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I stopped short without recommending particularly the prohibitory
law. I did so because I was not fully convinced that it was the best
remedy to be found; but the law was adopted. After a long time we
succeeded in selecting such a force of men as was needed to execute
those laws ; and now, ladiesand gentlemen, [am here to-nightespecially
for the purpose of saying, not from the standpoint of a temperance man,
but as a public man, with a full sense of the responsibility which
attaches to me from my representative position, that to-dav the prohibi-
tory laws of this State, if not a complete success, are a success beyond
the fondest anticipation of any friend of temperance. In my opinion,

robibition in Rhode Island is a success, a marvellous success. [
elt it incumbent upon me to maks that declaration and I desire that
it shall go abroad as my sober assertion.”

I have here shown you briefly wkat has been the educating
influence of this law in those States where it has been en-
forced. But there are other instances just as significant
though not, perhaps, so well known to the people of this
country. I find ina very interesting letter from a certain Mr.
Balfour to the right hon, W. E. Gladstone, in which he de-
scribes the operation of liquor legislation in Sweden, that
many years ago in that country there was absolute free trade
in liquors, and that, at the period at which he writes, no less
than 175,000 stills were in existence, manufacturing intoxi-
cating liquor of the most ardent description in that country.
The letter gives evidence that for a long time the crime,
the destitution, the immorality in that country were
simply enormous and almost inconceivable. Not long
afterwards the Government of that country introduced
restrictive measures against the liquor traffic, and we have
evidence that almost immediately afterwards not only did
the traffic itself diminish, but the crime, and the poverty,
and the destitution among the people also decreased. This
was not absolute prohibition, but it tended in thatdircetion,
and I think the argament is quite clear that, since the peo-
ple in other respects were just the same daring the two
periods, that their morsl, religious, and secular education
was just the same during the two periods, the decrease
in the amount of crime was attributable to the decrease
in the amount of liquor consumed, I find, in looking over
the history of liquor legislation in England, during a great
many years indeed, that just in proportion as the traflic was
restrained, just in the same proportion did the people
benefit by such restrictive legislation; that when the laws
were rendered more strict against the traffic in liquor
the effects among the people were immediately evident by
a decrease in the number of commitments to jail, in tho
number of crimes of all sorts, and alco by a greatly aug-
mented prosperity. I need not say that at no time was this
legislation absolutely prohibitive, but my argument is, that
just in proportion as the liquor traffic was restricted was
there a decrease in its attendant evils. It has often been
said that moral suasion in England has accomplished a
great deal towards producing a sentiment in favour
of prohibition. Sir, I believe moral suasion has
done a great deal in that respect, but it is to be
noted that it has been constantly attended with
increasing legislative restrictions, and I believe that
the increased temperance sentiment in England is as much
due to the educating influence of this restrictive legislation
88 it is to moral suasion. But there is another argument
which we may fairly adduce. It is very inconsistent for
the Government of any country to license people to sell in-
toxicants and thereby encourage intemperance, while at the
same time they pretend to be educating people in favour of
temperance. Certainly it is a very ineffectual mode of
educating people in favour of temperance by precept, when
by practice the Government educate people in favour of in-
temperance. So long as we may be told that the liquor traffic
is perfectly respectable, that it is acknowledged and fostered
by the Government, that traffic cannot poseibly be considered
disreputable, or immoral, or wrong. It it very difficult
for us to preach when we do not practise, and I think,
Sir, that it is the duty of the representatives of the
people to take the first step in practising that which
they are endeavouring to preach to the people, Now there

is another objection very often urged against prohibition,
and that is that prohibitory legislation cannot succeed, and
must necessarily be ineffective, and conducive rather to evil
than to good. 1 believe wo have not to go outside the
limits of our own country to eee the fallacy of this argu-
ment. I come from a county in which a prohibitory liquor
law has been in existence for a long time, and I can em-
phatically say that while it has not accomplished all that
we desire it should accomplish, while it has not been abso-
lutely and entirely enforced, still it has accomplished so
much guod that the vast mass of the people in that county
would regret exceedingly to see it repealed —nay more,
they would strenuously resist and forbid the repeal
of that law, and any agitation in favour of such
repeal would meet with a most determined oppoesition. 1
think T am justitied in saying this when I recall the fact
that the other day I presented to this House a petition
signed by 1,200 or 1,500 of the electors of my county, asking
that this resolution, in favour of which I am now speaking,
should be passed by this House. If the Dunkin Act, which
has been for many years in oxistenco in my county, had
been inoperative, if it had produced more evil than good, if
it had not, at all events, accomplished some of the good
which was expected of it, it would have been quite
impossible that so large a number of the most iatel-
ligent olectors in my county should have asked for
the passage of a resolution in favour of prohibition.
Icstead of that, they would have sent petitions here asking
that this resolution be rejected, pointing out how prohibition
had failed in its effect. We know that in & large number
of countics in this Dominion the Scott Act also hus been in
force, and although, no doubt, there are conflicling opinions
in regard to its action, still the simple fact remains that in
every district I know of where this law is in force, the
liquor sellers, and those who wish to obtain liquor, togetber
with the manufacturers of such liquor, are opposed to such
law, is to me a convincing argument that that law has done
harm to the traffic. 1 believe if wo could obtain
evidence from those counties where prohibitory laws are
in force, the evidence would be overwhelmingly in favour
of prohibition, But, Sir, wo have, as I said, a littlo
while ago, prohibitory legislation in the North-West Ter
ritories, and I will quote again from the Ministerial benches,
a witness in regard to its cffective operation. I alludo to a
speech delivered by Sir Charles Tupper, Minister of Rail-
ways, last summer, on the same occasion as that on wh[ch
the speech was delivered by the Financo Minister, to which
a few moments ago, I alluded. Sir Charles Tupper was
reviewing the Act which he had the honour of proposing
and carrying through Parliament. He said:

] may say, in reference to that other Act which I had the honour of
proposing ard carrying through Parliament when occupying the posi-
tion of Minister of Oustoms, in 1872, an_Act that, as he says, excluded
the eale, manufacture and unse of intoxicating liquors from a territory
pearly a8 large as thatof all Europe, the dificulty to be encountered
was comparatively simple. .

“ Mr, Raper. Do yousay ‘uee’ isin the Act?

¢« Sir CuarLes Turpee. I say use, because the manpfgctnro and sale
being prohibited, it foliowed that the use was prohibited. The au-
ihorities appointed Mounted Police to have the law observed. Whean-
ever the smallest portion of int xicating lignors was discovered iu the
Territory, they had authority to destroy it then and there, and thus the
uze was conpletely and eatirely proh:bited throughout the exteat of
250,000,000 acres3 of fertile land. Throughont that extent, intoxicatin
liguors are 8o completely probibite 1, thit when the distinguish «d Lor
Dufforin was entertaine { in that Territors on the occasion of his visit,
they were compelled to drink His Lordship’s health with & mixtare of
Perry Davis’ Pain Killer.”

This evidence, Sir, is, I think, conclusive that at all events a
prohibitory law can be onforced by the Government, that a
Government wishing to enforce it can practicaily and effect-
ually carry it out. But, Sir, I have hereanother wituess in
respect 10 this same matter—the enforcement of a prohibi-
tory law, which 1 think is one of the most conclusive proofs
that can possibly be quoted. I allude to what, no doubt, most



