THE CHURCH OBSERVER.

Letter on Brobibition.

The following letler was written
by the Rev. F. P. Gretorex to the
Bridgelown Mouitor. and as we think
it will interest many of our read-
ers, we insert it here.

To the FEditor of Monitor:

Dear 81r.—1In one of your lead-
ing articles last week you made
the ascertion that any minister
who opposed prohibition occupied
an unique position, and that every
church in the land will array it-
self against the opinion of Princip-
al Grant.

:¢les in the Dominion by his  pro legislatethe peopleinto a condition
nouncentent at a conference in of piety and high morality as to
:Winnipeg against the proposed {prohibit the sale winesand liquors.”
: plebiscite on the question of pro-. Canon  Ellgood, a venerable
‘hibition. His Grace, on that oc-!clergyman, who has been nearly 50
‘easion, stated emphatically, hefore | yeara in the ministry, said a week
'the session of the Anglican Synod 'or two ago: I am most strongly
fof Rupert’s Laod, that he would ‘opposed to a prohibitory law, as I
“vole against prohibition if there iconsider that instead of preventing
rwere a plebiscite.  He had come!drinking it would rather prommnte
'to the conclusion, he =aid, that'it,in consequence of the opportun-
:while the scriptures  condemn ity all along the boundary-line be-
“drunkenesz in severe terms and,tween the two countries for smug-
,make it a special sin, chiefly be-!gling. Ttis of course unnecessary
,cause the drunkard often sits in {to say that [an strongly in favor
‘the seat of the scuorner. vet they 'of temperance, and it is for this

* ANAS
Special Announcement.
In future the subscription
e~  priceto the Church Observer
will be One dollar per An-
nun.
To paid-in-advance subscrib-
ers 50 cents.
You should certaimy, when'regard wine as the good gift of God reazon that I am oppozel to a pro-

making such a sweeping assertion,
have omitted the Church of Eng-

hibition Jaw.”

The late  Bishop Binney, with
whom many of your readers were

!and the very emblem of joy.
' His Lordship believes that  pro-

laud, for most undoubtedly a large }hihitim: would be interfering with
wajority of the memhers of that : the free rights of the people and
Church are not in favour of pro-!would be a grievous wrong to

hibition. .

The Archbishopof Rupert’s Land
who is Primate of all Canada, a
man universally honored and re-
spected, was interviewed on this
matter a short time ago in Mont-
real by a reporter of the Star. The

'a large sectinn of the community.
'The proper treatment of the abus-

-es of the Yiquor traffic lay in legis-

Jation with regard to the saloons.
‘These might perhaps be removed
altogether, But asto a prohibit-
“ory law, such as was proposed by

persohally acquainted,—a man of
areat foree of character and sound
common sense, used the following
_weighty wordsin synod shortly be-
fore his death: I find that sup-
_pression leads to hypocrisy, and
"deceit and fraud, without accom-
'plishing the desired object. T le-
i lieve that total abstinence is necces-

Star's account was as follows: *“The | the advocates of the plebiscite. he Esar_\' for some persons, but I lLe-

Archbishop, it will be remembered

Y

‘decidedly opposed the idea.  As

Tieve that God in His good provid-

somewhat startled temperance civ-! well wight an effort he made to fence purposely places us in  this




