
562 THE, CANADA CITIZEN.

'z
I

1.

I
'i

j'
'I

~l i
il

t .1
,1~
'i

'i i
L~.

't
R

'i
I 'f

.1

s
4,.

America have, through this establish ment, been given to the readingr
public. Proffound essaya fromn scientisri, philosophers, and thcog-"
ians have been prunted and sent out %viblî Vicir niessagos of instrue-
tion to the multitude. Charminnistorilus, blending fact and fiction,
have been sont forth by river ant rail to teaeh and turn thec ininds
of the masses towards Vie cause ivhich is tie handinaid of Christi-
anity. To have built such a businesin the face af cbb-tide and head
%'ind is certainly a inatvellous achtieventent."

SCOTIT ACT ENFORCEME NT. <Gontinzad.>

SECOND ARTICLE.

DY r.Ev. D. z.. bitirLT.I
One of the difficuities tlîat will be met at the very beginning, is the

want of synipathy of saine of the leading cdtizens ai the towvn and count>'.
Indccd, more than that, in saine ases, their opposition. The ground of
this opposition will be found !o bc of a varied character.

Saine will say they were always opposcd to the Scott Act, and though
it is law, will give it no encouragement. Others will oppose the law because
they say it is unjust, a tyranny, and an interférence witb a man's personal
liberty. Others will give the law no sympadiy because they do flot believe
in a local option lawv at ail, but arc in favor of general prohibition. And
others stili dcny it because they are apposed to ail prohibitor>' laws, whether
local or general. Ternperance men must not be dcîerred fromn the work af
enfarcezuent by opposition of the abovc kind, but must be prepared for itý
It is no just ground foir opposition to the Scott Act because a nman does flot
believe in it. Suppose thc temnperance mcen opposed the Crooks Act and
obstructed its enfarcement because they did net believe in the justice of
any license lawv at aIl, what ivould be said af thein? They %vould reccive
and descrve severe condenînarian. There are certain publishers of news-
papiers in Toronto City, at presenit, who sa>' they do flot believe in the Sun-
day laiw prohibiting the publishing and seffing of newspapers on the Sabbath
day, anîd they vçill flot respect the Sabbath law. Arc thcy justified in it?
Can tbey put theiselves unto opposition ta the Sabbath iaws of the court.
try and be guiltless? Can rhey rcasonablycdaimro be good citizens of this
our Commonwealth and so act as Io bring the law into contempt ? Neither
can an oppontent of thc Scott Act aid in any %va>' the opposition to its en-
forcement ini any caunty, witbout leaving himst-lf open to serious suspicion-
Blut, the>' sa>', this law is peculiar, it is flot lîke an>' other lawv, and therefore
ive may oppose its entorcement and flot bc guîlty of wrong against îocicty.
1 admit the law is peculiar, and because of that pec.uliarity its dlaim for re-
spect and obedience is ail the stroisgcr. The man who opposes the
enforccînent of this law, opposes the %vifl of the pcople, lawfuIly expressed
at the ballot-box.

Ter-pcrance people must remember that there bas been a systematic
education in thc lne of thc violation of liquor laws for many years. In
the Report of Tlavern and Shop Licenses, for the yea ISS4, for Ontario, 1
flnd that fines wcere collected during the year for violation of the Crooks
Act to the amount Of $2 1,406.:;2. This does flot look, like obedience to
iaw. If i wiIi flot observe a strict license law likec the Crooks Act, need
ire be surprised if an attcmpt will bc niade ta violaie the Scott Act. Mr.
Dexter, one of the License Inspectois for the City of Toronto, said on the
x7th tit., Rt a meeting af the Bloard ai License Commissioners for that
city, that IlIn ninc years hc liad prosccutcd 2,r57 cases, and the fines de-
rived from this source amo;'-nicd 10 $33,3=1." Hc stctd further Il that in
thc billiard and pool moms of the cimy large quanuities of àiquar îvcrc sold.,i
(Globe Report.) Is there not a wholcsalec ducation going on in law-break.
ing ? If the grocers or dry-goods merchants, or any other class of business
men, violited the laws gaverning their irades as the liquor trafic does, how
much charactcr do you suppose tbcy wouild have Icit ? No one complains;
because of tis that the Crooks Act is a fraud, and sbould bc rcpealled.

