The Edvocate,
LOUIS P KRIBS
Extitor and Proprictor
ISSUED EVERY WEEK
HERDEEN CHAMBS
torner Adelalde and Victoria Streots,
TORONTO, CANA4 ba

Bubscription .
Por Year, in Adv

84.00

oL tieing ;
Card of Rates on Application.

THE ROYAL COMMISSION,

Now that my period of service as &
ropresentative of
hefore th

e side of the « uestion
wyal Commission on the liquor

truftic s consed, ¥ may, without impro.
priety, ke veference to certain criti-
cisms in relation thereto which have re
contly appeared in the Prohibition press.
In this 1 have ne

tention of entering
upon & defence of the Commission—that
budy is amply able to take eare of itself,
But T do protest, and that most strongly,
against the statement that I, as repre-
seutative of the brewers and distilloss,
win accorded any  privilege sy favor,

st ns freely
for the time

anything at all thut was »
given to the representat
being, of the Prohibition s

This charge b
The (

taking evidence &

repeated ad
m had not been
ntil it was made,
It has been kept up ever since, and was
w untrue on the first day as on the last,
1t was started st Halifax, where, at that
very time, the Probitionists had s repre-
sentatives before the tribunal not only
Mr. Spence, but a local L yer hired for
wasion, together with a large com-
o in constant attendance. It was
repeated at 8t. John whem again there
was logal counsel and a strong committee
in attendance. It was repeated all along
the line. It was rveiterated in Toronto
with such vehemence that in an attempt,
if possible, to satisfy these poaple the
Commission made & second visit at - hich
Ldid not eall a single witness. And even
then they were not satisfied, It is finally
mked up again in connection with my
wvidence taken in Montreal and that the
Wl bogie may be made to do duty abso-
lute untruths are told by newspapers
that profoss to spoak from the highest
moral standpoint.

s,

Whence all this perturbation on the part
i our Prohibition friends ? Why this
continued re-iterated clamor that they are
it receiving fuir play ! Are they afraid
ence ! Do they fear the facts
Iheliove s, They starteu out by calling
itthe Prohibition Commission. They end
by ealling it the Rum Commission, As
ire us day they have followed the ndvice
o the Americanlawyer,  vhen you have
Will they
Meeily wherein they have been unfairly
loalt with ; will they give an instance

of the ev

F0 case whuse your opponent.”

THE ADVOCATE.

wheroin 1, as representing one side, was
accorded a privilege they as reprosenting
the other were refused ! The Comuuissi
travelled upon one occusion 1,600 miles
to visit a place at their request and then
only to find that they had been fooled, to
find & license law in force where they had
come to view the besuties of Prohibition

At different times Mr. Spence, Rev

Dr. Milner of Kansas, Mr. Carson of Mon

treal, and sundry others have represented
the Prohibitionists, Wil any one of
these gentlemen specify un instance where
I received u favor zot open to them

Will either one deny that T did not treat
them fuirly a8 opponents and always us
friends. | say that the charge thac undue
favor was shown anyone is an absalu’e
falsehood, and T use this unparlismentary
langunge so that there may be no mistak-
ing my meaning,

The Royal Commission on the probable
results of Prohibition has evidently
ceased to attach any importance to the
Judicial character of its mission, as the
public has long coased todo. The major
ity of its membors appear openly in the
role of upllmnenu of l‘m‘ni'nmmm to
whom ull advocacy of any such measure
is irksome,

This is from the Montreal Witness,
The charge about not ** attaching any im
portance to the judicial character of its
mission," s oo puerile to be worthy of
comment, but that *the majority of its
members appear openly in the role of op-
ponents of Prohibition " nay take o
word. Wil the Witness specify when
nud where they have so appesred | Will
the editor of the Witness state upon what
occasion or occasions he has been in com-
pany with members of the Commission
“openly " or otherwise. 1 have seen
enough of members of the Commission to
venture the assertion that he cannot prove
that statement.

Now T will make a statement and that
in, that one member of the Commission,
Rev. Dr. McLeod, has been from the
start, publicly and privately, on the bench
wnd off it, an open supporter of Prohibi.
tion, d ined to establish Prohibiti
if possible and to hom all advocacy of
license was irksome. T am not reflecting
upon the Rev. gentleman in this, it was
& natural impossibi for him to be
otherwise, but is it possible that the
mighty censor who weighs down the edi
torial chair in the Witness office cannot
see both sides 1 1t looks like it.

They took every means to show their
contempt for Mr. Spence's evidence,
while to that of Mr. Kribs, the hired ad.
voeate of the liquor trade, they were most
wolicitously  attentive, bending  their
whole energies on having every comma in
it rightly ;Imd

This again from the truly good Witness,
Now to show the even handed justice
which this editor metes out. He was not
present when T was being examined at
all. A reporter of his paper was present
some three hours and T was on the stand
two days and  half. From what source
does he get his information. 1 tell him

that he does not know what he is talking
about, that he is bearing false witness,
both as regards Mr, Spence and myself.

