations,
and the disadvantages that pro-
hiidtic would entail upon some people
are i gnificant compared to the tre-
mendous injury which the liquor traflic
does to €0 many.

Amcng the most frequently used of
these arguments are the statements
that prohibition would unduly interfere
with personal liberty, that it would se-
riously impair our national revenue,
that it could not be thoroughly en-
forced, and that the temptation of the
permiited liquor traffic’ is indirectly
useful in strengthening the moral char=-
acter of the community.
ve that prohibition takes away
rty that a few men now enjoy
liguor, and indircctly affects the
of those who ire to indulge
jn intoxicants. Nearly every custom and
law of civilization, however, gimilariy
eifects the liberty of some for the ben-
efit of the many. Our lives are hedged
jn by just such divine and human laws,
preventing our taking certain courses
of action that we might prefer, because

action would interfere with
or happiness of other The re-
of ali these restrictio ig fulier
Hberty, for all in what is fuller
ernjovment by all of privil
otherwise would be monopolized by a
few. Prohibition is in the line of the
civilizing principle of overcoming self-
jshness by wise legislation for the ben-
efit of all.

It ia also true that prohibition would
affect revenue. The liguor-sellers
re, in a certain tax collectors.
They take from the people annually
about $40,000,000. About §7,000,060 of
this eum reaches the public treasury,
the balance of $33,000,000 is the com-

i on collectors, who claim
they help the revenue. They sim-
impose upon the community a tax
times as great as the com-
munity would have t pay if
the liquor trafiic vere abol-
i d, and i 3 snue collected
is true t
those who now ym  ligquor
would pay a share of the [,000,000. They

willir to do this. They object 1o a
{ axation,
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intemperance ol some bring sore
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propose that should continue
< » the and to blast young
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areguning that the temp ation has bene-
fited some. There is evil enotu
world to fight, witho
and the parliame i
ish work of pro
crime and disaster
These anti-ts arguments
N TE ed over and over again.
» real reasons why pro-
i They = are the
y which the liquor trai-
induce right-1 rincipled
hted people to support the
m out of which these
s are building up colossal for-
tunes for themselves.
A BITTER FIGHT.
e is an idea abroad
traffic will not make much effort
E is a

the 1i-
traffic

traffic

{ men, entalil

SUCCH

we tll
weak
a ruin {
ape, def

yining in the devil-

inducements to

sin.
erance

np

1o

Ther
liquor
in the present campaign.
serious mistake. The liquor tra
do all that can help its cause. Its cam-

i work on -alread A

wealthy distillers has sent a

to charitable organizations
saying that ributios for bene-
volent purposes must be discontinued
this year in order that the money may
be available for the coming fight. Cir-
culars have been sent to newspapers
all over Ontario. asking them to name
the price at which they would sell their
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space for use by agents of the liquor
party. It may be that there will be
little platform opposition to prohibi-
tion. Such campaigning generally re-
gults in benefit to the temperance side,
as open discussion favors the truth.
it would be in the interests of the
liquor traffic to have 2 small vote poll-
ed. Prohibitionists desire to have as
full an expression of the actual opinion
of the people as can possibly be se-
cured. The liquor traffic will probably
fight quietly, but it will fight hard.
A DANGER.

The danger of the gituation is in the
possibility of indifference on the part
of the electors favorable to prohibition.
A full vote would mean an overwhelm-
ing majority against the liquor traffic.
The friends of temperance have not,
however, control of money to employ
agents, to hire conveyances, and to
perfect the elaborate machinery that
political parties bring into play at
elections, even if they were disposed
to adopt this method. Thelr opponents
would be wiling to sacrifice large am-
ounts to defeat prohibition, and are
well able to provide any desired am-
ount of money. The rank and file of
the voters favorable to prohibition
must make more than their usual vol-
untary electoral efforts, in order to
secure a fair expression of their views
ihrough the ballot bhox.