But there is one ailier fact conncccd %with tits education ini law-break-
ing wbich is worthy of seriaus remnar. Withîn Uic last twelve znonths in
many counties ini this Province of Ontarie, Anti-Scott Act lecturers have
taught the pcoplc froin the public platforni, that if the Crooks Act were
broken, it was flot the (ault of thec hquor-sclcrs, but of the Inspectors-the
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officers appountcd ta enforce the lawv. And with reference.to theScott Act
it as said repeatedly that the law was a tyranny and should flot be re-

spcued. %Vbat can wc expect froin teachinZ of thig kind, but men cdu-
caited to think it is clever ta evade the law and escape delection. The
reasons îvhy the Scott Act slîouid be enforced are very many and ver>'
strong. It has been tried as ver>' few laws have been tried. Ir becaine
law ini 1878 by commion and unitcd consent of both political parties in the
House of Commons. Then it 'vas sent ta the Supremne Court, and was
pronounced constitutional. Ncxt it was sent ta the Privy Council, and the
highest court ai the Empire declarcd it %vas no violation ai a British ice.
man's rigbrs ta vote an and piss thc Scott Act in an>' coutiîy or city in
Canada. The Right Honorable W. H. Gladstone said, during a debate two
years ago, an Sir Wilfrid Laivson's Local Option resalution, when it iras be-
ftre the House of Comnaans, IlThe just and reasonable measure ai my
friend, Sir Vilfrid Lawson,» and at the saine tiniewith most of the members
of bis Govcrnment, voted for iL Sir WVilfrid Lawson's bill is ver>' like aut
awn Scott Act. The man ivho says it is a tyranny, doles ziot well under-
stand what he is saying. No B3ritish freeman's riglits are interfèed with
either b>' the passihîg of, or enforcing the Scott laiw. The plea was moade
by saine mnembers in the House af Comîinons, during the recent discussion
on Mr. Jamiesan's bill to amend the Scott Act, that in r>o caunt>' did a
majority af the electors vote for the Act, and therefore it did nor rcpresenr
thc majorit>' of public opinion. The license Iaw of Ontario says that a
young lad, having came ta zhe mature age of sixteen >'ears, is a fit and pro-
per persan ta, buy liquor and drink it in a bar-room. The law presumes he
is aid enough ta decide for himsell and judge as ta what lie should do, at
least ini this motter. If thc law puts a lad ai sixteen >'cars of age in this
position, should bis opinion flot be worth something about the pro-
priety of shutting up the grog-shops; entirely ? Take the tens ai thausands
in ail the homes ai the land-mnothers, daughters and sons-who, have noa
votes, but who are oppased ta the liquor traffic, and add them ta the vaters
who have airezdy declared against the liquor crime, and >'ou wili have a
mojority ai public sentiment that wouid drive into hiding forever an>' other
troUe having less ai the demon spirit in it thon the liquar trade. The
license laws af ever>' country offer a standing invitation zo young lads uf
sixteen years ai oge ta, become disobedient ta their parents. The mother
teaches ber boy that the drinking customus ai the country are wrong, the
bar-room is an .immrna1 place, and -.vhoever gocs within its influence cannot
escape stain and injur>', but the law says the borkeper ma>' seil ta a bay
sixteen years af age, ond the custorr. af drinking is legal, and thbc:ciore
many say rigbr. Here is a conflict in the miund ai thc boy. The mother
says it is wvrong ta go ta bar-roozus and formn the drinking habit, but the law
says it is flot wrang. I charge thc liquor license laws with being enemnies
ai the homes af aur people, and cncauroging disobedience ta parents.
Con an>' right-tbinking man, îvho intelligent>' undcrstands wbat he is daing,
be cither indifférent te, or oppose tbe eniforcement af an Act, whose sole
aim is te s;tren-then the authority ai the home, drive: aut of existence a
buisness that bas been inis-educating the people ai this country tor mare
thon bial a century, and forever destroy thc legai power and right ta de-
bauch mien through their appetitc for strang drink.

Let tenîperance men everywhere cducate the people b>' lecture, ond
book, and tract, on the platiar.-P, ini thc pulpit, and by the press, ta, stand
b>' this law ond use ever>' bancst endeovor ta enforce it.

Milton, May, xSSS.

eiict-r anlb (Opinlisîis.
A lieilIttay i~wuî.

Tho long-sauiht-for Utopis, ovidcntly existe; in New Englaa, tha Ii:tlo
toivn af Dcnînya-il e, in Maine. For sixteen ycaxi not ane inhabitant bctwzcn
tha ago af anea nd twenty has dieU thcre, nota drop af liquor lias Deun auld for
the mania pcriud, and no tira haa occurreda fur iCixty years. Thero is no xaîlroad
zacar, 3o tht Dennyavila reniailîs in a etateof perfect aimplicity.-GrcipltiQ

It 7Works.
l)cs Moines, the capital city of Iowa, 'oelich, ana year aga hadl six t> saloons,

Mayng $G,000 into the city troasur>', xîow lias noL asingle opux drmi-ahup.'nc saloan-keeper who predicted that the law wouid bu a faili;ra lias to.by a
fine af $ 1,750 hangig ovcr him, and ho li= quit the businca. Thattho enfoume.
tricot of!h la w bas became an iszuo ini municipal a3 wcl a3satatu paitiîcs 3s
aridenecd by tha fact that at the recent ciL>' cloction « «ontomcmenV' candidates
wcre elocted inî near]>' o-cryççard.-Uition SignaL


