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Every one who receives
this paper is respactfully
requasted to read avery
part of it carefully. Itis
a journal that no Gan-
adian temperance work-
er can afford to be with-
out. The subscription
price is ailmost insignifi-
cant. In the present
campaign for prohibition
legisiation in Ontario It
will be of Intense interast
and great value.

ELECTORAL ACTION,

We strongly urge our friends to care-
fully consider and promptly act upon
the prohibition Manifesto that has been
issued by the Alliance.

Too much importance cannot be
placed upon the important duty of im-
mediate electoral action to secure the
return of & legislature that will repre.

sent the public opinion of Ontario better

than did the legislature whose term of
office has just expired.

In the the coming campaign, strenous
efforts will be made to convince the
people that the government policy on
the liquor question is right and not
antagonistic to the true interests of the
temperance cause. The voting require.
ment precedent to the bringing mto
operation of prohibition has in it a
plausibility that is better evidence of
the skilfulness than of the good fuith of
its authors, It may by clever pre,
sentation be made to appear attanable
and prudent.

Our workers wmust not be nusled.
‘'he Ontario Liquor Law 18 a well.
framed and eftective act. The con-
ditions on which it may be brought mto
operation are undoubtedly favorable to
the liquor party and exceedingly

opposed the Marter amendments of the
legislaturo.

Every candidate nominated ought to
be definitely placed.  Prohibitionists
ought to know who are friends amd who
are foes of the cause thoy advocate.
There may be cases in which both
candidates will commit themselves to
stand by prohibition n the iegislature.
Only in such cases are prohibitionists
free to follow their party preferences.
Where one candidate 13 with us our
duty is cleat and imperative, Where
| no party candidate can bo reiied upon,
the duty of independent action, 1f at
all practicable, is equally clear.

The only representative wo can rely
upon is the man who, like Mr. Marter,
will refuse to accept party dictation on
the prohibition question.  Qur cause
can only win through the election of
men who in this matter will be “in.
dependents” if their party organization
opposes the effective legislation which
the people have endorsed and which is
i the only right legislative remedy " for
the drink evil.

THE MANITOBA VOTE.

The result of the voting in Manitoba
on Apnri 2nd, was what might have
been expected from the peculiar con-
dition of affairs in that province.

The Manstoba Liquor Act wus passed
in 1900 to come Into operation on June
Ist, 1901, 'the question of the constitu.
tionahity of the measure was sitbmitted
to the courts and, this question not being
gettled when the provincial legislature
met in 1901, that body passed an Act
providing that the coming into operation
of the law should be deferred to a date to
be fixed by the Lieutenant-Governor in
Council. The general expectation and
the understanding was that the govern
ment would bring the Act into oper-
ation 1f 1t were declared valid by the
Privy Council.

In November last the Privy Counci
rendered the final judgment declaring
i the Liquor Act within the power of the

1voto on the question. ihe Ahance
| policy was to stay away from the poils
,at the time of the roferendum snd to
funite i electoral action to defeat at
inext genersl election the government
I that failed to put the liquor law into
& operation.

. [ater on some prelubation workers
who wero dissatistied with the action of
the Convention formed an organization
) eallod the Mantoba Prolubitory Lengue,
and urged the electors to go to the polls
and do ther best to poll n suflicient
vote to bring the Ligquor Act into
operation,  Prohibitionists were thus
divided into two parties, one party
campaigning to induce  prohibition
voters to stay at home, and tho other
party urging them to vote.

There 13 hittle doubt that prohibition
sentiment in Manitoba is strong enough
to have met the requirements of the
Referendum Act. The prohibitionists
could have polled sufficient votes to have
met the conditions required for the

Liquor Act into force.

and they miay go as far as 1o 1amove
the prolubitory law from the statute
Looks aliogether,  "The lipmging tite
opetation of pmolibntion will i
definitely postponed, the prolihitioni«ts
wili be divided and  weakened
account of their recent dispute.

The situation however, will e cliane
od ify a« the Alllance workers espeet,
they can unite the tempetance wen ol
Manitoba to overthirow the governmen!
at the next election, inaking the pro
hubition question a definite insue at the
poils,

I'he Mamitoba incident has in it much
of imstruction for Ontario prolubitionist<
in the present erisis. It mahes manifest
the wisdom of the unanimous decision
of the conference that resolved to o

lie

Ty

all that can be done to secure a pro.

lubition victory in the Outavio 1efer
el on December 4th,

A CANTEEN ADVOCATE

Fhere will be a great deal of in.

