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WHAT NEXT?

This in the question 
in the Province of Ontario, 
prohibition

in many hearts and onnow many lips
A magnificent victory for the

n==o*M », T" T W0,i “ the of opinion
at the polls on January 1st Thnw»

Jm8t the !lqUOr traffic are anxious to know what will lie 
the practical outcome of their declaration of opinion.

At the last session of the Ontario Legislature there was 
ntroduced into the House by Mr. G. F. Marter a bill

C*Hou' d rnti7ly Pr°hibit tHe retail SaIe “qu-ir.
The House declmed to enact the measure on the advice of

as to” the”TJ'T?1, I*0 ^ that there ™ uncertainty " the Jurisdlctl°n of the legislature to enact so large a 

measure of prohibition. The leader of the opposition Zk
traflr°Und ^ h*”’ m ProPosing to prohibit the retail
ight o^heT -Y?-' a restrictive measure, and that the 
J* °f the legislature to enact it was therefore clear The 
ttorney-genera! proposed to refer to the courts the whl

qTor trol /rr °f in relation to the
n tl u ThlS has Slnce l)een done by the submission 

the Supreme Court of the series of questions whiT
found on page 92 of the December Vanguard 

xpected that the decision of the Supreme Court will be

will
It is
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reviewed by the Privy Council. The decision of the latter 
body will finally and authoritatively settle the question.

It is certain that this settlement of the jurisdiction 
question will not lie attained tiefore the close of the next 
session of the legislature, which session will begin next 
month. The expression of public opinion has, however, 
been so strong that the legislature cannot afford to ignore 
it. Prohibitionists are anxious for immediate progress. 
They are and will be impatient of anything that seems like 

• delay. There is, therefore, a great deal of anxiety as to 
what position our legislators will take and what action they 
will propose.

A number of* temperance workers argue that the opinion 
of the leader of the opposition in the legislature is abso
lutely correct, and that the House’s authority to prohibit 
liquor selling is not to any extent doubtful. They declare 
the opinion that the reference to the Courts is an expedient 
to retard settlement of the prohibition question, and de
mand the immediate enactment of a law similar to the 
measure which the House declined to pass last session.

On the other hand other earnest prohibitionists oppose 
this action. . They claim that the vote of the people was 
given with an understanding that there should be a settle
ment of the question of jurisdiction before the enactment 
of legislation. This claim is based upon the fact that the 
Plebiscite Act and the Instructions to Voters, contained 
the following statement :—

Electors in voting “yes” on this question will be con
sidered as expressing an opinion in favor of prohibition to 
the extent to which the Legislature of this Province or the 
Parliament of Canada has jurisdiction, as may be deter
mined by the court of final resort.

They express a fear that legislation respecting which any 
uncertainty existed, would be therefore ineffective, that 
its enforcement would be hampered by litigation, and that 
the difficulties connected with such a condition of affair* 
would be harmful to the prohibition cause.
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What Next / lft>
H«n- R. W. Scott, of Ottaw 

in 1878 introduced 
measure known

h, who as Secretary of Suite 
mto the Dominion Parliament the 

a-s the Canada Temperance
3”"'1 “P °“‘ Upo" th« 1-Wiu. which will be
" U'e f"”"1 of this journal. " b*

ha» authority to enact 
selt hut thinks that it 
further rigid restrictions of the 
the courts

Act, has
found 

He believes that the 
prohibition of retail

would be wise to simply enact
unon tlm V t?ffic pen,,inS the action of 
upon the question submitted. He to a certain 

agrees with, and differs from, both 
opinions above set out.
extent

of the other
A certain amount of control tn i- 

prohibit the *ar,,an,ent has unquestioned authority to
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has liefore it now a complote declaration of the opinions of 
those to whom it is responsible and who have constituted 
it. It is expected to respond promptly to the demand 
of the electorate. The members of it will shortly appeal to 
the people for re-election. Tn that appeal those memliers 
who seek re-election will be expected to justify the course 
taken by them in the legislature. These facts centre most 
of the present interest round the approaching legislative 
Assembly session.

This fact does not diminish any of the responsibility 
resting upon the other parties named. In localities where 
temperance sentiment is strong enough to extinguish the 
local liquor tragic, it is the duty of temperance men to take 
advantage of their strength and rid themselves immediately 
of the curse. It is their duty to press municipal councils 
for further curtailment and restriction of the dangerous 
traffic. It is their business to use all the influence they 
can exert to induce license commissioners to exercise their 
powers in the same direction. There is no inconsistency in 
doing all they can for themselves while urging the legis
lature to do still more.

The Dominion Parliament, who se power is supreme anil 
unquestioned, must be urged at once and earnestly to take 
the complete and effective action, which it alone has 
authority to take. The fact that other Ixidies are possessed 
of limited power does not relieve the supreme Ixxly of the 
duty of putting down the liquor traffic, and the responsi
bility for the continued existence of all the evils that result 
from it.

But as has been already said, the present position of the 
legislature, what it has done, what it may do, and the 
conflicting views held regarding it, sill make it the iinmedi 
ate centre of interest and the immediate object of prohibi
tionists’ action and demand. The question everywhere 

' asked is, “ How will that legislature respond 1 ”
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What Next !

itself o„ Zri L'wirr d,'! “ “tW^ »'“»

and in furor of total support iLT PUb'ic “P™™'

permitted to „m„L t, »f "^h *

be dispute as to the wisdom 
courses; there is no doubt 
i» reference to them.

It is in regard to action lieyond all 
versy exists. Some 
the immediate
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198 The Vanguard.

so freely made that it is possible some timid men may 
shrink from honest avowal of their convictions through fear 
of this misrepresentation. This is a time that demands 
moral heroism ; all the more so l>eciiuse that moral heroism 
is liable to be grossly misjudged.

It is not the purpose of this article to set out or advocate 
a policy. The .great convention to meet next month will 
no doubt give much time and thought to this important 
question. Those who meet in that gathering ought to he 
prepared to consider the situation free from any motive 
other than an earnest desire to accomplish the l)est results 
for the prohibition reform. We expect that a great majority 
of the delegates will do this. It is hardly more desirable 
to adopt the wisest method than it is to become thoroughly 
united in carrying it out. Where no principle is at stake 
personal predilection as to motives should l)e subordinated 
to the general views of the plan to be followed. There was 
union and co-operation in our ranks that ensured success, 
in the battle that has just been fought. The same conditions 
will ensure still better results in the future. A failure on 
the part of any to fall in with the method approved by the 
majority would mean weakness to the extent of that 
hesitation. United we have won. United we shall win.
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the constitutional
question.

The Hon. R. W. Scott,
representative of the Vang^ar^’ 

Present position of the 
In reply, the learned 
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authorities on the subject of 
following terms

was recently asked by 
to state his vi

prohibition
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The Vanyuarct.

to the liquor traffic over the whole Dominion, in any 
province of the Dominion, or even in any part of a 
Province.

“As under the B.N.A. Act the Provinces and the 
munic’p .lities have the right to derive a revenue from the 
licensing of shops, saloons and taverns, it would not seem 
fair or reasonable to cancel or withdraw that source of 
revenue, except at the instance of the localities interested. 
It was largely on those lines that the Canada Temperance 
Act was passed, Parliament recognizing that if the rate
payers in the municipality affected decided to stop the li
censing and prohibit the traffic they could do so by adopt
ing the Act.

“I by no means wish to convey the idea that the Par
liament of Canada could not pass such a statute, unless 
first carried by a vote of the people, but the expression of 
the desire of those interested to stop the traffic was a jus- 
tificat on for the action of Parliament.

“On the same principle I do not think the Parliament of 
Canada should take away from a Province the large 
element of its revenue derived from licenses unless with 
the express approval of its peop'e, and of its legislature, 
otherwise Parliament might fairly be asked to add to the 
provincial subsidy.

“It is conceded that prohibition can only be a success 
when supported by a" educated public sentiment permeat
ing a very considerable majority of the community, and for 
that reason prohibition can be best attained in Canada by 
its adoption first in those Provinces where public opinion 
is strongly in its favour, and where the provincial and 
municipal authorities will unite with those of the federal 
power in sustaining the law.

