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THE FORM OF THE PLEDGE.

The form of electoral pledge adopted
by the Dominion Allisnce to be used in
the 100,000 voters campaign, is as follows:

We, the undersigned, promise that at
the next general election for the Domin-
ion Parliament, we will vote only for
such candidates as will agree to de all in
their power, it elected, to obtain the im-
mediate enactment of such legislation
as will secure the total prohibition of the
liquor tratlio in AT Least those provinces
and territories that gave inujorities for
prohibition in the plebiscite.

This pledge to be null and void unless
25,000 signatures to it is secured.

Sowme objection has been taken to this
pledge on the ground that the signing of
it will practically disfranchise electora in
those constituencies in which none of the
nominated candidates is favorable to
the temperance cause.

This will be the case. Heremn lies one
of the most valuable features of the
movement. ‘Lhe greatest political dif.
ficulty that prohibitionists have to cope
with is the difliculty ¢’ securing the
nomination of the right h.nd of men. If
the pledge were in any other form, if it
were so framed as to aliow electors to
vote under all circumatances, it would be
comparatively valueless. Both partics
would simply nominate liquorfavoring
candidates, knowing that as the result of
this course the prohibition question
would be eliminated from the contest.

1f the managers of a party know that
the nomination of & liquor-favoring
candidate will lose them material and
needed support they will hesitate about
making such & nomination. The pledge
movement, if rightly worked, will be
immensely valuable in its influence upon
nominations.

Moreover, pledged electors, anxious to
avoid being disfranchised as suggested,
will make an effort to secure the nowmin-
ation of candidates of the right kind, To
enable them to vote, they must in some
few cases nominate independent candi
dates.

The object of the pledge is not to keep

men from voting, but to have their votes

count for prohibition. Unless there isin
the field a candidate favorable to prohi.
bition, the pledged voters must take
such wise action as will secure for them
an opportunity to be counted on the
right side of this question. No less
binding form of pledge would accomplish
this result,

THE LIBERAL PARTY.

‘'here can be no justification of the
unfair treatment which the Dominion
Government representing the Liberal
party, has meted out to the prohibionists
of Canada.

It must be borne in mind that the
prohibition plebiscite was not promised
by the Liberal party simply as a method
of testing, from an independent stand.
point, the strength of public opinion
regarding prohibition,

The speeches made in connection with
the plebiscite promise assumed, and the
people were led to believe, that the
Liberal party desired to help the temp-
erance cause, and was ready to enact a
prohibitory Iaw if only evidence could
be secured that the public opinion
favored such action. Libera! lcaders
distinotly and definitely claimed that
their party was more friendly to the
temperance cause than was the Conserva.
tive party.

The Liberal party won in the last
general election on this policy, and with
this understanding. Thousands of temp-
erance men believed that if & plebiscite
were taken it would show a majority for
prohibition, and accepted the plebiscite
promise in the belief thas it thus opened
the way to what they desired. For this
reason many of them, who had been
Conservatives, renounced their former
party allegiance, and supported Sir
Wilfrid Laurier.

When the Plebiscite was granted, some
critics of the Liberal Government and
party, declared that its results would
not be fairly dealt with., ‘Tha temp-
erance nmen who had faith in the Liberal
party, repudiated what they termed a
slander. ‘They expressed their confi.
dence that the Government which had
taken the supposed step in advance,
would stand by its own action. They
avowed their faith in the people as to
the vote, and in the Government as to
'the result. When the vote was taken
y they still looked to the Govermment to
{ honorably carry out the implied contract.
| The result has been a bitter dis-
! appointment. Many earnest temperance
men feel themselves doubly {ooled,
They were nusled into supporting the
| Liberal party believing that that party
1 was ready to help the temperance cause,
| They were misled into working hard in
 the plebiscite campaignbelieving that the
victory they thus won would redound to
the beneafit of the cause for which they
were willing to sacrifice mucli,
| They began to see their mistake when
Cabinet Ministers went out campaigning
against the reform which the Govern
,ment was supposed to favor, and when
%in many places the machinery of the
Liberal party's organization was used n
the interests of the liquor traffic. Still
1 they had faith in Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
| the English-speaking Liberals. Al their
1 hopes were dashed to the ground when
they were coldly told that they had not
polled enough votes to warrant a fulfjl-
ment of their expectation, and the
Liberal lenders dropped the role of
iriends of prohibition, without even
expressing regret that they did not see
their way clear to fulfil the hopes which
they hiad raised, and by which they had
benefitted.

No doubt there are many members of
the Liberal party who are friendly to the
| temperanoe cause. [t may even be trye
that the liquor tratic has so far been
mainly opposed to the Liberal party

Nothing can alter the disheartening fi

that the Liberal leaders used the %en:?:
erance sentiment of the best class of
the Canadian electorate as a means of
obtaining power, and now treat that
sentiment with contemptuous indifter.
ence giving unjust preference to the
wishes of the liquor-favoring minority,

THE CONSERVATIVE PARTY.

— —

The Conservative party in Domin.
ion politics has no record of special ef-
fort to help the temperance cause. It
has however, up to the present no record
of any attempt to use the prohibition
sentiment of the community for partisan
purposes,

Consetvatives freely denounced the
plebiscite policy of the Liberals as &
scheme to hoodwink prokibitionists and
secure their votes. ‘I'hey have now an
opportunity to declare that their predic-
tions were right, that the temperance
people were duped. They are making
good use of the opportunity.

