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The North wind stru zelel with the sonth weat gale ;
He faltered not, thoneh fn the louedd slice

e saw the enonful Hyades ardee,

Avd watchel the eath whiel, Waiugfug milats uned eair,
Toash futo tnsslivess the resouteling naln,

1T neatl wline sway the Adiiatic Nea

Tomget fta waves, or slutbem peacefully ). .
What fenr of death had he, whieo stedfast eve

Saw the swoeln watess wndly rshing by,

And the tienw L shitndng, Llastu ¢ from afar,

stk thy dnead raa ke, Aenweranmnta o bR

PROHIBITION vs. LICENSE.

We have dechled to upen our colntins for n ldts? time, to the dlscuselon of the
(&lmtl-m uf Preliflition va. Licetse, and kave mado arransetuenta with two representa.
tive writere to ~ntrilute cach alternate week a commuudeation njon the subject.  We
Leliove vur readers will bo intervsted fu a fafr and manly dise: sion of this urning ques
ton, and wo trust the writer will deal with the subject n o wanner becvning broad and
Hberal-ndnded men,

THE SOCIAL TYRANNY OF THE HGUR,

To thoso who, either from personal recollection, or from nequaintance

with the literatuie of the period which succerded the parsing of the Keform
Bill of 1832, can re.call the hopeful tune which thon pussessed the minds of

thoughtful moen—~a wno based ou wanly and ratwnal cunceptions of Liberty, |

tho contemplauen of the wild and crude svcial empiricism of to-day is in
tho highest degreo melancholy o d discouraging.

“ Ariosto,” saya Macaulay, *tells a pretty story of a fairy, who, by
somo mysterious Jaw of hor nature, was condemned to appear at certain
seasons 1n tho form of a foul and powsonous snake. Thuse who injured her
during the period of her disguise were for ever excluded from particiration
in the blussings which sho Uestowed  But to thuse who, m her loathsume
aspect, pitied and protected her, she aftorwards revealed herself in the

beautiful and colestial form which was aataral to her, accompamed their |

stops, granted alt thoir wishes, filled their houses with wealth, made thom
happy in love aud victotious 1n war. Such a spint 18 Liberty. At times
sho takes the form ot a hatetul ropulo. >he grovels, sho hieses, sho stings,
but woe to thoso who 1n disgust caall vonture to crush her, and happy aro
those who, having dared 1o receive her in ber degraded and frightful shape,
sllxall at length be remarded by her in the tune of her beauty and her
glory !

To-day men secem to have almost lost tho true concoption of Liberty,
for hberty winch is not hiborty of the individual as well as liberty of the
stato is but a mocking phautom of Liberty. Individual Lberty, the corner-
stono of tho foundation, mon ate now ready at every turn to surrender, with
the facility of Esau, to bands o. cnthusiasts whuse methods, they do niut
themselves scom to see, are approaching thu methuds of Sociahizin, Is it that
wo have lost tho old Saxon mauliness which dictated the sentiment that “a
man’s houso 15 lus castle,’ and sternly Lid 1ntorferers with lus personal affairs to
mind their own business 1 1 trust not, I kelieve nut. Foral-eady theroaro signs

of a reaction against ono of tho great social tyranmies which, promoted by

good men with sincere. thy' mustnken and uatravegant ideas of philanthrophy,
have carried off their feet community after community in our so-called freo
country, in their impetuous and indiscriminating crusade.

It 13 to little purpose that wo are freo from the persoual tyranny of Kings
and Kaisers, if we are ready to prostrate ourselves before the Juggernaut
car of a faction—n faction which is not evon a majority, but only an ex-
ceedingly pretentious and noisy minority, whose methods consist. ton largely
for its credit, in oxaggoration, injustice, abuse, and a rapidly growing
insolenco, which, if tho majority had proper spirit, would bo put down
with a atill Igher hand than that which they sttempt.

Of course. [ am speaking of the Prohibition movement, which, as the
Toronto World states, is introducing “ a reign of terror in Ontario, tyrau-
nically interfores with tho liberty of voting, has muzzled the press which
opposes the act, has brought the miniatry into a state of subjection, boy-
cotted anti Scott Act doctors, and exercises a power over teachors which
makes it impossible for onn of them to speak against the act; no matter
how atrong his sontiments against it Tho Wurld adds that, in hundreds
of instances, mon dependent on their situations for their bread were told
that instont dismissal wonld bo the penalty if they dared to speak or vote
against the Act.” This quotation has been published before by a Halifax
paper, much to its credit, but I ropeat it to add the remark that intolorance
is ovor cowardly, and uothing can possibly be more cowardly than the
mothods of tho Prohibitionists. Will a frco people continuo to submit
their conscionces and thuir Jiberties to a tyranny so hateful? M they do,
a man might as well have lived under the “ blue lawa” of New England
and, had better live under the Czar, who at least refrains from interforence
with personal tastesand habits.

