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%0e4ideas of justice, and of the liberty

f4the subject, in the principle of a statute

'ýi0h empoweri ffhe same person to act as

>01kCutor, judge, and jury, especially in a

'4eilivol ving personal feeling, la view
"thIe obvious necessity for the possession
40Urts of some power for the summarv

fliorceinent of order and respect, the peo-

P'ere n ot disposed to object to the con-

'41a!ce of old provisions, clatbin- th3

Swith powers mucb too absolute to be

k0ord with the spirit of the age, se long

StijO5e entruated with these extraordinary

14t'erfi used them with moderation a-id for-

Nr'k1le Now that a case bas arisen in
V.ahth

41htey have been used in a manner
'c'h confliots with public sentiment, and

1t5 opinion of many, savors of vindic-

4889, there is littie doubt that very

~Ilal modifications of the law will be

t on. We see n. reason wby the

Ieldrment proposed by misny, whicb, wbule

itigthejadges to retain the power of

ary punishment for offd3nces commit-

111 Open court, would place them on the

44elevel with oLher officera, and citizgns

ý"lation to aIl other offences, might net

%tYevery requirement. It is, in fact, a

qti0n wbether the present arrangement,
*44' itull enables a judge to prohibit

%'t'Oale criticis of any of bis decisions,
4% 140t really tend to interfere with the

of justice by the temptation it offrs

' Weak or prejudiced judge ta yield to

eeOPer inflaences. If a judge is libelled

f4bL1sied in tbe discbarge of bis duty be

~"dbe able to prove tbe fact in open

anud obtain a verdict juet as any other

or citiz -n bas t ) do. Wbat more
h"Urgt' mari desire î The notion tbat

'Vitue of bis elevation to the bench a

Zylis mysteriously delivered from the

r14'fections and prejudices wbicb affect

% rortale is too absurd ta be seriously

00'liered by any observant or tbougbtful

tiAlter veteran bas disappeared from

fâj Pid1y thinning ranks of our ante-Con-

'mettion statesmen. We say Il sta'eamen"

4'41ly, for tbougb the field of pra-tical

ltjà was not te Sir John Abbott as it

,t ebis illustrious predecessor in the

il. 'erehp, the arena in which he most
le~hted to display bis powers, and though

'1'1119g disposition tended ta keep him in

beOckground while less able amen came to

fol)no one who bas followed bis course

14dObt that bis abilities for the duties of

(4 ife were sncb above the average. In

th, e'5rllie years of bis parliamentary life

1'&Lility showed itself mainly in the oni-

Ia-id frasing of two or tbree mes-

ýhicfi displayed constructive ta'enit of
4ý9 order, and whicb bave formed the

'Zof ail subseq-ient iegislation on those

l tBi.t bis statessanlike qualities

I, 'st sigrially tbough stili unobtrusive-
'8PIaYed wben, on the demise of the
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great Conservative chief tain in 1891,t he was P

callei on to fors a Ga)verament and take e

the leadership of bis party and of Paris- '

ment. Tb ,re can be little doubt that, owing «

to the consciausness of physical infirmit>' as '

well as the lack of political ambition at tbe 0
advanced age wbich be bad then reacheds

bie took up this burden 'with relucta'ice

rather than with alacnit>'. Certaialy in this 1

case the office sought the man and not the e

man tbe office. Trie breadtb o! view, mod-

eration and fa;rness witb wbicb bie dis-

cbhirged the duties and solved the difficul-

ties of bis reponsible position, at a tise of

threatened criais, are now recognized on al

banda. Perbaps it would not be too much

ta say that the>' werc to many a revelation

of unsuspected power. While we thua

speak of the deceased in bis capacit>' o!

stat,'sman and Premier, we do not forget

that during most of bis life bis energies

were maini>' directed in lega1 and c mmer-

cial channels, and tXat in these more c)n-

genial pursuits bis chie! successes were won.