1ssue of the proclamation bringing the  diguation over the recently published
The Alliance, | annual report of Major General O'Grady

difficult for prohibitionists to attam 'provinewl lewslature, and prohibition-
The prohibitory law with the unfuir ists confidently expected to have the
veferendum attachment may fairly be|mensure put into operation duving the

however, took the ground that enforce.| fIaley, Genoral Ollicer commanding he
ment of the law could not be expected | 'anacdian Mihtia in which he goes out of
from a government so hostile to pro.|luy way to advocate beer canteens
hibition as the present one, and that | ti:e annunl mlitia camps,
the cause of prohibition would be best| Some of the ighest Butish mulitary
served by the election of a legisiature | authorities are unhesitating in theu
committed to the policy of enacting a, condemnation of the supplying oi
law without any further popular voting; toxicating  lyuor o soldiets. Lhe
upon the question. Tho League favored, United States Congtess has put legis
*action to biing prohibition uumediately | lation prohibiting beer canteens imto
into operation. tir most definite and eflective form
I'he hquor traflic took advantage of | aud o campaign to <ecure s sepeal lins
the division of temperance workers, to! signally taled,
win & nominal victory at the polle.,  The action of Major tivneral U'iwhy
Immense quantities of anti prolbition, [laley will wmeet with wiversal cou-
literature were circulated. A well | demnaton throughout the Doninion of
planned and wvigorous anti prolubition | Canada in which temperance is stiougen
campaign was carited on.  Money was [ than in any other civilized countiy.
| freely used wherever it could be made | The sale of intoxieating hiquor ot mL\
effective.  While temperance workers kund at milizary catips v vow illegal
disputed whether it was wiser to vote [and the only change that Canadian
for prolubition or abstain from \Oung:sellluucnt will toletate 15 a change
altogether, the united lquor party the direction of a more ti2id enforce
appealed to all classes to vote against|ment of the regulations waking it <o,
the Liquor Act. The unprudent recommendation ot
The result, 2+« might have been ¢x | Mujor teneiral U'Grady-Haley in favor o
pected, was a nominal victory for the the establishiment of drinking laciatios

said to be legislation m the hquor
interest,

'I'he requiremement of votes to be
polled is unreasonable. The time of
voting 13 not the time that is convenient
and desirable. The measure as it stands
is not a fultitment of the Government's
pledges. Had the Referendum Act
been nmenderd as Mr. Marter proposed,
it would have been a practicable
measure of attainable prohibition,
'thoss who voted for Mr. Marter's
amendments are therefore definitely
ranged in favor of reasonable temper-
ance legislation, and those who opposed
him are ranged as votmg for conditions
favorable to the liquor traffic.

Mr. Marter's action has given us an
jssue which must settle the matter of
whether a candidate is or is not satis
factory to prohibitionists as far as the
temperance question is concerned.
Prohibitionists have a right to support
Mr. Marter and have a right to support
any good ondidate who will take Mr.
Marter's position, as against any of the
Liberal or Conservative members who

; the present year.  Instead of doing this
I the Manitoba Govormnent adopted the
policy of submutting to a popular vote
the question of bringing the Act into
force. 'Tho legislature approved this
policy and the result was «The Refer-
endum Ast, 19027 which provided that
a voto should be taken on the question.
“ Are you in fuvor of bringing the Liquor
Act into force on the first day of June
1902?27

"The Referendum Act further provided
that the Lieutenant Governor i Coun.
cil should wssue an order bringing the
Liquor Act into force if this Act should

the electors entiiled to vote on the
question, or sixty per cent. of those
voting if sixty per cent. of all entitled
voted, or sixty-two and a half per cent.
of those voting,

A very largely attended provincial
Convention of prohibitionists culled by
the Manitoba Branch of the Dotwinion
Alliance, denounced the proposed
referendum and called upon pro-

hibitionists to ignore it and refuse to

be approved by forty-five per cent. of

liguor party. The Alliance did not
stieceed 1n inducing prolubitionists as a

tsts as a body to go to the polls.

hibition told also in favor ot the vote
against prolubition.

ists about 13,000,

[n the plebiscites of 1891 and IngS
the prombitiomsts polled very gieat
mujorities and no doubt would have
achieved a stmlar result had they been
united in the recent campaign. The
figures of tho recent vate will be sent
all over the world and will convey the
impression that there has been u great
turn-over in public opinion, The ex:
planation will not go with the figures,
and the real opinion of Manitoba will be
badly misrepresented,

For the next two years liquor favoring
politicians in Manitoba will claim that
the people are opposed to prohibition,
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body to stay at home, the League dul,

not succeed m inducing the prohibition | terms i —
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No ¢ [ would not on auny account pernut

doubt some of the arguments used 1

favor of abstention from Voting tor pro. |
| %

for the year 1401 and is in the tollowing

the sale of sparits 1 the canteens during
annual drill, but | must here most
trongly protest agminst a system that
fotces a soldiot, it he needs a glass ot

So fir as reported | beer to resoit to the saloons and drink
the liquor party seemed to have polled [ing shops of the neavest town where
about 19,000 votes and the prohibition |

there is no control over cither the qual
iy, nature, or quantity of the liquor
supplied m. The etleet of this
regulation 18 to largely inciease the
amount of drunkenness in camp, and it
is 10 easy to show why this is so.

“ In i military canteen alt hiqum has
to be consumed on the premises and, 1f
proper supervision 13 exorclsod, o man
should be zerved with more thun is good
for him. But what happens under the
existing system of prolbition? The
man who would have bteen contented
with his glass of ale or beer had he been
able to procure it in camp, has to walk
some distance to get his (hink, probably
takes whiskey instead of malt liquor,
and very often returns to camp with a
boitle of bad whiskey under his coat,
which he takes to his tent, and proceeds
to make his comrades intoxicated



