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Iu a *brief editorial, in a recentL issue, tho 11VeeA- attemipta te
champion the cause ef the liccnsed victuallers. \Ve re-print 'in
another coluinn then greater part of this article. IL is one of the
niost curions productions that we have seen for a long time, and
certaiuly, can net have cunanated froin any of the intelligent anud
schiolarly gentlemen -%vhIo are known te ho regularly couineeted with
the journal nanicd. lf our renders will glance over tho extrnct
queted'under the hcading "A Great Deputatien," tbeycannot faul te
be surprised at the ignorance therein displayced lu referenco te the
provisions of tie Scott Act. atilue ishallo-wness and inconsistency of
the arguments (?) ndvanwed, and nt the slovenliness and inaecurncy

o! helngagoin hlh te vhoe i cuchd.Thew~riter evidlently
bas net takien any trouble toacquaint hinmsolf with %wbat-hecalls the
de cul facts " of the case. Ho insinuates that the Scott Act does not re-
quiro a majority voe for its adoption, and thant it lias net adequate
provisions for the punishment of corrupt practices; and his 'state-
nment about Northumbherland shows that hoe is totally ignorant of the
provisions fer bringing thie Act into oporation. The Scott Act cannet
bc adopted without a nînjerity vote in its favor. Its provisions against
coercien, intimidation and bribery are definite, coniprehiensive, and
equal in stringeney te thoseoef our Dominion eleetion lawv. The
Ott.awa deputation did net want te "arrive at the real facts." Tho
trouble wvas, they knew and feit, that, the .Act in its operation inter-
fcred with their business, aud tiierefore they asl<ed tho Goverrument
te interfere ivith the Act. If the sale of intoxicating liquor Il las
beon increased " by the Scott Act, hew cau the Scott Act Iltotally
destroy " the value of distillery property.. The Week approves of
an attexnpt too "arrive nt the real facth," disserts that Il there can ho
ne real doubt " about these .facLg, and again. st.ates thant I there is
much reason te doubt " ail within, the cornpass ef four linos. WVe
are willing te defend the Scott Act nt any tirne and in any place,
but -wc respcecfully rcquest our opponents te, inforîn theunsolves on
the.subjoct before they attempt te discuss it.

TRE PE TITIONS.

Every day, since the opening of Parliarnont, has witnesscd the
pres.cntation of petitions agaitnst mutilation u! the Scott Act and in
favor of total prohibition. The circulation of thlese petitions wvas
neot comneneed until sliortly before the oeningr o! the session.
2'here was net tiune for the deliberation and effective organization
that inighit otherwise have ensured tlieir extensive signature, but
the responsé ef the public te, the appeai te si.-I thein hias been
totally uDprecedentcd, and shows well how Lhorougiy the people of
Canada are il) symip2îtlhy %vit> the great prohibition inoveinonit. A4
grent, xany o! the signed forins have been sent to Pailiarnent
direct, and already there have passcd throughi tho office of TnE
GANADA CITIZEN 860 forins addrcssed to the Sonate %vith 67,.190
nailles attachced, and iG4 forms addressed Le tho Hfouso o! Coin-
unons w'ith 67,557 nanies attachcd. The Province of Prince Edward
Island hald undertaken a petiqion inovernent of itLs own bo-fere thc
general, work was commiencer), and frein that Province thorc frocs a
petition, diflýcring slightly ln ith wordirîg frein that sont in from,
thc other Provinces, but ail paris of our Domàinion are unaninjeus in
their prayer for spcccly sd totnl prohibition. W'c lool,-anxiously te
our legisîstors for soine earl' diction in response te those Jargc]y
signcd sud stroiigly worded petitions. Z

TRE TEN GALLO'N CLAUSE

lx-. Dalton McCnrthy bas before ..ho flouse o! Coimons a bill1
te wcakcli the Scott .AcL by providing OintL W1holesaîors and mianu-
fâcturers of liquors iu Scott * Ac couuutiec nuay sel] ini toi g,,alion
quantities te ho couisullid il, sucli coluxiti. - Wc bave met rccived
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a rCopy of tie bll, but Mr. McCarthy's sta.tenent rcspccting ît clearly
iuidicates its chauticter and objcct.

The Scott Act wus paused for the purpose of giving the cc-
tors of nny county or city poecr to prohibit the sale of liquor iii
thoir owvn locality. It dees not initerfère with the private cenduct
of any citizen - it sixnply rcfers te his course of action :*n buis busi-
ness or publie capaeity. Hence it docs not intodefro with blis bring-
ing inte bis homo liquer purehased el8ewhere. Th- Scott Act fur-
ther providcd that w'holesalcrs in Scott Act counte*s might Bell to
-outsiders; this 'was done in ordor that theScottAct,. vote in, aniy
cotunty-should have- absolutely no -effcct iu territory *wherein tho
electors liad not adopted it. *These places could get-their supplies,
as former]y, frein Scott Act counties. The object of tbe Scott Act
was to suppress int29mperance, as far~ as this could bc donc on the
linos already indicatcd, marnely, stopping tho public sale; by this
means the consumption of liquor is diniinislied bccause of tho greater
difiicu]ty of prouringy.it. The Scott Act cannot bo total prohibi-
tion because of its local- cluaracter, and it approximateb to total pro-
hibition in.proportion te the extent of tcrritory that cornes under
its opcration,-it muust be borne in nuind that wvholesalers in Scott
Act.counties cannot, sellI to, consuxnors in adjoining Scott Act coun-
tics. The *general adoption o! the Scott Act -%ould inean total
prohibition. The "iaw is harinonious in its plan, detinite in k
provisiens, and effective in it,- operation, but, of course, linited in
this operation hy that, plan aid tint consistecy.

The frainer of the amending blill has evidéntly failed to coin-
preliend "these.siinple faéts. Ho does hôt g'raspihespirit and intent
Of th*li law. Ho would inaze; it inconsisteb*t vith its -own mnature
and objeets, because of its nccessamry limitation by that nature and
these objeets. Because it is not what *t is- not, lio would pre'ont its
being wvhat it is. Even from a purely practical point of vicw, hc is
eqiilly absurd. Because the Scott Act permits ton gallons to corne
into a county, hoe would allow ton gallons te be sold in. a county.
A pint may bc broughit into a eounty-should a plut, thoréfore, be
sold in a county ? A mani xay tako a drink froin his private bottie
in a public bar,--shiould lio, thorefore, geL a drink toVbuy in a publie
bar? Tho whole thing is too transparent and fiimsy; the liquoir
men are dctermined Le dIo what they can te destroy the Scott Act,
and our lega! friend hias been drawn into an attexnpt to hclp thora-
we charitably hope froni short.sighitedly failing to.study and under-
stand the principles of the legislation ho proposes to, ainend. No
douýt, tht1Honscof Cern nons wvillsuiliarily dispose of tlii speci-
mon of Parlianientary verdancy; but there is in it, for every tom-
perance man unother manifestation of the sleejllss vigilance o! thie
whiskcey party, and a marning that wve inust bc ov,.r on the Jook-
eut for soine new inove on the part of our w'ily fco.
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