What does he mean by the term

|

l

"1 What is he ** hired "
for. To abuse men like Sir Joseph
Hickson whose name will be remembered
when his is dust ! To walign & man like
Judge McDonald, as good & temperance
wan as his employer ever was ;

** hired advocate

A man
honored by his County, his Provinee, and
his Churck ! To traduce & man like K.
F. Clarke, (our times Mayor of To
and for now eight years u ropreseniative
To villify
such & man as the Deputy Minister of
Agriculture of Quebec, who is to day
g more for the good of his Provinee
in a woek than the Witness and its whole
following is likely to do in & year ! Is
this the kind of thing he is  hired " to
dot

of his cif

y in the Legislature !

This sapient blundercr intimates that
T was wrong in saying that Mr. Dyer, of
Brome, voted aguinst Prohibition. In
the session of 1891, Mr. Jamieson intro
duced a resolution declaring that the time
had come to pass & Prohibitory Law, An
amendment wax moved declaring that this
resolution do not pass, but that & Royal
Commission be appointed, M. Dyey
voted for this amendment, and if that is
not voting against Prohibition 1 do not
know what would e The next year Mr.
Dyer was elocted in Brome by seclama-
tion, My. Siduey Fisher, the great Pro-
hibiticnist of the eastern townships, not
daring to face him. But enough of this
rib-stabbing sheet

The utter unfuirness of
mission is illustrated in their acceptance
of voluminous printed documents from
Kribs, the representative of the liquor
men, while Spence, the Alliance m
bullied and worried, and cut d
evidence a few months ago i
and got the same treatment
Saturday in Montreal,

This is from the Templar. The only ob-
jectionable feature about it is that it is
not true.  Bro. Buchauan is always fair ;
in this instance he has been misinformed.

the Rayal Com

At the sitting of the Royl Commission
held in Montreal on the 1st inst., the case
of the liquor interests of the Domini
was presented by the agent, Mr. L. P,
Kribbs, who has been for a year or more
in their employ, working up the case, both
in procuring evidence to present in the
various provinees and in the colloction of
“facts” and “‘wrguments.” The docu-
ment conf ng tl has been withheld
until the vlryltmt days of the sittings
Whether that may have been the object
ornot in its late presentation pretty well
precludes putting in any re-
ply. The *“evidence ” thus presented turned
out to be quite an elaborite volume of no
less than “eighty-five printed o8, of
which quite a number of copivs have boen
previously printed. The reading occupied
an entire day of the Commission. Some
of the members had their doubts about
the propriety of allowing such a lengthy
printed document to go in as “evidence,”
hut it seoms to have been pretty well un-
derstood from the outset that a majority
are on good terms with him. Tt was there-
fore read formally and handed in for pub-
lieation in the report, with the under-
standing that some parts may be elimin-
ated if deemed too much like special
pleading.  Of course, the object is to
the document inserted bodi ly at the tail
end of a ponderous report, which will pro-
bably appear some months hence,

This is from the Citizen and Home
@uard upon which Deacon Cameron and

Bro. Casey unite their lubors

it is open
to the same ohjoction as the previous ex
cerpt in that the statewents contained

thel

in are not facts.  The document was
not ** withheld,” and it did not go in as
“evidence,” and the ** objoct” was not
a8 stated, and a lange number of copies
had not been previously printed

Now for the facts. When T had gotten
my notes prepared 1 found thew to be of
uch  bulk, containing so 1any  statisti
bles, ete,, that it was an shsolute
necessity to put tiem in some more con
venient form. I therefore had them
printed. 1 received the first bound copy
on Monday vight, and appeared before
the Commission on Friday. So much for
the witholding. The **large number of
copies " was twenty-five. 1 have ahout
half of them yet. When I appeared be-
fore the Commission and was sworn, 1
laid & copy upon the table, stated what it
was and submitted it for the Commission
tomake such use of as that body might
deem desirable. The Commission de.
cided not to socept it as evidence. 1 then
gave evidence just as any other witness
would, being allowed the use of the
pamphlet because it was a simple imjpos
sibility for anyone to carry such a muss of
details in mind. The pamphlet did not
€0 in a8 ovidence, & large part of it will
not appear in the report at all, & large
part of my testimony as it will appesr was
not in the pamphlet.  Nor is wy evidence
*“at the tail end of & ponderous report "
a5 o subsequent two days’ session at
Ottawa adds to the ponderosity,

o

That is all there is %o it The trouble
with our Prohibition friends is that their
cause will not stand investigation, and
the work of the ( mission has shown it
1 do not eare what report the Commission
mukes, T know what the evidence is, and
T know that it is absolute annihilation of
the Prohibition cause. The people of
this country will resd the evide -, for
themselves and wi m their own eon
clusion. That conclusion will ho against
Prohibition.  But permit me to say with
all deferonce that it is habyish to ery
about not having had fair play, especinlly
before you are hit

Lovis P, Kuins,
——
THE QUIXOTISM OF PROHI-
BITION,

Gexerar Neas Dow, the father of the
prevailing state of things in Maine, whicll
in business stagnation, a dullness to which
the dullness of ditchwater bears the same
relation as it does to mud, slow growth,
and vice that in its viciousness exceeds
anything that can be inugined, has just
passed his ninetioth birthday. He is not
the first man who has reached that age,
nor is he & proof that liquor is valueless,
for it is a notorious fact that aged people
live for years on small doses of hrandy,
whiskey and wine when too feeble to take
any solid food. General Neal Dow has
lived by rote and, given a good constitu-
tion, almost any man o living will reach
a mellow age.

Forty-three years ago Neal Dow wis
Iargely instrumental in getting a prohibi-




