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COMPENSATION.

Mr. Williami ]E'e, and bis druiilardI-iinakiing crowd, have lird
th'ir coveted interv.ewv witli ýSir ,Juliin A. Mbacduîmald, (G.: 13., and
other incinbers of bis Ministry, an( , if, theu in ,elhurs think tliey
have '«scored a point," outsiders fai to sec what that point is. ihcy
-were told, frst, tlnt~ the ])oiîîiozi -'i nier voted for the Scott Act;
and. second, tlîat " thu Cabinet wec not a uniit" on the question.
Aparb froin this the cleputation i nighit just, as well have reiaied
at hiomo putting their house in order agrainst the time to corne.
They certainlv got no eheeriîîg hope -in ire the greîLt purpose of their
visi5. viz., compensation.

The ruin sellers are very chary of letting9 thie public know
wvhat, their Mdens are in rcfoence to this question, ana uion wlsat
they base their cliii. 1 travel a great dciii Ovcî the Province of
Untario, and wlveNu ci- 1 -u the great argumient used by these
vir-tuous and îniraîlitv-lovingy eitir.ens agrainst tlie Scott Act is
"Thiere'Il be Iiuch îo0t, wheisk'e) drunk after the Scott Act is
vxîs«,sed than there eî'er wu. before. Secret driuxking wvill be the
ordur of the day,3 &c., ',a" Nowv, if this is to be the result, a Iaîrgely
inereased deînaîîd for wlbiskecy, upon iiliat grouxids can Mr.. W. Ryle
and other of the suaine fraternîLty, daii thue deîîîaîîded .*orîàpt:nba-
tion ? On thecir own sliowing tlieir business ill be increastd, and
sureiy it would bu an inno'vation to comnpensate for increasing
business 1

lt is aniusing te hecar the stories of ingenious inventions
adu,ptc-d by those who w ihave -wvhiskey untier any conditions.
Oîîv iman to]d nie hio -%onild not vote for the Scott Act because lie
]mad hecard that ,oingr nmen carried liollow canes wvhicli they got
flivih wvitlî -%viskey and by mnens of a sitiall liole in the handie
they drew the spirits into thuir ilmuthis a Ila clade and thub driuk-
eiiiss -vas iîîcrtased. Another, sjiealziîg nost seriously, gave as
lus reasoiî for opposing the Scott Act, that '«young nuien ', were
g)rettiing their bootb ixiade wiLli high heeds whliehi were lîolloiw, thlese
liol!ow ieels they got filled Nvith wvhiskey and Nvlienacnvnet

op)lcrtuîdity offered they took off their boots, &e., to take a swig.
1 eolild onfy tliink that the mîan -who coul satisfy- bis conscience
oiîthis question by such a shiallow pretext, if lie liad not a lîollow
hb,! niust have a ho luiw heud, lhchiad no capacity fu~r buii.g
fiJJv(l Nitlî anlythiîîg but viky

:bucli btupid rua.suI aiid anecdotes inust do0 the liquqor inen mnuth
more liariii tisaii guod, fur if a trade lias bail no0 b-tîer eileot blian to
proiluce a class of meni, Who, ta gratify a îîîeme appetite ivould resort
to such, ignoble imeans, iL sùmdis to i eason that it is better out of thie

~Vyand nict entitled to aîîy compenîsationi but to the universal op.
probiuum of ail sober aîîd re spectable Picii.
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Bv REv. R. WVALLACE,

(Conftied frout las! ic'tck.)

It is objected that prohibition ivill be coercion and interférence iit the
liberties of the people. We do flot propose to proliibit people fromn drmnking,
biut froni naking and selling tiat whichi is 3flJUriOuto society, and for those
who cannot take carc Of tjxetnsclves. Nowv, iniilîs respect, ail îaw is coer-
nion, and interférenîce with Utic libertics of tie peop>le. If we* do not obey
the la%', it seizes us, pur'islies us, and co:npels us'to obey. It is the saile
%vith Divine and hlunian laivs. 'Most of the Decalogue is prohibitory, and
infringes upon the liberty of the people to do many things -10 ihich poor
fallen human nature is only too much inclined. Do we cry out agiinst tie
Divine iliws because of dit ? No; not nîany in Christian lands would
1:1-e 10 do so ol;cnly;- but no doubi the thief, tic adulierer, tic murderer,
the forger, and the s;lnnderer, think it liard to have ticîr liberty tUns in.
fringed upofi. Gamibling liouses, bouses of ill-faine, lotteries and such like,
are ft rbidden hy law becausc injurious to the rnorals of the people, aud
bccausc they sap tule foundation of sor.icty, and lead dircctly 10 many
crimes, Now the lawvs against ail these are sustained by the majority of

tic people, bccause ibese iavs are beld to be necessary for the protection
of socîety, and for the best intcrests of the conimunity. And, no doubt,

