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MONTREAL, MAY 15, 1852.

Why and Because.

Every ¢« fect must have a cruse, says the philosoplier, 1f the
effect contempiated be evil, the cause eannot be other than evii
A bad tree bringeth forth bad fruit.  But it does seem strange
somctimes, that apparently very inteiligent pecsons cannot discern

the relation of cause and cffeet, and even suppose that certain
eflccts can be removed withott removing the causes,  ‘Tho incon.
aistency ond blindness to which we refer has been remarkably
exhibited by certain editors, in various places, where and when the
uecessity of an anti.liquor law has been considered and discussed.
Already we have had bad specimens of bad argument and false logic |
. in Canada ; quite enough to patis’y us that, when the subjeet shull |
come before vur Legislature, there will bo found arrayed against
us sote of our ablest political journahsts and comnmnercial adver.
‘T'here are, however, but few persons who uphold the
~ traflic as moraily ioncst. It cannot ba justified. Drunkenness
is detested, and it is eecn to be connected with the protected |
traffic. That is, we believe it is so seen, except by those who |
. are some way or other worshippers at the shrine of Bacchus, We|
do not impute motives to our encmies ; yet there are rome thinge
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so plainly palpable to the senses, so perfectly transparent, that it i-
hardly possible to fufm an erroneous judgment councerning them,
Advertising patronage does nol alwaye sway editors.  In Canada
© there are several known and pledged abstainers connected with
- the press who advertise liquors. Some of them have written
" well in defence of the Maine Law, But, in other cases, it is pretty
: clear that both nppetite and interest have presided over the desk
! when fulminations against teetotalers have been incited. It will
! be the duty of these who, in Canada, are in editorial charge of
i the bona fide temperance papers, to exercise great patience and
forbearance during the coming struggle for Canadian frcedon.
We have admired very much the temper of our friend, the Tem.
‘ perance Telegraph, of New Brunswick. He has had some pro-
vacation, but calmly progressed toward the accomplishment of
! the fuet, the passage of the Maine Law for that fair portion of her
Majesty's British American possessions, We eould not help
. noticing the eourse of the St. John Morning Times. Snarling
at the Telegraph in one column, misrepresenting the proposed
liquor law in anuther, and on three sides of the sheet advertising
wll gorts of drunkards® drink,  Yet the folly and absurdity of op
¢ posing dircet and prohibitory legislation was nzver mote clearly
demonstrated than in the very paper to which we have referred,
and all m one namber.  The Police Intelligence, for the city of
St. John, etands recorded in duc form just in the centre, between
cditorial deprecation and brandy advertising. Here is given
nearly the whole police proceedings for three consecutive days.
We quote Ihe paragraph, only wishing it again to be noted that
the clairvoyant editor is an enemy to the Maine Law : —

Wednesday, March 17.
[Before W, O, Smith, Esq ] Daniel Barrett, for getting drunk,
having been given in charge by Thomas Griffin, for beating him,
- was fined, on confessinn, 5¢.
Robers Cameron, found lying drunk on public streets on pre-
{ vious night. was fined 10a,
Patrick Mahoney, drunk on the public streets, having been

given in charge b “Mrs, Ogle, for abuse, was fined 5s.
|~ Daniel Quinlan'and Dennis Quinlan were fined 5s. each for

getting drunk, and disturbing tho public peace, on the previous
night, by fighting.

g By herhne “Thursday, Mareh 18.

Patrick Sullivan was fined 3., for being drunk and fighting, 9"
the night of the 17th inst.

John Daley was fined 10s., for being drunk and disorderly o7
the pubhe streets, on the night of the 17th inst., having b}“’"
given in charge by his wife for beating sud abusiug her in 8
srutal manner, and turning her vut of dvors.

. Friday, March 19.

Michael Murphy, for being drunk and disorderly on the publi¢
sirects, wne finrd 3s,

Michacl Currigan, for like offenee, was fined Se,

Margaret MeGunigle, for being drunk on the public street®
was seot 410 days to the Penitentiary, #s 4 vagrant. I

Why ail th's diunkennrss?  Beesuse the law justifies ﬂ“'d [
protects the traffic.  Why, with all the dreadfl weight of ev¥
dence before thiem of the iniquitics of the traffic, with the accom®”
lated proofs of the demoralizing cffects of the business itself, why
will wise and religious men uphold this rystem of making ﬂnd
selling these po'sons for beverages?  Why will ecnsible cditor®
nppose the enactment of a law that would increasc sobriety and
go00d order, and promote the prosperity ofevery law(ul cnlerpris” !
Why ! Becavse!! There we stop. We shall probably Lesf
from these gents, by and bye. The why and becavse may be
plain to us, but not sv plain to others. Let us be paticnt,
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However some way vnderrate moral suasion, every reflectinf
mind must acknowledge its importance. As a means of cnhghtef”
ing the mind, producing conviction, prompting 1o action, and con®
firming decision, its value is apparent in every, undertaking in
life. Is not this apparent in the Temperance enterprise ? Mind
has influenced mind in this matter, and led to the most pleasing
resalts, It has raised up from all ranks, in every community, 8
host of adherents to the Total Abstinence principle, and number®
of them have been and are still successful advocsates in this gfe“
reform. Yet, since the excitement produced by the Maine Liguo’
TLaw, many have talked about the inefliciency of mioral epasio®
with as wuch reason and warrant as people sometimes talk of th®
incfficiency of the voluntary prineiple in higher matters,

Now, while we highly appreciate the influence of law, if really
the voice of the people, we maintain that such a thing woul
never have been thought of, and certrinly not sustained to any
extent when agitatec, bul through and in connexion with the priof
influence of moral suasion, With many cverything that is né"“’
is eagerly embraced, and what preeeded ia called old, and is 18!
aside as useless. This is egregious folly. Noaw, it is just 8
among other things, with moral suasion snd the liguor law. ¥
are in favor of each; butif the latter is to be attained, we m“s‘
agitate the question, reason, adduce lacts, inake appeals, pcrsuﬂde'
and urge, and bring the masses thereby to petition, and o’
secure Legislative cnactments.  [lere, then, is moral influené®
There can be no liqnor law without it.  And when an aet of
nature has passed, moral suasion will stili be necessary, that mfn
may voluntarily approve of the prineiple, pledge themsclves o it
and thus prevent a reaction, smuggling, &c. By no means myf
we dispense with the present plan of influencing the publie mi?
in all its ramifications by moral suasion, when by the palpit, ¢
platform, the press, or more private cfforts.  We must rathet i
crease this moral power, But yet we are in favor of Legislali'a
enactments, i{ it can be fairly carried.

Objections, of couree, will be raised to it. Some of them mef
appear very plausible; but the matter must be thoroughly inve.
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