Conservative leaders are busy strongly
denouncing the failure of the Liberals to
deal justly with the prohibition question,
and are calling upon prohihitionists to
resent and punish that injustice by put.
ting the Liberals out of power.

As matters stand to-day the Liberal
party in Dominion politics has no claim
upon the support of those who favor pro-
hibition, Their conduct has merited the
punishment which the Conservatives
invite us to assist in inflicting.

Unfortunately there is &t present no
prospect that we can in any way promote
prohibition legislation by taking this
course, ‘I he Conservatives ask us to help
them to power, but they do not provase
to do anything for our cause when their
object has been secured. It is true that
they are not holding out any hopes that
are likely to mislead us. It is equally
true that we sra not likely to gsin any
by a change of Government, unless
we would strengthen our position, as
some people say we would, by ¢ teaching
the Liberals a lesson.”

Although the Conservative party is not
committed to the enactnient of prohibi-|
toty legi:lation by any professions of
favor for the temperance cause, or any
promise to be guided in 1ts action by the
plebiscite, that party is, equally with the
Liberal party, in duty bound to deal
with the temperance question on its
merits, and prohibitionists ask no more
than this.

‘the recognized evils that inevitably tol-
low the liquor tratfic, the rightness of the
policy of prohibition, the duty of govern.
ments to promote the public welfare, the
fuvor of the people for the proposed
reform, the results of the Provincial and
Doannion prohiuition plebiscites, are all
facts that ought to have equal weight
with statesmen of both political parties,
It the Conservauve leaders will accept
the responsibility of the duty which the
Liberal leaders hiave evaded, if they will
undertake to do what the men now
oflice ouglit to hiave done, 1t they will give
the public any reason at al! to believe
that their advent to power will ia any
way promote the temperauce cause, then
it will Le the duty ot prohibitionists to
do all they can to secure the triumph of
the Conservative party.

Prohibitiou-fuvoring Conservatives, at
last election, lelt their party and sup-
ported Sir Willrid Laurier, not simply
because their party deserved punishment
for its failure to promote temperatice
legislation, but because they hoped by
the sucrifice they made 1o help the
prohibition cause. 1t may be true that
temperance Liberals huve now more
reason for dissatistaction with their

purty leaders than Conservative prohibi.
tionists had in 1396, They have however,
no other inducement to change thew
party. Voung Conservative only means
punishing the Liberals, not helping the
temperance cause.

WHAT THEN?

‘The temperance cause will not be
abandoned. ‘The prohibition fight will

go on. The two hunured and seventy-

eight thousand men who voted prohibi-
tion in September last, will not give up
their fight aimply because party
politicians do not favor the reform for
which the people voted.

Members of Parlianient have a right to
their own opiniong, They must consult
their consciences as well as their consti-
tuents. Tosecure full and haonest repre-
sentation of public opinion in Parliament
it is therefore necessary that the consci-
entious conviction of the representative
shall coincide with the public opinion of
the constitueney., Responsibility for the
seouring of this condition rests upon the
constituents.,

The plebiscite has made it clear that
the prohibition electors far outnumber
their opponents is a great majority of
constituencies. [f these electors will
adopt the simple plan of supporting ounly
such parlismentary oandidates as are
also prohibitionists, the conscientious
convictions of a great majority of repre-
sentatives in the next Parliament will be
in harmony with the public opinion that
the plebiscite expressed.

A majority of conscientious prohibi-
tionists in Parliament will speedily
compel the enactment of a prohibitory
law whether party leaders do or do not
favor such enactment.

The prohibitionists have deliberately
resolved upon this policy. By it and
only by it they can win. It will involve
for many the sacrifice of party and
personal preferences. It will involve
the nomination and support of inde-
pendent candidates in some electorate
districts. It will involve in some cases,
voting for Conservatives by men who are
Liberais,and in others, voting for Liberals
by nien who are Conservatives.

We need not leave our political parties
unless the political parties drive us out.
We are with them if they respect the
voice of the people and nominate candi.
dates wlio will do their utmost if elected,
to have public opinion embodied in
legislation. It is our duty to work harder
than we ever work~d to secure the
election of such candidates.

On the ather hand it is equally the
duty of loyal prohibitionists to do all 1n
their power to prevent the nomination,
and to secure the defeat if nominated, ot
every candidate who will not agree, if
elected, to do all he can to oppose in
every legitimate way, the Government's
hostile, do-nothing policy in relation to
the temperance question.

A GREAT BOOK.

During the year of the Ontario Pro-
vincial Plebiscite there was published o
magazine entitled THE VANGUARD.
filled from month to month with the
best obtainable statistics and other state.
ments relating to the liquor question and
the prohibition movements, and forcible
arguments prepared by the best posted
writers on the subject named.

Eleven number were issued. They
wate bound together and carefully index.
ed making a splendid magazine of
material for speakers and workers. A
few copies are still left and will be sold
to the first applicants for Firey CrNts
each.

This volume of the Vanguard centains
680 pages. It is well bound in neat cloth
boards, and is fairly packed full of just
the kind of information that prohibition
advocates desire to possess. Its articles
discuss every phuse of the temperance
question, and are acourate and reliable.
Only a few persons can be supplied,
First come, first served.

Address.
52 Confederation Life Building,

‘Toronto.



