THE DAILY l«_JXAMIN

THE DAILY EXAMINER.

T JANUARY 5, 1891.
The Scott Act Campaizn.

will have been reached on
Thanks to Tue EXAMINER

Tue crisis
Thursday next.
there has been a free and fair—not &
sided—discussion of the main points in the
jssue. Let us now sum up.

The principles by which the t,il\.‘xl'.
ought to be guided are well stated 1n
of Archbishop Ireland.
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the enforcement of the law lies upon
community. If the liquor traflic continues
unchecked by a prohibitory law, then surely
the hands of the community are not ** clear
of the price of blood.” A law unenforced
does harm.

Remembring these principles, lat us r
view briefly the points brought out in the

9

discussion.

(1.) Has the Scott Act been en
forced? The Guardian, the Rev. Fred.
E. J. Lioyd, Father McElmeel, the
Rev. James Simpson — have all said,
No. The statistics brought forward by
Tug ExaviNer, and the Rev. James Car-
ruthers, alike say, No. The latter gentle-
man has shown that under the licease sys-
tem accompanied by 3 temperance move
ment there were fewer arrests for drunk-
cness than under the Scott Act accompau-
ied by a temperance stagnation. THE
Exasiser has proved that there were,
propottiomably to population, fewer arrests
for drunkenness in the(license)city of Hali
fax than in the (Scott Act) city of Charlotte-
town. Tue ExaMiNer has also produced
official statistics which show that ths pro-
porticn of convictions - for, drunkenness is
larger in Prince Edward Island than in
cither Nova Scotia, Quebec, or British
Columbia. Oa the other hard, the Guard-
ian came out as a daily for the special pur-
pose, as it seems, of showing that ‘s

\\s?temenn when issued weekly were false ;

a the Rev. James Carruthers }as ques-
tioned te maliehilicy ud” cdw ~87ial fizures.
It is the duty of electors—the jury, to ren-
der a verdiet on Thursday next,—to weigh
well the evidence pro and con.  For THE
ExauiNer we have no hesitation in saying
that the facts which are known, justily the
statement that, under the Scott Act, all
who wanted to sell have sold, and all who
wanted to drink have drunken ; that sev-
eral valuable lives have been lost to the
community by reason of the non-enforce-
ment of the law, and that hundreds of fam-
ilies have suffered loss and misery.

(2) Then, if thelaw has not been en-
forced, what is now the duty of the com-
munity 7 What would be doune if our cus-
toms laws were being violated as the Scott
Act is violated—if hundreds of merchants
were engaged in smuggling, and if witnesses
brought before the courts were guilty,
every day, of perjury 7 Certaiuly the law
wonld be enforced, or other means would
be taken to collect the revenue. So, we
should either have the Scott Act enforced
or get rid of it. The means for its enforce-
ment in the past have been insufficient.
What other means are to be adopted for
the future 7 What response has been made
to the repeated questions of THE EXAMINER,
asked within the past month? Is the ex-
ample of the W. C. T. U. to be followed by
the men? Are we to have a Law and
Order League! Do we hear anything
about the establishment of a Civic Reform
Loaague? Has a single step been taken
towards the establishment of temperance
coffee rooms and other means of attracting
the nasceut customers of our beer gardens,
whiskey shebeens and gambling dens?
Is there any prospect of a temperance
movement similar to that which pre-
vailed when Father McGillivary and the
Reverend George W. Hodgson were

in the Church militant? There is
no answer to any of these ques-
tions. Our Scott Act promoters have been

too busily engiged in trying to prove that
the Guardian and the Rev. Fred. E. J.
L'oyd and others were wrong when they
described the strength of the liquor inter-
est in Charlottetown and the prevalence of
the drinking habit, to pay much attention
to questions asked by Tue Examixer. We
are, therefore, compelled to the conclusion
that the enforcement of the Scott Act will
be ro better in the future than it has been
in the past ; compelled to the other alter-
nitive—compelled to say that we ought to
get rid of the Scott Act, which we cannot
or will not enforce, and try something
else,

3. Bur, what else ? There's the rub. Ag
to High License or Low License we may
say this : it would be infinitely better to
have drinking and drunkenness under a

|

one- |

ors |

! then it is to have drinking and drunkenness
| under a law which prohibits the sale of in-
| toxicants ; wmoreover, it is more likely that
1s‘. license law which everyone will say is
not too stringent will be enforced than the
Scott Act which five-sixths of the people
| say by their votes, and a very large ma-
jority say by their acts, is too stringent.

