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PROHIBITION.

FORMER minister of finance, aided by the statistics at
his disposai, ini 1884 nide the statenient that the total
direct cost to Canada for liquor, fromn xS68 to 1882,
ivould flot oiîly liave defrayed our cost of goverlnmcnt,

and bulit our railways, but would have left us without a slîadow of
national debt. He pointed out that, to this direct loss, WTCe iust add
the incalcul..bic cost of citizens siain, labor destroyed, pauperism
borne, and crime watclied, restrained and punisied.

MNr. Gladstone lias said of tic liquor traffic that, "'it is the
measure of Eniglid's discredit and disgrace." Cardinal Manning,
tlîat it is responsible "for 75% of the crimes commnitted; causiiîg
the disastrous ruination of families, ana destroying dloniestiz- E"fe,
together with the practice of religion and the education of children."
Sir Oliver ?dowat, that ',tlirec-fourtlis of the vice tlîat prevaîls at
present, of the hinacy, the idiocy, tic poverty and misery of eveiy
kind, xvas owing to the foui v-ice-initemperance."

Btit the teshinîony of the great leaders of tlîoughit is unnieces-
sary. Ail are sufficiently familiar wvith its ravages to knowv that it
is the greatest source of moral, social, and material evils. And
these are :nly the v'isible evils. The invisible resuits of this vice,
the pain, the shanie, the suffcring, the deatli not only of body, but
of soul are tluings not nunîerically calculable and known only to
Him "wviose piercing eye seeth ail tliings." The reniedy must be
proportionate to the disease. Time lias proven that this moral
pestilence caniot be stayed iii its onward course by any opiate
potion of license: ia%..

But what rernccly is proportionate to the clisease? Thie oppon-
ents of prohibition argue that it is wrong in principle, and ineffec-
tive in operation. If so, it lias no dlaimi to consideration.

It is said to 'be w-rong iii principle, because it is an infringe-
nient uipon the riglits of the iiidividual. The cominion good, ratlier
than the righîts of the individual, is the criterion of the justice of
legisiation. As a memiber of society, tlie individual nîiust malee
sacrifices tlîat wouid not be denîanded of hini vere lie in a state of
isolation. Thiis is a principle universally recognized. TMien, are
the interests of society better served by giving to tlîis iniquitous
traffic the sanction of the law, or iy refusing, this sanctionF Con-
sidering only the priiîciple, the answer is not far to seek.
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