“As an illustration it will be conceded that while the 
• public sentiment in Prince Edward Island will make the

2or>

t

P
T
S
tl
P<

an
ta
lec
lin
sal
in
ger
fiv<



The Co™titutional Question.
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The Vanguard.202 v
“Fn the second session of the Ontario House, 1868-9, at a

time when it is to be presumed that the fathers of confeder
ation were familiar with the B.N.A. Act the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario passed an “Act respecting tavern and 
shop licenses” in which power was given to the council of 
every township, town and incorporated village, and to the 
commissioner of police in cities to pass by-laws,

sale by retail of spirituous, ferment-‘For prohibiting 
ed or other mamm A
house or place of public entertainment : Provided that the 
by-1 ,w before the final passing thereof has been duly ap
proved of by the electors of the municipality in the manner 
provided by the Acts twenty-nine and thirty Victoria, 
chapter fifty-one.’

“The right of the legislature to pass that Act has never 
been successfully challenged.”

The judgment of the Ontario Court of Appeal on the 
submission for its opinion of the 18th sec. of the liquor 
license law of 1890 (the local option law) supports the con
clusion that the licensing system including sales by retail is 
under provincial control, and can be limited or prohibited.

In answer to the request for an expression of opinion on 
the questions submitted to the Supreme Court, Mr. Scott 
said :

“ As the whole subject has been discussed in former 
references, it may not be considered too presuming to an
ticipate the answers, if the courts follow in their judg
ments on the lines previously adopted and laid down.

1st Question. Has a Provincial Legislature jurisdiction to 
prohibit the sale within the Province, of spirituous, fermen
ted or other intoxicating liquors?

“ The answer to the first question must be that the pro
vincial legislature cannot prohibit the sale if in the original 
package ; whether the court will go on and explain to what 
extent, if any, provinces may prohibit sales in saloons, 
taverns and shops is uncertain. Judges do not volunteer 
opinions unless called for.
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The Constitutional Question. 

As to the second question the- «K
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power for the passing of a by-law by a municipality pro
hibiting all sales, an interpretation that was never intended, 
and one that our own courts would not give it ; but which 
might be misunderstood by the Privy Council.

“ The Provincial Legislature must necessarily take some 
cognizance of the result of the plebiscite, and there can be 
no doubt that there will be an expression of opinion on the 
policy to be pursued.

“ My own views in the course to be followed have been so 
recently given to the press that I need not here repeat 
them, further than to observe that joint action by the pro
vincial and federal powers would effectually settle the 
question of jurisdiction and leave nothing for the courts to 
adjust.

“As absolute prohibition however can only be obtained at 
Ottawa and as no doubt exists as to the powers of the 
federal authority, it is important that the several tem
perance organizations in Ontario should send petitions to 
parliament calling attention to the recent vote and asking 
for the passage of a prohibitory law.

“ This action is all the more necessary as the Government 
will no doubt submit to the House for ratification the treaty 
recently made with France under which wines of that 
country imported into Canada and testing 26 degrees or 
less of alchohol are exempted from the 30% ad valorem 
duty. The adoption of this treaty must necessarily embar
ras the prohibition question, for though either party may 
terminate the treaty by giving 12 months notice it would 
seem more consistent and more in harmony with public 
sentiment to decline making such a treaty at a time when 

proposing to adopt a law prohibiting the importation 
of all intoxicants.

“Unless the friends of temperance protest against the 
proposed treaty, the Government will no doubt influence
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The (Constitutional Question.
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traffic, that its days were nuinliered, and an intimation that 
they must seek some other occupation.

“If the Legislature adopt the suggestions I have out
lined, such a course (under the existing circumstances of 
the present reference to the courts) would probably meet 
with the approval of the temperance people, substantial 
progress will have been made in reducing the traffic, and 
the advance towards prohibition will have been kept well 
within the limits of the constitution, even as interpreted by 
those who think the Provincial Legislatures cannot pro
hibit the retail traffic.”
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announcement. HI
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The following organizations are to he entitled to represen
tation on the basis named :—

Branches of the W.C.T.U., Divisions of Sons of Temper
ance, Lodges of the I.O.G.T., Councils of the R.T. of T., 
Branches of the League of the Cross, prohibition clubs, and 
oher prohibition or temperance organizations, church 
congregations, Young Men’s Christian Associations, Sal
vation Army corps, Societies of Christian Endeavor, Ep- 
worth Leagues, Branches of St. Andrew’s Brotherhood, 
Baptist Young People’s Unions, any other young people’s 
associations in connection with church work ; the Provincial 
officers and executive committee of the Ontario branch of 
the Dominion Alliance, the chaiiman and secretary of each 
county, riding, or city plebiscite committee, and the 
chairman of the committee for each municipality or ward, 
to be also members of the convention.

The convention will meet in the horticultural pavilion, 
Toronto, on Tuesday, February 6th, at 9 30 a.m.

Reduced fares will be given by all railway lines. Each 
delegate will purchase on starting, a regular, single-fare 
ticket to Toronto. He will also procure from the ticket 
agent at the same time a standard certificate, filled out, 
showing that he has purchased said ticket, 
he will present to the secretary of the convention, who will 
sign it. It will then entitle him to a return ticket free of 
cost.

Delegates are specially requested to procure the standard 
certificates before starting, as otherwise they will not be 
entitled to the free return. Those having to travel over 
roads operated by different companies should procure a cer
tificate for each.

i
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1
e
il
it

AN APPEAL.

It is expected that this meeting shall be even larger and 
more important than that held in the same place last 
October. All the organizations entitled to representation 

earnestly urged to send delegates, and to do all in their 
power to make the convention a complete success.
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PROHIBITION in PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

BY B- D. HIGGS. 
Editor of The Charlottetown Mi

Prince Edward Island 
prohibition question through 
now stands hand in hand .. 
awaiting the action of its other

i
oming Guardian.

.has uttered its voice on the 
a provincial plebiscite 

with Manitob
■ II i! ; IIand 

and Ontarioa
sister provinces.

i
Taking everything into 

hibition consideration the 
Taken as it 

°f a provincial 
People are

vote forwas a good 
excitement and turmoil 
it shows that 
importance of the issue.

prô
nas amid the

one.
1general election, 

thoroughly alive »

; ■ I ■

our
to the

i4tt“uS„dVhe interot °f temPerance 

«own. The dhln°: « Charlotte-

bring on another Scott Act ca • ° COmpIeted here to 
that at an early day our little oapTiallmt^1 7 ^ 
it did to the whole province thrL d the wrong
the Scott Act and n • yearS aS° V repealing 
which the weak and the Ji TÏ ‘ ba™«> to
Scott Act country districts ^ WBOrt from ‘he

m II
I ri

• lh;
1

m;« I'' I

■
the SCOTT ACT

neted for the tom, 1 j*°d 8 >>»»

- - population.8 IttXZZT*

adopted.
The Province

! I
14 vrr.s passed

$;

i



i

The Vanguard.210

by the Dominion Parliament in 1878, Prince Edward 
Island prohibitionists at once began work to secure the 
benefits of the new enactment. On December 20th of the 
same year it was voted upon and adopted in Prince County 
P.E.I. On April 24th, 1879, it was carried in the City of 
Charlottetown, on May 29th in King’s County, and on 
September 22nd of the following year in Queen’s County. 
The three counties have been under the Scott Act ever since. 
In 1884 an effort was made to ..epeal the law in Prince 
County, but an increased majority was recorded in favor of 
it. The same year a repeal campaign in Charlottetown 
resulted in thè sustaining of the Act. A like result 
attended another attempt in 1887.

THE LAW IN OPERATION.

In the counties of Prince Edward Island the operation 
of the Scott Act has been, and still is, so effective that no 
one entertains any further idea of its repeal. It commends 
itself to the people, imd they will not give it up until it is 
replaced by a more thorough-going and general law.

For about twelve years or so the Canada Temperance 
Act was in force in Charlottetown, as it still is throughout 
the province. At times, when law enforcement was weak, the 
monster Drink grew bold and thrust forth his evil hand. 
At other times, when honestly administered, the Scott Act 
muzzled the traffic and drove it into the earth. These 
conditions alternated, the conflict went on, and the lessen 
learned was that prohibition (by Scott Act) when enforced, 
prohibited.