The attompt to enforce morality by legislation is one of thase rotrograde
stops—or rather back slippings —which cannot but recur now aud then in
tho goreral onward march of intelligonce. For the key te o true conduct
of tgis veory falliblo world's affuirs lics at tho top of a high mountain, sud
the ascoat is long, slow, and slippery. The Prohibitionists, most urwisoly,

cndeavor to bleutify thoir cause with religion, and tho religious bodioes,
chivfly thoso of puritanical tendencies, with equal unwisdom, hasten to
s;mxp at tho rungs of a ladder, the top of which scema to thom to reach the

waven of an ceclesiastical domination of the state, This, notwithstanding

the present subsorviencs of tho politicians to groav sectarian votes, will bo
] fuund to bo a fond idea vaiuly cherished, but it leads both olerical ambition

aud lay phitisaism into an unwitting abaudonmont of faith.
t This {endeney (which hias hecomo very marked within the last fow
'yeara) is well deprecated by an excellont writer, Professor Mathows of
| Chicago Univorsity, in the following tertus :
b 0o of the saddust wigns of tho times wo live im, is tho inoreasing
| scopticiam which good men manifest regarding the efficacy of mornl in-
| fluences in reprossing vicyn,  After ages of bitter oxperionco—after Bartholo-
' mows, nuto-lafue, aud ¢ booted missions’ without number—the world has
"at List Iearnod that the true way ro extorminato horesy is not by tho sword,
' the dungeon, and the stake, but by lettiug truth and orror grapple.  When
will men nlko learn that sin is to bo oxtormivated, not by the * beggarly
'elements’ of foreo nud compulsion, but by the moral weapons of argument
| aud persuasion?  when will thoy learn that to reform men by force,—to
t break down individual indepondence, whother of judgment or choico, to

frown und seold men into solf<denial,—to rely upon custom, law, opinion,
{nnylhing rather than conviction and persuasion, as tho mcans of changing
woral conduct,—to jam the roluctant betweon a noisy public sentiment on
tho ouo hand, and a statutory prohibition on the other, and to drive them,
thus guurded, wto the liuo of sobricty and morality is the worst kind of
sceptioism, becauso it is a distrust of the holiest influences, a substitution
of mechanism for soul, law for gospol 1

But the fuith of tno Probibitionist, who also wishes to posc as the
Religionist fails him, and ho falls into the vulzar rut of coorcion. \Why he
dovs 50 i3 made evidont by John Stuart Mill, who will bo found in the
. long 1un, by a frcedom loving people, thoe truest apostls of liberty sinco

Milton. 1iis words are pregoant with a significance which the sooner the
magses educate themsolves to understand and assimilate, the better :

¢ There is in the woild at large au increasing inclination to strotch unduly
the powera of socicty over tho individual both by the force of opinion and
ovon by that of logislation ; and as the tendency of all tho chauges taking
placo in the world is to strongthon sucioty and diminish the power of the
individual, this encroachment i3 not one of tho evils which tend spontaneously
to dirappear, but, on the coutrary, to grow more and moro formidable. 'Lhe
disposition of mankind, whother as rulers or ns fullow citizens, to impose
thoir own opinions end iuclinations as a rule of conduclt ou others, is so
energetically supported by somo of tho best and by some of the worst feel
ings incident 1o human natuve, that it is hardly over kept undor rostrainst
Ly anything but v.ant of powor; and, as the powor is not declining, but
growing. unless a strong barrier of uoral conviotion can 1o rzised against
the mischief, wo must cxpect, in the prosent circumstances of tho world, to
seo it increaso.”

This incresse it is tho duty of every frooman to oppose with such vigor
s God may have endowed him withal, Mr. Mill goesonto say :—“Theacts
of an individual may be hurtful to others, or wanting in due consideration
for their welfare, without going to the length of violating any of their
constitutional nights,  The afender may then be justly punished by opinion,
hat wort by bue”  But this does not involve immunity for the diunkard,
who merits condigu pucishmont.  Mr. Mill was an indignant critio of the
Prohibitory Liguor Iaw wmovemoent., Tho tenor of his criticism may be
summed up in tho Bishop of Petorborough’s declaration that he would
consider a free peoplo who drank, in a more hopeful way than an enslaved
propie who kept sober. * ‘There is no invasion of human liberty which
the theory of this movement would not justify,” is Mr. Mill's declared
opinion, and I think all sound thinking men will agres with him, if they
give sufiicient thought to tho subject.

I have before me o letter addressed to tho Crivic by a gentloman who
is consciontiously earnest in his advocacy of Prohibition It does not seom
to mo to call for much remark ; but, without tho slighto t disrespect for
honest convictions, it does not appear to b2 happily concoived. I am but
little concorned with the su-called statiatics of tho movemont. Every one
knows that statistics are a facilo and plinble instrumont in tho hands of tho
gnrtisans of n movoment which has attained any dogree of popularity.
Statisties which havo passed thro’ tho hands of the United States enthusiasts
of total-abstinence are particularly open to suspicion. I have somo on hand
which, so far as I can judge, might be opposed to them with advantago, but
I am not anxious to parade them. I am far moro concorned to awake, if
possible, the spirit of froomen to resist what promisss to be an aboulinablo
tyranny. For the Prehibition movement has passed from tho phase of a
legitimatoe moral agitation into tho foul and corrupt rogion of politics, and
the ambition of domination of the state.

" Tho quetation from Dickens is but littlo applicablo to our stato of
society. Paris is, of all sinks of iniquity, tho decpest. Evory student of
history, a8 well as overyono who has ever studied it from personal obser-
vation, knows vory woll what it is, and that, in questions of morality, Paris
is not France, whoso rural population is moral, sober, and thrifty tv a
romarkablo degreo.  In the fcanaille’ of Paris aro concentrated and intoensi-
fied all the worst foatures of the French charactor, and Dickens might have
known botter, (or at leact been more preciso in his diction) than to identify
the ¢ poor in France” with the truculent mbble of her metropolis.

Tho quotation from Professor Huxley does not go for much. Ho, or I,
or any saber citizen having great questions at heart, have beon sickoned and
appalled by tho recking and crawling mass of misory, brutality, and do-
bauchory to be daily scon in great eitics. DBut ono neod not loze one'’s head
becausoe ono's susceptibilities are sutraged, and I have not the shadow of a
doubt that, if you put tho quesiion fairly and squazely to Professor Huxloy,