The end to be obtained is worthy of
guch an effort. Notwithstanding the
progress that has been made, the evil
of intemperance is still working fearful
havoe in our land. There is hardly a
home that has not suffercd in some
way from the curse. Thousands of
worse than widowed wives, thousands
of worse than orphan children, thou-
sands blasted homes and broken
hearts testify to the cru tyvrauny of
this nineteenth century despot. Chris-
tian civilization is the working out of
the grand gospel truth of the respon-
sibility of every man for the welfare
of his fellows. It is meeting in a des-
perate conflict the sordid, grasping sel-
fishness that real appertains to the
heathen barbarisms of bygone days.
The result will depend upon the zeal
and activity of those who are professed
adherents of the gospel truth. An
earnest appeal is made to every man
who has a vote, to every woman who
has influence, to every Christian who
seeks the triumph of benevolence and
justice. Trusting in God and doing all
your duty, go into this good fight with
heart and soul and mind and strength,
and above all, “Let every vote be ooll=
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Prof. Goldwin Smith Argues That It
Will De More Harm Than Good
to Public Morality.
%o the Editor of the Toronto Sun:
8ir,—The issue of prohibition is now
fairly before us, and surely
discuss it as fellow-citize
same end in view, without
ment to
motives.

we may
having the
disparage-
each
The of prohibition is
questioned not only by the
teres but

2 ati
totall

other's character and
policy
liquor in-
. by a great body of people |
v unconnected with that interest,
friends and
themselves,

of temperance temperate
who are
bition because they
that besides trenching on personal lib-
erty it fails of its object and always
has done, and is likely always to do,
motre harm than good to public mor-
ality.
Drunkenness we all abhor and de-
spise. On that subject opinion, which |
formerly was unsour 1, now perfect-
ly sound. 1t constitutes a social law
really more powerfui, more ce tain in
its operation, surer in the infliction of
than laws written on the
and enforced by the po-
man who is known to be a
ig socially and industrially
Nobody is willing to em-
ploy him; he forfeits his chances of
riage: the insurance office shuns
him:; disgrace and poverty are his lot.
It used to be far otherwise. Excess in
liquor was once almost a part of hos-
pitality. But it is not 8o now. This |
very temperance movement is a proof
of the strength of feeling on the ques-
tion which makes itself felt in all de-
pariments and relations of life.
IN THE LIGHT OF EXPERIENCE.
Where prohibition has been tried
what been the practical result?
We have a right to ask this when we
are called upon to make what all ad-
mit to be a very costly ag well as. a
very critical experiment. We should
have to sacrifice seven millions of re-
venue. We should have 10 kill the |
capital invested in the trade, amount-
ing, it ems. to fifty miliions. We
should have to throw out of work
thousands of peopie directly or indi-
rectly earning their bread by the busi-
We ould seriously have to in-

jure the growers of barley, cider ap-
ples and grapes. 1f we admitted, as in
justice we can hardly fail to admig,
a <clain for compensation, gnother |
large item would be added to account l
of loss. We should have to pay for |
the additional police mnecessary to |
guard our immense frontier, and to |
coerce the less settled sections of the‘\

opposed to prohi-
sincerely believe
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population, such as the mining adven-
turers of the west.
have to
further

coerce Quebec. We should
imperii the interesis of our
count by proclaiming it to be under
an ecclesiastical and ascetic rule, which
many, rightly or wrongly, abhor. With-
out setting matarial loss against moral i
gain, we are € ititled to proof, before |
incurring so great a material loss, that ‘{
we are sure of the moral gain. Prohi- |
bitionists themselves, regardless as |
th may be of worldly interests com- !
pared with the principle, would notk
wizh to see the cause of temperance i
saddled with the memory of a ruinous
failure.

We all, it may be presumed, prefer |
liberty and the virtue which is freely |
formed. Temperance in its proper i
sense is self-restraint, and would cease |
to exist if abstinence were enforced by |
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law. However, in desperate cases, des-
perate remedies must be applied. But |
is the case of Canada desperate? 1Is |
Canada a drunken country? 1Is it not,
on the contrary, temperate, and in-
creasingly so? Have not educa-
tion, religion and the teachings of
medical scienee been doing their work?
Prof. Blaikie thought he was scor-
ing a point for prohibition by compli-
senting Toronto on the freedom of its
streets from drunkenness. But Toron-
to was not under the Scott Act.
There have béen false alarms. A teme

! ing to Dr. Gardiner,
| stores were little more than r

| ing.
| them were coun

| 000,

| Iansas, where there was

i Farrar was in

perance lecturer once gaid that there
were 10,000 deaths in Canada annually
from alcohol. Ten thousand would be
more than half the male adult deaths
in the Dominion. Even three thousand
or iour thousand deaths from alcohol,
the estimates of the Hon, George E.
Foster and the Hon. G. W. Ross re-
spectively, must be very far beyond
the mark.
° THE SCOTT ACT