No city in which the liquor traffic has flourished can rid 
itself in a day of the spirit of lawlessness which the traffic 
engenders. This Chari" vtetown found out to her cost. 
The liquor dealers, of cou ’se, were fighting for their living
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disreputable, and by hiding the saloons had done great 
good. While, before its enactment, our county roads were 
unsafe to travel on at night after a market-day, under the 
Scott Act all this was changed. Excepting during the hop 
beer nuisance, a woman might safely drive any night 
any road leading to the city. Tun country, too, was 
gradually growing in sobriety.

212 v
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A REPEAL MOVEMENT SUCCEEDS.

There was, however, enough in the difficulties enumer
ated to discourage some, and three years ago the liquor 
men brought on a vote on the question of repeal. For 
this they had been preparing for many a day. They had 
done all they could, spending time and money to discredit 
the law, and now they determined to make a strong effort 
for license.

In the year 1891, by some way or other, in a revision of 
the Dominion Voters’ Lists, there were left off the list the 
names of a large number of men who were known to be 
favorable to prohibition. The liquor party eagerly seized 

this opportunity and a petition for another repeal vote 
hurried off to Ottawa. The contest came on. The

on
was

eventful one. Nearly every clergymancampaign was an 
in the city was for the retention of the law. Mr. Spence 
stirred the hearts of the people as never before and had he 
been able to join us sooner in the fight it is likely the act 
would have been retained, 
narrow majority. Their victory may be ascribed partly to 
the defect in the voters’ list just named, and partly to the 
indifference or discouragement of men who foolishly thought 
that the Scott Act should be a machine that would supply

The repealers won with a

its own fuel, make its own steam and consume its own
smoke.
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ment against the liquor traffic and any legal recognition 
of it was so strong throughout the Province that the 
Legislature refused to enact a license law. Even under free 
rum for a time the wonderfully educative effects of the Scott 
Act were apparent. Men still hesitated to enter the saloons 
branded as they were by public opinion.

RESTRICTION WITHOUT LICENSE.

Gradually this feeling began to wear away. The evils 
manifest that the Legislature was obliged to recog

nize them and on an urgent petition of the temperance people, 
proceeded to piyss a law of a unique character. This 

did not license the sale of liquor, did not authorize

were so

measure
anyone to carry it on, it simply provided rigid restrictions 
which all who sold liquor were required to observe. The 
sale was only permitted during certain hours, in premises 
having unscreened windows open to the street, having only 
one entrance and no seating accommodation. A number of 
other restrictions were also imposed.

p

HOW IT HAS WORKED.

For a time this plan worked fairly well. But the devil 
still in the business, and even this restricting law waswas

and is violated, time and again. The waters were slowly 
rising behind the dam, and now there is no dam at all. 
Our roads are again dangerous for night travel. Our ferry 
has not carried so many intoxicated men for years.

I

If the editor of the Vanguard could visit Charlottetown 
to-day he would see the fulfilment of his own prophecy. 
It is just three years since he stood before a Charlottetown 
audience, and warned them of the fearful results that 
would follow repeal. The warning, however, 
heeded. By the narrow majority of about a dozen votes 

I i the flood-gates were opened, and so fiercely has the tide of

1

was un-

\
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A PLEBISCITE.
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ANOTHER SCOTT ACT CAMPAIGN.

Before the plebiscite victory was won the prohibitionists 
of Charlottetown had commenced operations to redeem 
their city from the control of the liquor traffic. A petition 
for re-submission was prepared, duly signed and filed, 
and arrangements are being made for the vote which is 
expected to be shortly announced.

Public feeling is being aroused. We know of men who 
formerly opposed the Scott Act and who are talking approv
ingly of it now. There is still an element, perhaps a large one, 
that objects to it, but we are confident that when it is next 
offered to the citizens it will be accepted by a large 
majority.

There is encouragement in the fact, too, that the liquor 
dealers are now pretty well disorganized. They had been 
fighting for license, and they have been disappointed in 
their hopes. It is not likely that much money will ever 
again be spent in fighting the Scott Act. So we look for 
better days soon in Charlottetown.
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LOCAw option IN CANADA.
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councils to entirely prohibit the issue of licenses and the 
retail selling of liquor. In some cases these municipal 
enactments require ratification by a popular vote of the 
local electors before their coming into force, 
places no such approval is required, 
different provincial methods of dealing with the liquor 
traffic will be given from time to time in the Vanguard, so 
as to enable readers to understand fully the liquor legis
lation in every part of the Dominion.

' v

In other 
Details of these

i
c

e
ti

In addition to the provincial local option laws named, 
our country haà also the Canada Temperance Act of 1878, 
more generally known as the Scott Act. Under this 
measure total local prohibition of liquor selling may be 
secured by the following process. In the first place a 
petition of twenty-five per cent, of the electors of any city 
or county must ask the Dominion Government to have 
a general vote of the city or county taken on the question. 
The voting is then arranged for and superintended by 
officials appointed by the Dominion Government. The 
voting is by ballot. If prohibition is approved it goes into 
operation shortly afterwards, and cannot be repealed for a 
term of three years. Repeal can only be secured by the 
same process as that which originally brought the law into 
operation. If a repeal effort fails it cannot be renewed 
till three more years have elapsed. Under this law two 
counties in Quebec and a large numlier of counties and 
cities in the Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, 
and Prince Edward Island have prohibition in actual 
operation.
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Prohibition through provincial local option is in force to 
a greater or less extent in tha provinces of Nova Scotia> 
New Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario, and Manitoba.
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THE ONTARIO LOCAL OPTION LAW.i

Before Confederation, municipalities in Ontario, which 
was then a part of the old Province of Canada, had authority 
to prohibit the retail sale of liquor within their respective 
limits.

t
In 1878 the Dominion Parliament enacted the Canada 

Temperance Act which conferred prohibitory power on 
a majority of the electors in counties and cities. The old 
Act then fell into disuse, and was dropped from the 
provincial statute books.

The Scott Act came into force in a good many counties 
in the Province of Ontario but was subsequently repealed. 
After the repeal, temperance workers applied to the Legis 
lature for the re-enactment of the old provincial option law. 
It was thought by some that the prohibitions of that 
measure could be made more effective than those of the 
Scott Act. It was also a measure available for smaller 
areas than is the Canada Temperance Act. The later 
measure applied only to a county or a city, local option 
by-laws could be enacted for the smaller municipalities, a 
number of which go to make up a county.

This article proposes to consider, firstly, the mode of bring
ing a local option by-law into operation, and secondly, the 
provisions of the law thus secured. The recent plebiscite 
resulted so overwhelmingly in favour of prohibition that in 
all probability general provincial or national prohibition will
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ing the whole situation could be discussed, a committee or 
committees to direct campaign work appointed, and plans 
for action decided upon.

As has been stated in order to secure the benefits of this 
legislation the initiative has to be taken by the municipal 
councils. There are, however, very few councils that 
would not do this if requested, as no representatives would 
like to be in the position of refusing to allow the people to 
vote upon the question.

In a municipality in which licen are in force a 
prohibitory By-law will come into operation on the first 
day of May following its final passing; that is, on the 
expiration of the existing licenses. It is well, however, to 
have voting take place as long as possible before the time of 
the by-law’s coming into force. Reasons will readily 
suggest themselves in favor of such a course.

In many cases it may be the wisest course to petition the 
municipal council to take action, so as to bring the matter 
fairly under notice, although the council may take action 
without this being done. The petition for this purpose

y be signed by ratepayers or by residents as deemed 
best. It may be in the following terms, or to the like 
effect :

ma

“to the Muncipal Council of the 
Gentlemen

of

The petition of the undersigned ratepayers of the 
.............. °f...............humbly sheweth that,

Whereas it is provided by the Statutes of Ontario, 53 
Vic., cap. oo, sec. 18, that the council of any municipality 
may pass by-laws for t he prohibiting of the sale of intoxi
cating liquor within the limits of such municipality, and 
may submit the same to the electors for ratification, and, 

Whereas your petitioners believe that the enactment 
and enforcement of such a by-law would be in the interests 
of the material and moral welfare of the community.
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(Form, of By-Law).

