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Taif llrenring vs. .Pi'ol&bitioiz,:

One of the most iiniportaîît events lu
the city of MUontreal, during the inontlî
of January was the large meîeting of
the Liberals in W%'indsor Hall, addressed
by the Hon. Wilfred Laurier, Sir Oliver
Mowat and Mâr. Win. Patersoni. MN.P.
These gentlemen presented tlic platforin
of tilCir Party, and thc Iast plank in it
in the order of eîiumeration was Teii-
perance, upon -%liielî we wish to say
something.

Mr. Laurier rend to the meeting thic
public questions upon whiclî the Liberal
party lbas a poiicy, and tlie manner in
whlihle passed over Teinperance,
-would iead us to believe that lic
thouglit it of littie importance, or, at
the best, did îîot want to give it public
proininence. His voice did ixot dwçell lu
strengtl and conviction upon it like it
did upon flic w'ords "li]evenue Tariff,"
and consequently wve tlîink lie did not
begin to bave the saine regard for our
subjeet as lie liad for the success of bis
'reforming- tariff ; that he did flot care
so nineli for tlic overthrow of tlîe liquor
trafrc, as frc tliat of Protection.

Witli aIl due respect to '.%r. Laurier
and bis collezagues, and thanking themn
for flic promise of a4 Dominion plebis-
cite, we believe that tlxcir judginent
bere is flot the bcst. We do not say
that Protection should flot lic over-
tlirow'vn,-wive are not liere giving our
opinion upon tliat,-b)ut we Say that the
liquor trafice is sucb a financial loss to
Our country that it should be over-
thrown, and wc believe that a mucli
greater nced of flic tinies is the totald
suppression of tlîat business than flie
reformi of tarifEs. Oppression froni tar-
iffs is an inllnitesimally small evil coin-
pared with thec daminable ravages of
thie traffic in strong drink. And we bie-
lieve that flic lighest and best States-
inanship calis for Uic abolition of tliis

business, and the sctting-up of the èra
of total Prohibition. We laughIi la de-
rision at the lierculanean efforts that
mcin are niaking to refo'ri tariffs, to
nmake thcmnsclves freer and richer, and
yet thîey keep in their midst that wlich
takes awvay tenfold more liberty and
wealtli tîxan any tarifE. The Hon. Mr.
Patersonî called aud sliouted that even-
ing for frecdom, ay, yes, freedoin, and
yet, bave w'e anythiing in Canada, ex-
cept peiaps the love of luxury, that
shîackles us more than the trade in lu-
toxicating liquors ? If the politicians
of Dotli sides want to make CaDada
better, if tlîcir hearts -%vould beat and
bleed w'itli thc trucst patriotisin, let
thein give thîcir attention to, wiping out
the liquor business, and after fiat, the
tariff problenis will sobn lic righted.
Our opinion is thiat the use of liquor so
deadens the moral sense of a nation
that it cannot lielp legislating selflhly
and doing '%vrong. If liquor lie wiped
out, nien vilrecognize flie right nmore
distiuctly, and lie less selfisli.

Wliile politiciais and statesnien give
flicir attention to fie mending of tar-
iffs instead of to Uic liquor business.
tliey are penny wvise and pouad foolish.
Wce hear great complaints; froin Mani-
toba and the North-Wî%est, about baýrd
finies and financial stringenes ; thcrc
the Patrons of Industry have passcd
motions asking for flic iowerinig of the
tariff on certain articles of common
use, tlîe tarifEÉ oppresses thîci tliey cry.
Poor fello-ws ! Vlewed frein only flic
iancial staudpoint aud to state it
inildly, thiere is five, yes, teiî tinies tlîe
oppression upon theni froïn the Dres-
ecflC of flic liquor traffie that flere is
froin ligh custoin duties. But the
.i'ortli-Nest is not alone here. Eastern
Canada is fearfully èurscd, wastlng
large sums of rnoney. Take any of our
towns, and lu flêm we flnd that there


