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EXE L A

THE CANADA CITIZEN.

Bublic Opinien.

THE QREAT DEPUTATION.

The delogates wero charmod with the sympathetic tono of the Promier.
They acem to have fancied that he was heart and soul on their side. So they
cheered um hearuly, thanked hun, and went their way no wisor than they
came. Nevor, weo ropeat, were men so gulled as these Bonifaces, It would be
amusing to know what they had to say for themselves to their wives whon they
got home. TE they told anything near che truth, the disappointed aud angry
damos must have enlightencd them as to tho extent of their folly in spending
money and timo in journoying to Oitawa to wait on the Premier.” They might
as woll havoe staid at home and made themselves comfortatle alongside their bar-
room stoves.—S8t. Marys Argus.

A very large deputation waited on Sir John A. Macdonald at Qttawa on
Friday last, praying for cortain amendments to the Scutt Act. Thoy, however,
got very littlo out of tho Premior. Heo *‘taffied” them on their number, ro.
spectability, ctc., otc., but said the Gorernment was not a unit by any means on
the question—neither was tho Opposition—but that their potitions would have
¢t tho anxious, the earnest, and the immediate attention and consideration of
himsolf and his colleagues.” And thero it remains, and no doubt tho duputation
of hotel-keopers ato wondering what thoy wont to Ottawa for.—Embro Courier.

Tho Government was not expected cither to grant or rofuso off hand the
prayors of tho liquor deputation. That for tho Royal Commission is the only
ons, says the Premicr, distinctly within tho range of oxecutive authority. The
rest aro for Parliament. It is Jikely th t the current session will witness a
steuggle in Parliament.  The “trade,” against which the moral indignation of
the whole country buras fiercely, but which is determinod, nevertheless, to hold
on to 1ts ungodly gaws, 1s theoughly aroused. Itisfor the temnperance com-
munity to ‘*stand to their guus,” when the only practicable moasure of prohibi-
tion at their command ia threatened. Wo agree with Sir Joha Macdonald that
prohibition is the question of the hour, “‘exceeding in importance perhaps any
other subject ongaging tho earncst and anxious attention of the men, women,
and children of the Dominion,” and wo trust that the sclfish pleas of theso in-
terosted in tho perpetuation of a bad traffic will ba estimatod at their true value
by our lcgislators, and that they will keep their hands off the Scott Act, except
f;z' the purpose of 80 improving 1t a3 to make i1t mure effective.— Preshytersan

Tieic.

The liquor men, with othersinterested inthe Scott Act, havebeen to Ottawa
and returned. They have seen Sir John and othermembers of the Cabinet, and
have Idid beforo them their grievances. Some of the allegations are no doubt
true, others are childish and entirely contrary to facts. When thoy say that the
smiguatures to Scoty Act petitions are secured by coercion, they aro aimply tatking
nonsense. When they ask tho law to bs amended so as to compel tho petitioners
to migu tho petitions asking fur the submitting of tho Scott Act all in one place
it is more nonsensical atill.  Sir John, in his romarks to tho deputation, gave
his opinion very candidly and in a straight-forward manner. Ho correctly in-
formed them that, although they were a largo and respectable body of men
represonting large money interests, he was oaly the sorvant of tho people to
carry out their wishea.  He informed them that his cabinet as well as tho people
wero divided upon the question, and, “arther, ho had voted for 1t himself whon
beforo the house.—dylner Express,

For brazen audacity, blatant braggadocin, and wholeiale mandacity, we ro-
commend the Licensed Victuallers® Ottawa Aemorial beforo any work of fiction
or fancy in modern or ancient times. Itis a perfect monument of enlossal im-

udouce, and is, undoubtedly, a masterpicce of that exeruciatingly funay hyper.