We have trisd prohibition
form of the Scott Act. County after
county adopted the act; county after
county repealed it by majorities larger
than those by which it had been pass-
ed, finding, as there was a large body
of evidence to show, that while the
act stopped social conviviality, it in-
creased secret indulgence; that it led
to contraband traffic in liquer, te con-
tempt of the law, to perjury, to the
evils of the spy system, 10 disturbance
of neighborly peace and good will.
Here was a genuine popular verdict
founded on a practical trial of the sys-
tem. Nor was it really reversed by the
subsequent provincial piebiscite in fa-
vor of prohibition carried by a ma-
jority in the proportion of 19 to 11,
while only 58 per cent £ the vote was
polled, and the palance might safely
be set down as _in the main opposed
or indifferent. The enactment mand the
repeal of the Scott Act were legisla-
tion, amyroached by the voter with a
full sense of responsibility. The plebis-
cite was not legislation; it was a mere
fancy vote.

1t may be said that the Scott Act
was local, and that the area was not
large enough 1O keep off contagion.
But would the area of Canada be large
enough to keep off contagion? Would
not the taste be revived in every Cana-
dian who crossed the line or went to
Ingland? Popular literature, such as
works of Dickens, 1is full of the
convivial use of liquor, and its influ-
ence, no law could annul. There would
be little hope therefore of eradicating
the desire in the lorg line of provinces
stretching from the Atlantic to the Pa-
cific.

It is eaid that the repeal of the Scott
Act was followed by an increase in
drunkenness. This s not unlikely.
Overstraining is naturally followed by
a recoil. Puritan over-strictness was
avenged by the outburst of licentious-
ness in the reign of Charles 11,

ACROSS THE BORDER.

pMassachusetts, the model state of the
union, tried prohibition for a series of
years, and gave it up, finding that the
closing of the public places of sale
multiplied the secret places; that more
liquor and worse liquor was drunk,and
that there was more drunkenness in
Boston ‘than ever. “The mere fact,”
savs tne report, “that the law seeks to
prevent them from drinking, rouses
the determination to drink in many.
The fact that the place is secret takes
away the restraint which in more pub-
lic and respectable places would keep
them within temperate bounds. The
fact that the business is contraband
and liable to interruption, and that its
gains are hazardous, tenda to drive
honest men from it and leave it under
the control of dishonest men, who will
not scruple to poison the community
with vile adulteration.”

Vermont, a rural state, without
slums tried prohibition for 40 years,
piled one repressive enactment upon
another, heaped up penalties, gave ithe
police power to enter any house with-
out a warrant. The result as stated by
Mr. Edward Johnston in the Popular
Secience Monthly for May, 1884, was
that for all practical purposes the law
was a dead letter. There were dram-
shops in the principal streets and no
concealment of the ilegal traffie. No-
body dreamed of enforcing the law as
the laws against purglary and larceny
are enforced. Perjury and subornation
of perjury, disregard and contemapt of
all law were practicallv fostered and
encouraged.

In Iowa a correspondent of Harper's
Weekly reported that pronmbition im
the cities meant free liquor. A corre-
spondent of the New York Nation con-
firmed the statement. Dr. Dio Lewis,
in places where he had been assured
that drink could not be had for love
or money, saw drunkards reeling in
the streets. In Iowa City he saw from
75 to 100 kegs of beer delivered on
trucks. The business directory of Du-
buque, a city of 35,000 inhabitants, com-
prised two brew eries, 35 hotels, 10
wholesale ligquor places, and 181 sa-
loons. Formal prosecutions -wvere a
mere mode of raising a tax. Drug-
shops were turned into liquor
with a few drugs in the win-
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gists’
shops,
dow.
In Kansas, the
John,
where
had

state of Governor St
the chosen chief of prohibition,
the most stringent prohibition
been enacted, the result, accord-
was that the drug
um shops,
and that their number was astonish-
In one town of 4,000 people, 15 ol
ted on the main street.
Leavenworth, with a population of 23
had 175 places where liquor W
sold. In Kansas City the police col-
lected in 1832 $45.000 in fines for illegal
sale of llquor. There is a general
tendency to convert prohibition, where
it prevails, practically inte license by
taking the fees under the guise of
fines. In Tongawoxie, a amall town in
no saloon be-
were three or
is against the
works well in
though in large cities it
At Topeka, in Xansas,
there are no saloons. But there were
none when prohibition was intro-
duced, popular feeling being against
them. A proof that it is popular feel-
ing that is strong, rather than pro-
hibitive law.