A BY-I*AW
ofTo prohibit the sale of liquor in the

The Municipal Council of the........ of— . hereby enacts
as follows :

1.—That the sale by retail of spirituous fermented or 
other manufactured liquors is and shall be prohibited in 
every tavern, inn or other place of public entertainment 
in the said municipality, ana the sale thereof is altogether 
prohibited in every shop or place in the said municipality 
other than a house of public entertainment.

2. —That the vote of the electors of the said
.....................will be taken on the by-law by the deputy
returning officers hereinafter named on...................  ..the
................... day of....................One Thousand Eight Hundred
and Ninety... , commencing at nine o’clock in the morn
ing and continuing until five o'clock in the afternoon at the 
undermentioned places :

(Here follows the list of polling subdivisions, polling 
places and deputy returning officers).

3. —That on the.   ..............day of......................A.D. 180 .,
at his office in the ...........of...............at the hour of.......... .
o’clock in the..............noon, the reeve shall appoint in wilt
ing signed by himself, two persons to attend at the final 
summing up of the votes by the clerk, and one person to 
attend at each polling place on behalf of the persons in
terested in and desirous of promoting the passing of this 
by-law, and a like number on behalf of the persons inter
ested in and desirous of opposing the passing of this 
by-law.

4. —That the clerk of the said municipal council of the
shall attend at................at the hour of

..............o’clock in the forenoon on the...........day of .............
A.D. 189.. to sum up the number of votes given for and 
against this by-law.

5. —This by-law shall come 
force and effect 
the final passing thereof.
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(Form of Notice.)
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in the same manner as the original by-law, and if any such 
repealing by-law (upon being submitted to the electors) is 
not so approved, no other repealing by-law shall be sub
mitted for the like approval within the full term of three 
years thereafter.”

226

POSITIVE PROHIBITION.

The right of the legislature to enact this law has been 
upheld by the Court of Appeal. It is at once simple, com
prehensive and effective. Being a part of the so-called 
“ License Act ” of the Province of Ontario, it has noi
special machinery provided for its enforcement. A local 
option prohibitory by-law simply prevents the issue of 
liquor licenses. All the machinery and authority of the 
license law are available under it for the prevention of any 

they are elsewhere for the prevention ofliquor selling, as 
unlicensed liquor selling. This is made very clear by 
section 13 of the Liquor License Amendment Act of 1892,
which is in the following terms : f

“ The sale or keeping for sale of liquors without license in 
any city, town, incorporated village or township in which 
there is in force any by-law for prohibiting the sale of 
liquors passed in pursuance of section 18 of the Act passed 
in the 53rd year of Her Majesty’s reign, entitled “An Act 
to improve the Liquor License Laws, shall nevertheless be 

travention of sections 49 and 50 of this Act ; and all the 
the sale or keeping for sale of liquor 

_ said sections, and penalties and pro
cedure in reference thereto, shall be of full force and effect 
in such municipality, notwithstanding such prohibitory 
by-law.

“Sections 49 and 50 of this Act” referred to in the clause 
above quoted, are sections 49 and 50 of the Liquor License 
Act and are as follows :

49. No person shall sell by wholesale or retail any spirit
uous, fermented, or other manufactured liquors without 
having first obtained a license under this Act authorizing 

• him so to do ; but this section shall not apply to sales under 
legal process or for distress, or sales by assignees in 
insolvency
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These restrictions are so stringent as to make whole
saling practically impossible except in a few very populous 
municipalities. There were last year only nine muni
cipalities, six cities and three large towns, in which 
wholesale licenses were taken out. A local option by-law 
therefore amounts to total prohibition.

PENALTIES.

As stated the penalties imposed upon persons who sell 
liquor in local option municipalities are the same penalties 
that are now imposed on 
liquor without license. They 
the License Act which reads as follows :

70. “ Any person who sells or barters spirituous, fer
mented or manufactured liquors of any kind, or intoxicating 
liquors of any kind, without the license therefor by law 
required, shall for the first offence on conviction thereof 
forfeit and pay a penalty of not less than $50 besides costs, 
and not more than $10 besides costs ; and in default of 
payment thereof he shall be imprisoned in the county gaol 
of the county in which the offence was committed, for a 
period of not less than three months, and to be kept at hard 
labor in the discretion of the convicting magistrate ; and 
for the second offence, on conviction thereof, such person 
shall be imprisoned in such gaol for the period of four 
months, to be kept at hard labor in the discretion of the 
convicting magistrate : and for the third or subsequent 
offence on conviction thereof, such person shall be impris
oned in some gaol for the period of six months, to be kept 
at hard labour in the discretion of the convicting magis
trate ; and in the event of the imprisonment of any person 
upon several warrants of commitment under different con
victions in pursuance of this Act, whether issued in default 
of distress for a penalty or otherwise, the terms of imprison
ment under such warrants shall be consecutive and not 
concurrent.

The having or keeping liquor for sale is also an offence 
against the law, being a contravention of section 50 above 
quoted. It is an independent offence, and a person con
victed of it, whether found guilty of selling liquor or not, 
is punishable by a fine of not less than $20 and costs for a

persons found guilty of selling 
are set out in clause 70 of
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POWERS OF OFFICERS.

130. “(1) Any officer, policeman, constable, or inspector 
may, for the purpose of preventing or detecting the violation 
of any of the provisions of this Act which it is his duty to 
enforce, at any time enter into any and every part of any 
inn, tavern, or other house or place of public; entertainment, 
shop, warehouse or other place wherein refreshments or 
liquors are sold, or reputed to be sold, whether under license 
or not, and may make searches in every part thereof, and of 
the premises connected therewith, as he may think neces
sary for the purpose aforesaid.”

(2) Every person being therein, or having charge thereof, 
who refuses or fails to admit such officer, policeman, con
stable, or inspector, or any such searches as aforesaid, shall 
be liable to the penalties and punishments prescribed by 
section 70 of this Act.

LIQUOR MAY BE DESTROYED.

132. When any inspector, policeman, constable or officer 
in making or attempting to make any search under or in 
pursuance of the authority conferred by the preceding two 
sections of this Act or under the warrant mentioned in the 
last preceding section, finds in an unlicensed house or place 
any spirituous or fermented liquor which in his opinion is 
unlawfully kept for sale or disposal contrary to this Act, he 
may forthwith seize and remove the same, and the vessels 
in which the same is kept, and upon the conviction of ti e 
occupant of such house or place, or of any other person for 
keeping spirituous or fermented liquor for sale in such 
house or place without license, the justices making such 
conviction, may, in and by the said conviction, or by a 
separate or subsequent order, declare the said liquor and 
vessels, or any part thereof, to be forfeited to Her Majesty, 
and may order and direct that the said inspector, police
man, constable, or officer shall destroy the same or any 
part thereof, and the inspector or other person as aforesaid 
shall thereupon forthwith destroy the same or part thereof 
as directed by such conviction or order.

FREQUENTERS OF ILLICIT G ROGUERIES.

(2) Any inspector, policeman, constable, or officer having 
in pursuance of the two preceding sections or either of 
them entered any unlicensed premises in which he seizes or 
from which he removes any such liquor as aforesaid, may 
demand the name and address of any person found in such 
premises, and if such person refuses to give his name and 
address, or if the inspector, policeman, constable or officer, 
has reasonable ground to suppose that the name or address

I
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where spirituous or fermented liquors are accustomed to be 
sold or trafficked, it shall be deemed a place in which spir
ituous, fermented or other manufactured liquors are kept 
or had for the purpose of being sold, bartered or traded in, 
under section 56 or this Act, unless the contrary is proved bv 
the defendant in any prosecution, and the occupant of such 
house, shop, room or other place shall be taken conclusively 
to be the person who has, or keeps therein, such liquors for 
sale, barter or traffic therein.

CONSUMPTION 18 PROOF.

109, In proving the sale or disposal, gratuitous or other
wise, or consumption of liquor for the purpose of 
any proceeding relative to any offence under this Act, it 
shall not be necessary to show that any money actually 
passed, or any liquor was actually consumed, if the justices, 
police magistrate or court hearing the case is or are satis
fied that a transaction in the nature of a sale or other 
disposal actually took place, or that any consumption of 
liquor was about to take place ; and proof of consumption or 
intended consumption or liquor on premises under license 
or in respect to which a license is required under this Act 
some person other than the occupier of said premises, _ 
be evidence that such liquor was sold to the person con
suming or being about to consume or carrying away the 
same, as against the holder of the license or the occupant of 
the said premises.