olist, Wm. Kyle. The urat clauso statos that the people who have carried the
Act, havo dono 8o out of painful ignorance of tho facts. BHow stupid Mr. Kylo
must deem tho ordinary clectors to ba! Thoy have had tho advan'age «f un-
tiring oxhortation, night after night, from Messrs. Dadds, L2e & Co. ; they have
had the opportunity of wading through endless statistics, cooked and served up
in tho 1acst approved fashion by Mr. O'Kceefe and his aubalterns ; they havo
been au{sp]iod with an unlimitedamount of Mark-Twain-and-water ladled out by
3. Kylo; =nd yet the petition aaya thoy were ignorant.  Poor fellows. Per-
haps they thought “whero ignorance is bliss, *tis folly to ba wise.” Clauso No.
2, atatcs that ** electors have been coerced and imtumidated into afixing their
names " to tho Scott. Act petitions.  This is a scrious charge, and in the namo
of tho Scott Act party of Canada, we demand proof.  Mr. Fullerton boasted that
Anti-Scott witnesses had committed “ wilful perjury ™ in Halton. Porhaps the
absence of the vathand the removal to Ottaw night induco tho delezates to do
zo:ncthing for the cause themsclves.  ** Birds of a feather, cte.” Clauso 3, is
the old whine for two-thirds majority. Beaten on tho fiold thoy cry to the
victors to build them = fart to hide belind.  Wo cannot refram from reierning
to onc moreclavse which is a petfect whitl-wind of modesty.  Afcer asking for
a cemmission of enquiry, wheso juvestigations may be prolunged indcSnitoly,
they biuhungly say that ** until the report of tho cum.nission is submitted yoar
memorialists beliove that the Act should be suspended.” What touching sim-
plicity :  Wo wonder thal, in their innocence, they did not ask for tha repeal
(}f the Scott Act and a las to make temperanco agitat:on criminal.—Canadian

alriol.

Much of what tho Licensed Victualiers ask from the Domunion Government
is just and reasonable. A sumptuary law which depnives men of personal nghts,
1w obedience to tho demands of the neighburs, vaght not v go 1nto offest aaless
sanctioned by a clom majurity, and the resort to coercion, intimidation or
bribery, when tho votc on the Stott Act is taken, ouzit no maso to enjoy im
munity than they would in a patliamentar? elestion. A3 the working of ths Act
is subject to much dispute, it would not bo unreasonablo to attompt to arrive at
tho real facts by moans-of a Royal Commission. Thore can ba no roal doubt
that tho general tendency of the moure is to substituto the scciot, unlicensed

salo of spirits for the legal sale of light wine and boer. And thero is much
reason to doubt whethor the quantity of alcohol consumed is lessoned by tho
restrictions of the Scott Act. (in the County of Northumberland, New Bruns-
wick, the Act has been in foreo since Suptember, 1880, and the county council,
by n voto of soventecn to seven, exprosses the opinion that thoe salo of intoxicat-
ing liquors has not boun lessencd, but rather increased. This agreos with what
the Licensed Victuallors aflirm. Sir John Macdonsld was not able to promiss
that the domand for compensation for the deprivation of business will come
l;(;’f(:;‘c the Legislature backed by tho united support of the Government. — The
eck.

COMPENSATION.

Theo wind is so strong in favor of prohibition that there is no need of watche
ing the direction which straws take. The whole bulk of the liquor interest cau-
not stand up agiinst the gale. In tho face of the bLig deputation of liquor
dealers to Ottawa tho other day, praying for compoensation 1n case of tho worat
coming to the worst with them, Parliament has refused by a majority of 31 to
affirm tho principle of compensation. That is a knock dewn blow for the liquor
interest. Wo are sorry to notice that the principal mombers of the Govern-
ment, with the honorablo exception of Sir Lonrd Tilley, voted in fuvor of the
unprecedented and mischievous proposition.—Witness.

The liquor-sellers, it would: appear, are detormined to figiht the Scott Act
and prohibicion issues on the “compsnsation” line. Thero are two sides to thoe
‘‘compensation” issus, as those who clamor for it are likely to tind before they
gat through. Thoir claim 1s impudent to the last degreo ; but impudence is a
nocessary quality of the busineas thay are eugazed in, and one that will stand a
proégk liberal discount. Why notgive ‘“ compensation” to thievesand bucglars?
—Cuasket.