Nverc ît flot for liiese laws thec would be a great deal more crime. Yet ail1
tliesc crimes raitî togetlier cause far less injury to society than the liquor
traffic docs. (Covcrîiîient is an ordinance of Cod, ippointed for the good
Of society, and debigned te be a terror to cvii, anîd a protection ta h Ui eik
and %vcll doing. 'l'lie vcry objcct of ils existence is 10 protect the coin
niunîîy froni being injurcd by the unprincipled. Society therefore lias the
rîght to protect itself, and lias always acted on il in legîslation. Render
anythipg illegal and you mnake it dîscreditable ; and îlîis goes a gre.at %va>'
towairds prcvcnting its general practice. This bias been proved in Maine
and other st.aîesîvlîcre a proliibitory law bias been enforced, and wlîere
tliere is not the tiventieth part of the liquor sold there wvas beioîe. ]3esides,
special evîls require special legisiation. Ail prohibitory legiblation is
founded o11 this idea. If there were a darigerous place on the edge of a
precîpicc, or overhanging some fearful whirlpool, where tic wveak and timîid
were in the habit of going to destruction, would it flot bc the duty of the
Governimen. o0 place a fence around it to proîect such persons from injury.
Blackstoine declares drunk-nness 10 bc one of the crimes %Yhich ought 10

bc rcsîrained. The Amerîcan judges have taken the saine view. On this
principle every Chîristian nation acts ini prolîibiting these things already
mentioncd, and anything that endangers the morals or the health of the
people. As to the intertering witlî tic righrs of the people, ive rcp)y that
the liquor traffic îs îtselt an i niringemient of the primary rights of societ/,
and tends to counteract its very design. Society is, or ought ta be, form-ed
on the principle that ever>' maxi is to seek subsistence tor hiniself in such a
wvay as flot to interfere w'ith the riglits or happiness of others. The farmer,
the laborer, the merchaiît, and the professional nian, ail beiiefit socity,
wvhile providing for their own liouseholds. Bot it is flot so with liquor-
dealers ; thiey sc], only their own benecit, and that ahlvays te tie injury of
society. Look, at an>' coînmunity wlicre distilleries and breweries abound,
and %vçhere the people indulge largely iii intoxicants, and you sec t1hat à
blighît rests on it, business declines, and prosperity droops lier %viîîg anîd
flies awvay to soîne more genial region. Every mîan is bound to pursue sucb
a business as wull tend to proniote thec welfatre of the communiîy. Thiis the
dealer in intoxicaints does îîot, do ; the few are enriclied, the inany are ira-
poverished, and socîcty ai large injurcd, socially and morally. Suppose a
uuanî vere t0 adeertise fever, choIera or leprosy for gold, and could and
îvould seil them, whit %vould the cornnîunity say te such a traffic ? Even
though cach dîscase wcre of first-class br.ind, or.XXX, mnen would rie uz>
and banisli sucli a selfish mnoîster fronii their midst. What wvould le
thiouglit of the fanmer wvho would mi% poison in the flour ivhich he sold ?
You cannot express the liorror which ail men would feel fit such a transac.
tion. Vet sucb a traffic ive %witness daily ; but nien have become so lonîg
accustomned 10 it thiat tlîey féel nu horror at the sight. The state prohibits
one man froin takin.- the life of another by pistol or otherwise ; and shahl
it not prohibt nmen from tak-ing tic lives of others b>' the sale of that Nwhich
sends rnany thousands yearly to the drunkard's grave and awful dooîn ?
If the law does nul permiit arsenic or tainted meat to bc sold to those likecly
to injure themnselves, wvhy should it allow intoxicants to be soid to tiiose
wvho injure theniselves and society i the sanie time ? Does flot the
ýalc of alcohol lead to the destruction of more lives, tie coin-
mission of more crinmes, and the infliction of more misery than
nil these other evils? Sliail ive restrain anîd probibit tbe lesser cvil, and
license the greater because liquor dealers niake m')ney ont of the vices and
wceakncsses of their fellowv-men ? 'Flic state laws cnacts for the protec-
tion of Indians, minors and insane persons, and shail i not protcr
drunkarrds and those liable to becoîne druîîkards from those wbo cruelly
tempt thein, to their muiii? We ask, again is it rigbî for the state 10 sanc-
tion a traffic iwbich above cverytbiîîg tends 10 increase crime, ivastc the
national resources, corrupt the social habits and destroy the ]ives of the
peopile ? The ver>' existence of tie Jicense system proves that1 the Siaie
bas the right te legiblate in this nmatter. And the resuit of ail past legisia.
lion nîbundantly proves that il is impossible satisfactorily t0 Iiîîîiî or rcgul.ite
a sysîeiii s0 csscnti.ihly îiischicvous in ils teîîdency aîîd resulis as the traffic
in intloxicaints. The custonm of allowving the poor Hiîîdoos 10 throiv themn-
selves under the whee?3 of Juggernaut bias been prohibited by the B3ritish