fore prohibition, there
four afterwards. This
theory that prohibition
small places,
works il

IN MAINE.
is the banner state of pro-
hibition. It had been trying the sys-
tem for necarly half a century, time
enough to kill the liguor traflic, if the
liquor traffic was to be killed. Yet
“Gail Hamilton,” who knew the state
well, said in the North American Re-
view: “The actual result is that liguor
is sold to all who wish to obtain it, in
nearly every town in the state.
forcement of the law seems to
little effect. For the past six years
the city
joyed

Maine

free rum. In more than 100
places liquor is sold, and no attempt
has been made to enforce the law. In
Bath. Lewiston, Augusta and other
.ities no real difficulty is experienced
in procuring liguor. In Portland en-
forcement of the law has been faith-
fully attempted, yet the liquor traffic
fiourishes for ali classes, from the
‘highest to the jowest: » i oIR8
journey last summer for hundreds of
miles through the ecities and through
the scattered villages and hamlets of
Maine, the almost universal testimony
was ‘you' get liquor enough for bad
purposes in bad places, but you can-
not get it for good purposes in good
places,”” «Wwhat works against pro-
hibition,”” the writer added, ‘‘is that
in the opinion of many

the most earnest total abstin-
€nce men the original Maine
law state, after 30 years of prohibition
is no more a temperance state than it
was before prohibition was introduc-
ed.” It appears that upwards of 1,000
people in the state paid United States
retail liguor tax, though Archdeacon
formed that the trade
had been completely driven out of
sight. With these acounts the general
results and most recent inguiries ap-
pear to correspond.

NEAL DOW.

General Neal Dow himself, upbraid=-
ing his former party for its glackness
im the cause. complained of the num-

| public.

{ dealers.
! Sun correspondent also stated,
i uai,
i though

i generally of a bad kind, was fre

| peddling”
| temptation on the young.
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ber of low drinking places infesting
the cities of Maine. The New York
Sun, after investigation carried on
through its correspondent, said: “The
actual state of affairs in Maine is per-
fectly well understood by every Maine
man with eyes in his head, and by
every observant visitor to Maine. In
no part of the world is the spectacle ot

are also told that drunkenness is the
great soarce of poverty. That drunk-
enne where it exists, is a source of
poverty cannot be questioned. But
the soirces of poverty are countiess,
including fluctuations of industry, de-
cline in the value of produacts and ether
economnical causes, well as per-
| sone infirmities and mere
drunken men reeling along the streets | idleress and thr whizh are
more common than in the cities and l often found ap o
larger towns of Maine. Nowhere 'm.',driu!(. The pove in
the world is the average quality of ‘ Hirdoostan has
the liquor sold so bad; and conse- { drink.

quently so dangerous to the health of That the mo
the consumer and the peace of the | lead 10 e€xcess
The facilities for obtaining { rariance
liquor vary in different parts of the | men ust
state, from the cities where fancy |enness.
drinks are openly compounded, and tin

sold over rosewood bars, to the places | Spain,
where it is dispensed by the swig from | a little wi
flat bottles carried around in the | most a
breeches pockets of perambulating {els in
But liquor, good or bad, c&n |
be bought anywhere.” Perjury, tn‘f‘;
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Bryant, the American auther, has con-
itelf out

tho
firmed this account.
of the law, and established & liguor - % AR S
system of its own. In Portand 1he* MODERATE DRINKING.
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IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

Evidence of the evil of drunkenness,
though largely given, is not to the
point. The evils of drunkenness no-
body disputes. The question is only
to the practicability and eflicacy of the
remedy now proposed.

Imposing i
prove a connec ion
and crime; and it is inferred that if
yvou stop drinking, crime wiil ceasge. Is
there not a fallacy here? In most |
cases is it drinking that is the parent
of erime, or is it not rather depravity
of nature, inherited or induced by cir-
cumestances, that is the parent of both?
Besides, criminals have learned the
trick of pleading drink as the origin
and execuse of their crimes. There is
no absence of crime in Turkey, where
the Koran prohibits drink, or in Spain,
which is noted for temperance. We
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