Mr. Elitor,—1I sce that our worthy mambar is moviny in Parliamant for
compensation to browers and manufacturers of liquor for the loss sustsined by
them whera the S:zott Act has curtoiled thoir profits.  Would it nst be a right
mOvement to polition tha Government to compensito fanilies which hivs been
doprived of the necassaries of hife, clothing, and homes by tho thirat wwhich the
head of the houschold had for this unnecessarily manufsctured article? I am
sure that the amuunt of compensa*ion which the Government would have to
graut tv families which havo Leen robbed by the aale of liquar would be far
oro than the $12,00,000 invested by brawers and distillers.  Yesterday I was
told of a man who had a large farm of 609 acres, and this is all lost to his family
through drink causing him to naglect his business; and thevre are many in our
midst who, if they loft off using this soul-dustroying and degrading stuff, would
to-day, bain a far batter condition.—Conserzative, in Berlin News,

Tho whole subject of compensativn awaits fuller discussion. Sn far as we
have heard no definite plan has been proposed by its advncates.  We ave pre-
pared to consider such plan when it shall have been formuiatod.  In tho mean-
time, wo demur to compeonsation as a sop to those who threaten, unless thus
recouped for losses, to turn Jaw-breskers. It is the duiy of Government to
punish, not to pay off, those whou defy the law. Nor have wo been convinoed of
tiwo legal right of a traffic deponding upon a yestly licenso tu compansation, when
that yearly licenso is withheld by a majority of the people. ‘Tho wholoe business,
too, stands fairly convicted as a public nuisance. It those who are growing rich
by in_aring their neighhurs ars to be compensated, whit of thosv who havo suf-
fered by tho traffic, such as owavrs of property, which proximity to hotels or
saloons havo depreciated in valuo ; business men, who have had to wipo off as
bad debls accounts which ought to have been settled with money tossed over
the bar; drunkards whom drink has robbed of property and health and future;
familics blasted ; widows; orphans; wrotches dragging through their miserablo
life diseased bodies and poisoned hearts, an inheritance fromn drunken parents?
As a matter of justico, we domur to the propnsal of companiation. As a matter
?Ifi' generosity, wo aro ready, when tho timne comes, to discuss it.—Preshyterian

cricw.

Sir Johu stated e would favor componsation to the dealers under a general
prohibitory law. Now it appears to us to bo an opportuno tima for the liquor
dealers to join hands with tho Scott Act peaple in demandinga prohibitory law.
That s what thoy say they are after tirough the modium of the Scott Act, and
as this Act 1s being carried all over tho vouatey and Sir John has pledged to
grant a compensation, nox is the tims for oll hinds to go in for total prohibi-
tion. The temperanco people will get rid ol ths traffiz upon which they have
dezlated war, and Sir John will compeasate tha doilors for thair loss, and bath
pattios will bo satisfed.—dylmer Ecpress,

——— a

Tho government is not a unit vn the subject.  Spaiking for himsclf, Sir
John sud that 1f Prohibition bezams general ho shoaid faves compsnsation.
Untit Proltiv.siva bocomes general, should it over go so far, it woald bo diffizalt
to measuro the extent of the dinage.  So lung as distillories and browerios go
on, the curtailing of their busingss would by oaly an imparfect maasuro of tho
extent of the injary which tho loas ocasions ; if thoy wero closod altogether,
the dificalty of ascerlaining the damage would not ba iusupzrable. Sir John
said the question of compensation had already been raised in Parlinm:nt; but
a money voto can oniy by tiken on tho inittative of the Exccutive, and this
imtiative will not ba forthcoming. Tho forms of Parhiamaat provide for cases,
whero the Exozusive imitiauice 18 abseat, by moias of an address to the
Crown.  Should Parliament pass the allress, tho Government woald havo
the daty pat apoa it of desiding whothar it would introdu~e a miasuro of
campsnsation, but Parliament is not likoly to placo itsclf in opposi-tion to the
current of feeling which is ruuning strongly in favar of thy S:iit Act.  Com.
scns:-.tion is a diatinct matter ; but the advocates of tho S:ott Act have given in-

ications that thoy aro proparad 5 disrogard tho justico of tho claims which the
Licansad Victuallors have put forward. To rely on the hopa of compansation
by Pacliamant is, apparently, to roly on a broken reod.—The Veck.