. by
shall

THE OCCUPANT HELD RESPONSIBLE.

122. (1) The occupant of any house, shop, room or other 
plage in which any sale, barter or traffic of spirituous, fer
mented or manufactured liquors, or any m. tter, act or thing 
in contravention of any of the provisions of this Act, has 
taken place, shall be personally liable to the penalty and 
punishments prescribed in sections 70 and 71 of this Act, as 
the case maybe, notwithstanding such sale, barter, or traffic, 
be made by some other person, who cannot be proved to 
have so acted under or by the directions of such occupant, 
and proof of the fact of such sale, barter or traffic, or other 
act, matter or thing, by any person in the employ of such 
occupant, or who is supposed to be or remain in or upon the 
premises of such occupant, or to act in any way for such 
occupant, shall be conclusive evidence that such sale, barter 
or traffic, or other act, matter or thing, took place with the 
authority and by the direction of such occupant.

(3) For the purposes of this section any person being 
owner or lessee in actual occupation and possession of the 
premises, or any one who being in actual occupation and 
possession leases or sub-lets any part thereof in which
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reasonable evidence sufficient.
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THE BUYER PUNISHED.
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v

supplied to the members so as to evade the law, which from 
its wording did not always cover the case of liquor pur
chased by an organization and distributed among its mem
bers. The law as it now stands is found in section 53 of 
the Act as amended by the Act of 1890. It reads thus :

53. (1) Any society, association or club which has been or 
shall be formed or incorporated under The Act respecting 
Benevolent, Provident and other Societies and any unin
corporated society, association or club, and any member, 
officer or servant thereof, or person resorting thereto, who 
shall sell or barter liquor to any member thereof, or to any 
other person without the license therefor by this Act re
quired, shall be held to have violated section 49 of this Act 
and shall incur the penalties provided for the sale of liquor 
without licerise. i

(2) The keeping or having in any house or building, or in 
any room or place occupied or controlled by such club, as
sociation or society, or any member or members thereof, or 
by any person resorting thereto, of any liquor for sale or 
barter, shall be a violation of section 50 of this Act.

i
t
i

(3) Proof of consumption or intended consumption of 
liquor in such premises by any member of such club, asso
ciation or society, or person who resorts thereto, shall be 
conclusive evidence of sale of such liquor, and the occupant 
of the premises or any member of the club, association or 
society or person who resorts thereto, shall be taken con
clusively to be the person who has or keeps therein such 
liquor for sale or barter ; and any liquor found upon such 
premises shall be liable to seizure in the manner provided 
by this Act.
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POTHER PROVISIONS.

Of course the preceding are only the more important 
provisions of this valuable piece of legislation. The limits 
of the space available for this article preclude further de
tails.

m:
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va

In the December Vanguard, beginning on page 104 
will be found an important statement of the actual results 
of the working of local option law in one Ontario township. 
Similiar results can be attained by judicious effort, in other 
municipalities.
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The Dominion Alliance 
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the dominion alliance

for the TOTAL SUPPRESSION of the liquor traffic.
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ONTARIO BRANCH DOMINION ALLIANCE.

Constitution.

Name.—The name of this organization is “ The Ontario 
Branch of the Dominion Alliance for the Suppression of the 
Liquor Traffic.”

Objects.—The purposes of the society are as follows :— 
To call forth and direct an enlightened public opinion to 
procure the total and immediate suppression of the traffic 
in all intoxicating liquors as beverages, and to unite all 
temperance and Christian workers in judicious effort for 
the attainment of this end.

I
Methods.—With this object in view the Alliance shall 

work for the enactment and enforcement of all available 
prohibitions and limitations of the liquor traffic, and the 
election to all legislative and executive political positions of 
representatives who are known, avowed and trustworthy 
supporters of the principles and methods of the Alliance.

Membership.—This branch of the Alliance shall be com
posed of its executive committee, and delegates chosen to 
represent churches, temperance societies and other organ 
izations on the basis hereinafter provided.

The plan of representation is as follows Every church 
and society to be entitled to two representatives, and each 
church or society having more than fifty members, to be 
entitled to an additional delegate for each fifty or fractional 
part of fifty after the first full fifty members.

The following organizations are to be entitled to repre
sentation on the basis named :—Branches of W.C.T.U., 
Divisions of Sons of Temperance, Lodges of the I.O.G.T., 
Councils of the R.T. of T., Branches of the League of the 
Cross, Prohibition Clubs, and other prohibition or temper
ance organizations, Church Congregations, Young Men’s 
Christian Associations, Salvation Army Corps, Societies of 
Christian Endeavor, Epworth Leagues, Branches of St. 
Andrew’s Brotherhood, Baptist Young People’s Unions, 
any other young people’s associations in connection with 
church work,
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he f 2 X'TT ,ma meetlng of the Alliance shall be 
held at the time and place fixed at the previous annual 
meeting, or m default by the executive committee
mHtee88 Fif I ° &t thue cal1 of the executive 
mittee. fifteen members shall form
transaction of business.

Other
com-

a quorum for the

By-W.-This branch of the Alliance may enact anv
Xe^in" MdfiVnarmi,e"‘ °f °fficeri‘' th? «ontrol of it»
i^Jvfcr ?h„ r ’ °r for ?ny other P"rpos= deemetl 
necessary tor the carrying out of its objects or the tram
ichon of it, business. Such by-laws Wore conTg 
stive must be inlopted by at least a two-third, vote at 
a regularly called meeting of this Alliance

Amendments.—The constitution shall be 
by a two-thirds vote of the members 
called meeting.

amended only 
ers present at a regularly

Tko Dominion Alliance.

J^AUmnee Council.-This branch of the Alliance shall

co^rantebetwir?e sïïl
legislation tor the ^ teml»™nce
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LIQUOR MAKING IN CANADA IN 1893.

The report of the Controller pf* Inland Revenue for 
the year ending June 30th, 1893, has been issued. From it 

learn the extent for that year of the liquor manufactur
ing industry in Canada.

The amount of spirits manufactured was less than during 
the preceding year. The amount entered for home con
sumption was greater. The number of distillery licenses 
issued was eleven, the number of distilleries operating 
ten.

we

was

The manufacture of beer shows a slight increase. There 
is no duty collected on beer manufactured from malt, the 
malt manufactured paying instead a duty of two cents per 
lb. The total quantity of malt used, like that of beer pro
duced, shows a slight increase. As before, we reckon the 
amount of malt liquor consumed as equal to that manufac
tured, less the amount exported.

The quantity of spirits now held in stock by distillers is 
larger than ever before in the history of the country. On 
July 1st, 1893, it was 13,502,814 proof gallons.

The total amount of grain used in the manufacture of 
spirits was 61,215,644 pounds, besides 3,059,087 pounds of 
malt. The total amount of grain used in the manufacture 
of malt was 66,674,168 ponnds. This was a falling off to a 
small extent from the amount so used the preceding year.

Comparing the quantities of malt liquor manufactured 
and spirits entered for consumption with those of previous 
years, we get the following results :
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Liquor Making in Canada in 1898.

CANADIAN SPIRITS ENTERED 

Year.
1888- 9 .............................
1889- 90...................
1890- 91 ........ •
1891 92 ........

239

FOR CONSUMPTION.

Proof Gallons.
........ 2,960,447
........3,521,194
........2,687,964
........2,545,935

Total 11,715,240
Total average of four years,

ending June 30, 1892.........2,920,810
1892-93 2,731,896

MALT LIQUOR MANUFACTURED.

1891- 2
1892- 3

16,915,428 gallons. 
17,157,879

EXCISE REVENUE FOR 1893.

Duty on spirits.....................
License fees on 11 distilleries...................
Duty on malt used in making spirits..........
License fees of 62 malsters
Duty on malt used in making beer
License fees for 125 breweries..........
Duty on beer made from other substances 

malt.................

$4,139,307
2,750

61,182
6,475

951,536
6,200

than
429

$5,167,879
If we take as the revenue from malt the exact amount 

paid by malsters, we shall find it to be $1,001,655, which 
is slightly different from that obtained in above calculation 
which includes only the Juty 
making spirits and beer. This 
amount above set out to

malt actually used in 
would change the total 
........ ...........$5,156,816.
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PER CAPITA CONSUMPTION.