But in these the reading public is lesa in-

terested. Tbe best fniends o! the deceased

can neyer cease to regret bis connections as

that of the political chie! whose admirer

be was and wbose fortunes be fol lowed dur-

ing the greater part o! bis public life, with

the Pacific scandal. It would bave b-e-i

intereating ta know whether in bis later'

years he regarded that transacLion, wbich

bas 1sf t an indelible stain upon Canadian

political hirit )ry, and the ba Aeful efftcts of

wbich are, we believe, feit in our public

life until ths-F day, witb thbe samne c)mplac-

ency as at the time o! its exposure. We

would fain believe t'îat be must bave came

to deplore it as an error-to use an suphem-

ism-sprung from the t)o intense partizi6n-

sbip wbichbhas at varions tim,3s wrought

evil in Canadian politics. In any case it is

but fair ta judge. bot" tle living sud tile

dead by the tenon of a life-time rathEr than

by any single act or episadp. Tried by that

standard, it cana hardly be denied that Sir

John Abbott in man>' ways served well his

generation.

TEE PROHIBITION QUESTION.

Tbe Prohibition (Jommissioners are made

the objîýcts of a good many gibea, but it is

not easy ta see how ayone can follow thesi

from day to day without coming ta the con-

clusion that their labors menit cammisera-

tien rather than ridicule. If tbey are ex-

pected onl>' ta present a clear and intellig-

ent record of the opinions expressed by those

wbo are summoned ta give evidence before

t'-lem, their task wiIl be no ligbt ane. But

if, in addition ta this, it is their dnty ta

balance these coaflicting opinions and forai

conclusions and recommendatioris based

uapon thes, or logicaîlly and legitimatel>'

derived from theai, their case is bard in-

deed. We sa>' nothing o! tb3 sharp and in-

evitable conflicts, not only in theories, but in

statements of alleged facts, between ardent

robibitionists On the one bands and interest-

à brewers and liquor-sellers on the other.

boss antagoniesswere to beexpected. It is

ien we corne ta the Classes of witness

rbose professional relations to the question

bould make tbem experts in certain aspects

'f it, tbat the conf usion of testimaony seema ta

e worse confounded. Take, for instance, the

bysicians, whose views shonld naturally

arry most weight with reference to the

ffects of alcobolic beverages upon the

biysical system. Here, at lest, we natur-

ally expect soine good degree of unanimity.

Surely, if the study of medicine is entitled to

rank as a science, and if in any line of inv'es-

tigation ita observations and experiments

sbould lead te general conclusions, demons-

trated witb some degree of exactitude and

certainty, we might expect them ta be able

te tell us with convincing accord wbetber

the moderate use of liquors is bealtbful or

barmful ta the buman systeai. But in ao

respect is the testimony more directly con-

tradictory than in regard ta this very point.

Turning to the moral iside of the question

we naturally look te the clergymen, wbose

professional duties muet lead ta a study of

causes and effecti in the region of morals for

whicb few others bave opportunity, for clear

and, to sose extent ait least, harmoniousl pro-

nouncemeats in regard to the effcts o! the

use of intoxicants upon character and con-

duct. But, bers, again, one bas only ta

read the reports o! last week's sessions of the

Commission in Toronto ta find the coaflict

o! opinion no lesa marked and irrecoacil-

able than in the case of the medical author-

ities. Thus do both classes of doctors differ,

and f ail us at the very moment wben ws

look to tbem for information and guidance.

The designatian by whicb the Commis-

sion is commonly known reminds us that ita

chie! reson for beîng is that it may gather

facts to aid the Governaient in reaching a

decision as to the advisability of probibitory

legisiation. The f acte to be ascertained are

no doubt those o! public opinion and senti-

ment, ai well as those o! a more tangible

and statistical character. The course of the

inquiry emphasizes two main questions upon

which the conclusions must chiefly depend.

Fîrst, is absolute prohibition justifiable

under any circuaistanceal1 la it

compatible witb the rights of citi-

zens in a free state I Tùe queption

may be stated thus for the sake of clear-

ness. Suppose it to bave been morally

proven-in sucb a matter mathematical or

demonstrative proof is of course impossible

-that the total prohibition of the marn-

facture, sale and use of alcoholic liquors as

beverages would be highly beneficial to the

material comfort and the moral well being

of the people as a wbole, would the end

j natif>' the means? Have the representa

tives of the majority a moral right to cur-

tail the liberties of the minority in sncb a

matter as their table beverages, in order ta

eff àct a great moral refors and at the samne

tise to promote the inaterial interests of the