The report does not of course give the amounts of im
ported liquors and duty paid thereon. It contains, however, 
the usual estimate of the per capita consumption of all 
kinds of liquor by the Canadian people. This will be 
found in the following table, which may be added to the 
statement found on page 41 of the Vanguard for Novem
ber, 1893.

Quantity.

Spirits.
1893. .74,0

Beer.
3.485

Wine. Total.
.094 4.319

Duty.
$1.52

One feature of this report is the fact that the Controller 
of Inland Revenue refers approvingly to the increase of 
spirits exported and gives reasons for the increase of this 
branch of trade. The following is his statement :

“ It will be interesting to note the gradual development 
of a foreign demand for Canadian distillery products.

“ The quantities exported being as follows :
Year.
1888-80,

1889- 90
1890- 91
1891- 92
1892- 93

:
i
c

Proof Gallons.
8,731

h12,003
20,497
32,223
51,239

v
A
of“ This is believed to be largely due to the fact that the 

Government guarantee of age—when bottled in bond—is 
becoming known and appreciated abroad, and the enfotced 
maturing has aecessanly improved the quality. There 
seems to be good reason to believe that Canadian whiskies 
will soon constitute an appreciable proportion of the exports 
of our manufactured goods.”
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VOTING ON THE CANADA TEMPERANCE

ACT.
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403
1220
1702

875
760

1317
612
944

960
1555
1074
293

1560

1878.
Oct. 31 "Fredericton, N.B. (1)
Dec. 28 York, N.B. (1)...........

“ 28 Prince. P.E.I. (1)___
1879.

Charlotte, N.B. (\).............
Carleton, N.B......................
Albert N B

"Charlottetown, P.Ê.Î. (1).
King’s, P.E.I..........................
Lambton, Ont. (1)...............
King’s, N,B.......................... .
Queen’s, N.B..........................
Westmoreland, N,B. (1) 
Megan tic, Que ....................

Mar.
Apr.

May««

July
Sept.

1880.
Sept. 2 Northumberland, N.B 
June 21 Stanstead, Que(l) ...
Sept. 22 Queen’s P.E.I...............

“ 27 Marquette, Manitoba.
Nov. 8 Digby, N.S...................

1881.
Jan. 3 Queen’s, N.S. .............
Feb. 17 Sunbury, N.B.............
Mar. 17 Shelburne, N.S...........
Apr. 7 Lisgar, Manitoba.......

“ 13 "Hamilton, Ont............
“ 14 King’s, N.S..................
“ 19 Hal ton, Ont. (1) -----

19 Annapolis, N.S .........
22 Wentworth, Ont-----

May 13 Colchester, N.S...........
Aug. 11 Cape Breton, N.S....
Sept. 15 Hants, N.S.................
Nov. 10 Welland, Ont.............

“ 29 Lambton, Ont. (2)..
1882.

Jan. 6 Inverness, N.S.........
9 Pictou, N.S...............

Feb. 23 "St. John, N.B. (1) .. 
Oct. 26 "Fredericton, N.B. (2)

1883.
Oct. 25 Cumberland, N.S.............

The places marked thus * are cities. 

PLACE.
Votes Polled. Majorities. 
For. Ag’st. For. Ag’st.

Date of 
Voting.

The Vanguard.

All the figures are official except those for the last voting 
in St. John, N.B., and Brome, Que.
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Date of 
Voting. Votes Polled. 

For. Ag’st.
Majorities. 

For. Ag'st.PLACE.
1884.

it ? K55&HiS;...
“ 20 Oxford, Ont. (I) :

Jtdy 17 Arthabaska, Que. (1) .

prssfcf * ■■■ gg w
. «B3Üf&2!».....g» "» tm :::.

“ 16 *Oharlotteto\vn, P,E*I (2) " ....
“ 1<$ Stormont, Dundas, and 715 40 —

“ 23 Pee™0„e‘.,:,:r:0nM,l " jgS v

•; » Ssaxi;.....gg 88 1663 ::::
I? nSTA!)1 ......... 1748 I"» 730 ....

“ 26 CompLXe1 '............... 88 B, 1087 -•

11 ‘Brantford, Ont, ! ! ! ! " ! ! ! ." ! ! ^ ^
18 Leeds & Grenville, Out. (!) 5058 4384 "674

2039 1065 1874 
1287 96 1191 ;
4073 3298 775
1487 235 1252

73

795 ...
125 

523 ...

488
602 .

1885.
Jan. 15 Kent, Ont............... 4q«o ,tono

“ 15 T.annvV /Vx.................. **” 1075 2393 ...
:: is « 367 ~ -•

•1 xHfe:
beh. 26 Durham and Northumber-
m r land, Ont. (1).... 
ivi r. o Drummond, Que. (1)„ 10 Elgin, Ont. (1).... !

10 Lambton, Ont. (3)
;; 10 ‘St. Thomas, Ont. (1)

Missisiquoi, Que...
APr 2 Wellington, Ont. (1)

9 Chicoutimi, Que .
May 21 ‘Kingston, Ont..........

21 Frontenac, Ont. (1).
June 18 Lincoln, Ont. (1) .

18 Perth, Ont..........
“ If Middlesex, Ont. (1 

T i ^ Guysboro, N.S..
July 2 Hastings, Ont...

16 Haldimand, Ont.
!. Ontario, Ont. (1)

16 Victoria, Ont. (1)

2011 :«i
1224 730 485
694 526 168

2440 1747 693 !"

6050 3863 2187 
1190 170 1020
3335 1479 1856 
4465 1546 2919 
754 743 11

1142 1167 .... 25
4516 3086 1430 
1157 529 628 ...
785 571334 641 ..

2060 570
3368
5745 3375 .. 

432 ....463
2369 71755 308
3412 1351

965 ....2467
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Majorities. 
For. Ag’st.
318 .... 

13 ....

Votes Polled. 
For. Ag’st.

Sept. 24 Peterborough, Ont. (1) .... 1915 1597
Nov. 12 ‘Fredericton, N.B. (3)

“ 19 *St. Catherines, Ont..
“ 16 Prescott & Russell, Ont. (1) 1535 3131

Dec. 29 Argenteuil, Que..
1886.

Jan. 28 Pontiac, Que........
Apr. 19 *St. John, N.B. (2)

“ 19 * Portland, N.B. (1)
“ 20 St. John, N.B. (1)

Date of 
Voting. PLACE.

285298
1066 588478

1596
75526 601

402935533
771610 1687

520667
424467

1887.
669Nov. 24 ‘Charlottetown, P.E.I. (3).. 689

1888
Feb. 16 Westmoreland, N.B. (3) ..
Mar. 1 Halton, Ont. (3).....................
Apr. 6 Dufferin, “ (2)

“ “ Huron,
‘ Norfolk, “ (2) ...................
‘ Renfrew, “ (2) ...................
‘ Simcoe, “ (2) ...................
* Stormont&Dundas,Ont.(2) 3155 

“ 19 Bruce, Ont. (2)
May 30 Stanstead, Que. (3) ............. 1187
July Ï2 Artliabaska, Que. (2)
Nov. 29 Richmond, Que. (1).

1698 766 ....
1972050
2131664

13106005“ (2) ............
7222804
9102580

31026996
21435298
139250853093

1421329
225455230

510 ....1231 721
1889.

15214411289Apr. 4 rant, Ont. (2)
“ “ Colchester, N.S. (2)

4 Frontenac, Ont. (2) 
‘Guelph,

4 Kent,

1107 .... 106443
51316901177
449929480“ (2)

“ (2)
•• Lennox & Addington 0.(2) 1462 
“ Northumberland & Dur

ham, Ont. (2)..
“ Victoria, Ont. (2)
“ Ontario,
“ Peterboro’, “ (2) ........... 1564
“ Lincoln,
“ Lanark,
44 *St. Thomas,
“ Wellington, Ont. (2)

19 Carleton, Ont. (2) .
2 Leeds & Grenville, Ont. (2) 3660 
9 Lambton, Ont. (2)
9 Middlesex, “
9 Oxford.

Juue 27 Drummond, Que. (2)
July 3 Elgin, Ont. (2).............
Nov, 28 ‘Fredericton, N.B. (4)

.... 162044552835
6042066

62749321305
99225521560
9212866 3787“ (2)
3621926
59720901493(2)
7712309(2)............. 1538

1001 572429(2)
.. . 186039442084

72524071682
.... 1278 
.... 1330 
.... 2538
....... 1922
139 ....

4938May
2044 3374

553029921 3460
600

12231770
68 ....392
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The Canada Temperance Act. m
Date of 
Voting. Votes Polled. Majorities. 

For. Ag'st. For. Ag'st.PLACE.
1890.

Apr. 17 ‘Portland. N.B.
(2).................. 124 558 .. ..1801.

not. .raSKSy-"1-’ 

1892. ..............
C a. .J! John’s, N.B. (2)... 
xrept‘ £ Northumberland, N.B.^1893 17 Dr,mnnond- Que. (3)......... ~

•Tune 16 Brome, Que. (2)............

686 700 ....
1785 855 930 ..

Feb.
450 595 ... 145

1780 1561 2
505 1010 ..

1207 1073 1

505

SUMMARY.
Nova Scotia has eighteen counties and one citv. 

counties adopted the Act. Tn 
into operation

' i!
Thirteen

one of these it failed to come
with to Z aCC°Unt °f a legal technicality connected 

ith the proceedings necessary to bring it into force. At
the instance of friends of prohibition it was repealed. In 
the other twelve counties it is still in force. It is worthy 
of note that in four out of the remaining six counties no 
licenses are issued, so that there is prohibition in sixteen 

out of the eighteen counties in the province.
New Brunswick has fourteen counties and three cities, 

on counties and two cities adopted the Act. One county 
and one city repealed it. One city has been erected from 

.1 hcott Act county since the coming into 
law. It is thus at present in force in 
two cities of that province.

In Manitoba the Act

,

operation of the 
nine counties and

111
, , , adopted in two out of the four
large electoral divisions into which the province was divided 
Subsequently it was held that these electoral divisions did 
not correspond to the counties intended by the Act, and 
that the adoption was of no effect. The law therefore be- 

inoperative without being repealed. The greater part 
of the province is however, under prohibition through 
vmcial local option legislation,

was

came

pro-
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Prince Edward Island has three counties and one city. 
All of these adopted the Act. The city repealed it. It is 
still in force in the three counties.

Ontario has thirty-eight counties and unions of counties, 
»nd twelve cities. Twenty-five counties and two cities 
adopted the Act. All of these repealed it.

Quebec has fifty-six counties and six cities. Five 
counties adopted the Act and three of these repealed it. 
It is still in force in two counties. Another county, Rich
mond, was under the old Dunkin Act, to which the pro
visions of the Scott Act now apply, so that Quebec has 
three counties still under the law.

British Columbia has five parliamentary constituencies 
and the North-west Territories have four. None of these 
have adopted the Act.

Counting the Richmond votings that have taken place 
under the Scott Act, we find that in ail up to the present 
time eighty-two cities and counties have voted upon the 
Act, sixty-three adopted it. Thirty-four of these repealed 
it. Thirty-five counties and cities voted twice each, three 
voted three times, and four voted four times. Thus there 
have been altogether 134 contests, out of which prohibition 
has been victorious in 79.

Prohibition through the Scott Act is therefore now in 
force in twenty-eight counties and cities. In all of these 
it has been in continuous operation for more than eight 
years, and in none of them is there at present any proba
bility of its being repealed.
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RECORD OF EVENTS.

THE GREAT CAMPAIGN.

events that led up to this magnificent victory. By an 
overwhelming majority of more than 80,000, the banner 
province of the Dominion has declared in favor of “ the 
immediate prohibition bylaw of the importation, manufac- 

re and sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage.”
e iad hoped by holding over the January issue of this 

magazine to the last possible moment to be able to give 
readers the exact official figures of the vote. The returns 
however are not yet sufficiently complete to enable us to do 
his, and the details will have to be left for the February

“ Wbch We h°Pe t0 Polish them in such form as 
tc, make them convenient and valuable for future reference, 

majon y for prohibition is probably over 80,000 
The magnificent result attained has demonstrated the 

wisdom of the plan adopted. Even those earnest friends 
temperance who did not favor the plebiscite, realize to- 

lay its value. It has placed the prohibition 
Ontario in a position of strength such as it 
occupied. In our ranks to-day we have 
earnestness and determination to t 
flown than ever we had before. The

on

our

movement in 
never before 

more confidence, 
put the liquor traffic 

prohibition question
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commanded more attention than ever before, 
character and nature of the liquor traffic and the wisdom 
of the prohibition plan were talked of and read of and 
thought of as never before. Men and women grew in their 
knowledge of the question. They grew in their opposition 

. to the drink traffic. There is to-day not only a stronger, 
but a vastly more intelligent public sentiment of hostility 
to the whole liquor business.

In the minds of our people the uppermost question is : 
“ What Next 1 ” The air is full of plans and suggestions. 
The convention to meet next month will no doubt 
result in a defining of the future policy of our workers. 
When this is done we shall be still better off. Political 
leaders realize the gravity of the situation, and, like the 
people, are planning how it is to be dealt with. In the 
hearts of all friends of moral reform there is a deep 
gratitude, strong hope and earnest resolution to stop short 
at nothing less than what the ballot of January 1st de
manded.

248

The

great Britain’s great convention.

December was a history-making month in relation to the 
temperance reform in Great Britain. On the 6th of that 
month the largest representative temperance gathering ever 
convened in the British Empire met in Covent Garden 
Theatre.
by a mighty array of ladies and gentlemen, whose

famous the world over as leaders in moral reform. 
Anything like even a condensed report of the proceedings 
could not be made in the Vanguard. We have to content 
ourselves with a mere setting out of the conclusions arrived

6
(
I
t
1
C
i:W. S. Caine, M.P., presided, and was supported tnames

are
n
a

inat.
The first resolution adopted was presented by J. A. 

Murray McDonald, M.P., and was in the following terms :
ai
Si



Record of Evente. 219
“That thiswmwÊmmto the best interests of individuals and destructive of social

aSeX?TenCei)f legislation has shown i this traffic cannot be rendered harmless by any system of 
regulation ; the people ought, for their own protection to 
have a legal power to veto the issue of all licenses for the 
vote”* lntoX1Catlllg Il(lllors in their own districts by a direct

ii

that
| '

Sir Wilfred Lawson, M.P., moved the adoption of the 
second, which read thus :

“That this Convention, rejoicing that the Government 
have so far recognized the long-continued demand of the 
people for relief from the great and grievous evils of the 

,Sy!|nm ?S ^introduce into Parliament the Liquor Ti affic Local Control Bill ; and realizing that every dav’s 
delay results in a fearful amount of loss, sorrow an/suffer- 
Hifl’ Ca- 8 fupon îh,e Government to re-introduce their
fnrh eafafst Possible moment in the ensuing session 

TTnutrl1 K1?enu to exte”d its provisions to the whole of the
*" "8e "" thelr to have it

A. Webb, M.P., submitted the third :
“ That this Convention pledges itself to give its heartiest

loyally carrying this resolution Into effect ; and 
cal s upon every Christian church and temperance organ- 
iff ?n fa,™ and ^crease their agita-

Sf

.

• iES
l4:P

further

The fourth presented by Mr. J. Malins was an extensive 
memorial to the Right Honorable Prime Minister urging 
a prompt passing of the direct veto measure.

At a great mass meeting held in the evening, the im
mense theatre, estimated to hold between four thousand 
and five thousand persons, was packed in every corner. 
Sir Wilfred Lawson occupied the chair. All the addresses

L
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effective, and full of hope and determination. 
I he speakers were Lady Henry Somerset, A. Birrell, M.P., 
t>. Lloyd George, M.P., Mr. Pickersgill, M.P., T. P. Whit
taker, M.P., Cameron Corbett, M.P., Samuel Woods, M.P.

• ®naPe’ M.P., John Wilson, M.P., W. Crosford MP 
Dr.Far^harscm, M.P., W. S. Crane, M.P., Rev. Canon’ 
Wilberforce, Rev. Canon Murnane, Rev. Hugh Price 
Hughes, Rev. Canon Barker, Mr. Samuel Pope, and Mr. J 
H. Raper.

The following resolutions were adopted.

were earnest,

Majesty’s Government have admitted the overwtfmin»
ne trame m intoxicating 

„ , supreme importance of
trTfflcTn their mldstT^LïtheTwuï” °f ^ ^

^«v'iamont, and to 

t XSatod to

Government, and to each member of the House

liqii rs, and have recognized the

to Sir

of the 
of Gom-

A great overflow meeting was held in Exeter Hall 
addressed by some of the speakers already named and 
others.

On Thursday, the day following the convention, a great 
deputation representing in its membership every temper
ance organization in the United Kingdom, waited upon 
the Government to press for immediate direct veto legisla- 
lation. Sir Wilfred Lawson and Mr. Caine were the 
spokesmen. They were replied to in courteous, eloquent 
and earnest terms by Sir William Harcourt and Right Hon.

i

s c
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I B"th„ ther1 J ttle proposed measure, and 
earnest hope that during 1894 an 
found for

expressed 
opportunity would be

an

testifying “ by works and 
reality and earnestness of the Gove 
pose to pass legislation 
deputation.”

acts the sincerity, 
rnment’s desire and pur- 

on the lines asked for by the

The deputation subsequently held 
the following resolution was adopted :

Gl'Jstne^and ite ^artiest thanks to Mr
the temperance demÜation rt £r their reception of 
they made with reference to the w\he statements which 
ates the friends of prohibition nn in Veto> and ™ngratu- 
the question. The del '^ tel .i the Present position of 
earnest efforts during the mrath,TnKnÎPO,î r S0citlties 
ment meets in 1894, to render substutl. 8 hefore 
the L,ç, or Traffic Local CotmltiSt'K ££

meeting at which

zss
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LITERARY NOTICES.
<

i

iA LIQUOR LAW ENQUIRY.
1

Liquor Legislation in the United States and Canada, 
is a report made by Mr. E. L. Fanshawe, Barrister, of Lon
don, England, of the results of investigations made by him 
in the United States and Canada. He

1
c
1

was deputed to 
make the inquiry by W. Rathbone, M.P., who was desirous 
of obtaining the information for the guidance of British 
legislators. Mr. Fanshawe has carefully endeavored to 
avoid expressing opinions in reference to the different

a
f
t
fi
f,

systems of dealing with the liquor traffic which he describes. 
The information he classifies and tabulates will no doubt be 
of much value to those for whom it is intended, and who 
have not free access to the materials from which it is 
drawn. His observations, made on the spot, of the work
ing of different laws are also useful. Taken as a whole, 
his statements undoubtedly show better results, in the 
batting of intemperance, from the legislation of Maine and 
Kansas, than from that of any other State visited.

I
E

i
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TEMPER .NCE EDUCATION.

The importance of temperance education has forced itself 
upon those who have to do with school work everywhere. 
The imparting of information regarding the nature and 
effects of alcoholic liquors is now recognized as a regular

pr
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ow
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CAMPAIGN ECHOES.
In these stirring times when prohibition is in the air, 

when men and women realize the imminence of a great 
change in the status of the liquor traffic and the legislative 
methods of dealing with it, there, is much to be gained of 
information, instruction and encouragement from a perusal 
of the records of the journey by which we have reached our 
present advanced position.

There may be a little danger of our forgetting, in the 
excitement of the present, the deei weowe to thi 
and from

*8 w,1° toiled so hard in the days gone by, 
self-sacrificing seed-sowing we are now

Literary Notices. 253
part of the effective teacher’s duty. Some difficulty 
been felt in carrying out this duty because of the lack of 
the right kind of text books for teachers and scholars. 
Laudable efforts are beingmade to supply this deficiency. One 
of these, and a very successful one, is the plan of the Ontario 

overnment to place in the hands of teachers and scholars 
a work on Physiology ahd Hygiene prepared with special 
regard to the temperance question. The work of compiling 
and editing the information that it was desirable to furnish 
has been performed by Dr. William Nattress of Toronto. 
The result is a neat volume of about two h indred 
commendable in

has

pages,
appearance, arrangement and typography. 

Medical men will be the best judges of its actual value from 
a scientific standpoint. Teachers will appreciate it as being 
full of just the information they require in the propor
tions and on the plan that will make it most useful. It is 
freely illustrated with well-executed 
fail to give

engravings, and cannot 
impetus to a most important branch of study. 

It is published by William Briggs, Wesley Buildings, 29 
Richmond Street West, Toronto.

an
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reaping the abundant harvest of strong public sentiment
and bright outlook for our cause.

"Campaign Echoes” by Mrs. LetitiaYoumans, honorary 
president of the Dominion W.C.T.U., will be found 
ally helpful in view of the facts just stated. It covers the 
history of the prohibition movement in Canada from the 
earliest time up to the present. The writer was a remark
ably able and effective advocate of prohibition at a time 
when women took little part in public affairs, and is thus 
entitled to the remembrance and esteem of those who 
believe that woman’s ability should have a still larger 
sphere, as wtell as those who are champions of the temper
ance movement.

Much of the work referred to is personal reminiscence of 
the stirring scenes of the Dunkin Bill and Scott Act 
paign days. Probably no other living Canadian did as 
much personal work as did this grand woman in public 
advocacy of those measures. We are accustomed to refer 
to them to-day with some feeling of superiority and with 
an idea that they were not of very much practical value. 
No greater mistake could be made. In those stern fights 
were forged the weapons that our ablest warriors wield 
to-day. At that time was done much of the educating 
work that has made us able to accomplish greater things.

It would be impracticable here to attempt the pleasant 
duty of a review of what Mrs. Youmans has writtten. 
Every reader who peruses her work will be well repaid 
for the effort and cannot fail to be profited as well as de
lighted by it.

“ Campaign Echoes ” is from the press of the Methodist 
Publishing House, Richmond St. West, Toronto. Address 
William Briggs, Toronto, C. W. Coates, Montreal, S. F. 
Huestis, Halifax.
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A NEW TEMPERANCE

Temperance in all Nations, is without exception the 
fullest and most comprehensive contribution to prohibition 
i «rature that has been given tothepublicduringrecentyears 

owes its existence to the great World’s Temperance 
Congress held at Chicago, in June of 1893. John N 
Stearns the indefatigable and able secretary of the Ameri
can National Temperance Society, conceived the great idea
wh/cTt^ ?" reP°rt °f that Cm,vention a centre round 

hich to gather an immense amount of important informa
tion regarding the history and position 

in every part of the world. r 
was enabled to enlist the

markable number of able intellects and pens, lies before us 
in two handsome volumes, of 1016 pages in all, forming a 
work that hereafter will be an indispensable part of 
fu,1y equipped prohibitionist’s library.

The first volume contains over a hundred historical ami 
statistical papers by men and women of wide reputation 
giving details of the origin, progress and operation of nearly 
every form of temperance effort in every land. An ' 
dix gives reports prepared by nearly forty official 
tatives of the United States Government, 
traffic and the temperance 
countries in which they reside.

th„ush »me are a, might be expected, probably of 
less value than anything else in this important work '
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ENCYCLOPAEDIA.

of the temperance 
The result of his lain

cause 
in which he us,

co-operation of a re-

every

appen-
represen-

upon the liquor 
thjj^ different 

are very
movement in 

feome of these

of the P V0 UT gIVeS adetailed record of proceedings 
of the Congress, full reports of all the speeches made there
at, and a very valuable and instructive series of , 
papers prepared for presentation to that gathering, 
papers discuss every phase of work for the 
the evils of intemperance, and 
stand in the front ranks of the lite

over forty 
These J

mitigation of 
written by authors whoare

■rary profession.
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The hearty thanks of temperance workers are due to Mr. 
Stearns for the industry, energy and thoroughness with 
which he has carried out the heavy task undertaken by him. 
Probably no one else on this continent was better qualified for 
the work. We cordially congratulate him upon the 
he has achieved.

The National Temperance Publishing House, 58 Reade 
Street, New York, is responsible for the mechanical part 
of the production of this encyclopaedia of temperance and 
prohibition facts, and deserves much credit for the way in 
which that duty has been performed.

success
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