4. But we have no license law. Why ¥
| The Hon. Daniel Davies, in his letter to
| the Patriot of Saturday evening, says :

« Certainly it was the duty of the Hon.
Neil McLeod and his colleagues, if they
thouzht it necessary, to have had such a law
l"uc:l on the Statute Book as \vguhl have
‘-gtepped in” in the event of the Scott Act
not being sustaine 1, to have done so.

Perhaps the Hon. gentleman is not aware
that a bill providing a license law was, on
the suggestion of THE EXAMINER, submit-
ted the Legislature several years ago. The
bill was supported by the Government
party. It was also, at the beginning, gup-
ported by the flon. John Yeo and other
members of the Opposition. If it had
passed and been sustained by the courts,
the liquor dealers would, on the revocation
of the Scott Act, have been in a position
similar to that expressed by the words
“ put of the fat, into the fire.” Jut those
who shout for the Scott Act, those who ac-
cept the Scott Act as crystalliz:d temper-
ance, raised a cry against the ‘‘licensing
of an evil,” stirred up the public opinion
of the country against the bill, made as
much party capital as they could out of it ;
and, finslly, it was thrown out of the
Cuuncil.

5. The fate of that reasonable and pro-
per measure causes THE EXAMINER to
doubt the passage of a license law in the

event of the defeat of the Scott
Act. The iufluences which were then
brought to  bLear  usgainst liceuse,

will be brought to bear again. The public
opinion of the country is still firmly set
agaiost & licanse law. The members of the
Legislature are still representatives of their
own constituents rather than of Charlotte-
town. The Legislature is still divided. It
will be represented that the Scott Act may
azain be brought into operation in Char-
lottet )wn at the expiration of three years,
and that as an objuct lesson, three years of
free rum wiil be better than four or five
months. Raasons sufficient to silence the
consciences of members concerning their

short, a license bill wiil in our opinion, as
before, be lost. This conciusion is borne
out by the responses of Legislative Coun-
cillors to the unheard of request of the
elitor of the Guardian, and by the fa# that
constituents of two of the honorable gen-
tleman who declined to comm’s themselves
Xz, e, éu ude strengtdh of public opinion, had
the sublime impertinence to address ‘o

these gentlemen a letter of censure.,
Having arrived at this conclusion, TeE

ExamiNer has not deemed it worth
while to discuss the question of
Scott Act vs. License. Nor can

we, in view of the doubt and uncertainty
which exists—the deubt about *‘leeal
option,” the uncertainty that any measure
can be passed by the local Legislature,
which will not be **huang up” in the courts
—advise the electors to vote one way or the
other, as we certainly should advise them
if the doubt and uncertainty were removed.
We can only regret that the promoters of
the petition did not choose their time a little
more discreetly—did not wait until the
question of local option had been decided
and the true temperance sentiment of the
town  been more fully  ripened.
It is impossible that the result
of the poll on Thursday next can be satis-
factory. If a majority vote for the Act, we
shall have to endure another full three
years’ term of Scott Act viclated ; if a ma-
jority vote against the Act, we shall prob-

ably have a term of “‘free rum.” So, after
the manner of the clergymen, we can only
ask electors to consider well for themselves
the facts and questions here set out, and
vote according to the dictates of their con-
sclences,

An Insufficient Excuse.

Ix the course of his last speech in Market
Hall, Mr. L. H. Davies, M. P., cffered
some excuses for the United States in re-
spect to their abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty of 1854.  One of these excuses was
recently treated of by Mr. Bourinot, the ac-
complished constitutional historian, when
addressing the American Historical As-
sceiation in session at Washington. We
quote :—

“The causes which led to the repeal of the
treaty were mainly the desire to punish Can-
adisos for their sympathy with the Confederate
States—a sympathy entirely exaggerated —and
to force the provinces in o annexation or such
a measure of trade as would better suit Ameri-
can interests. A bill was actually introduced
in the House of Representatives providing for
the admission of these countries into the
federal union—a mere political straw, it is
true, but still showiog the current of opinion
in some quartets in thoge days.” The Canadian
authorities had had no knowledge ¢f the St
Alban’s raid, but the moment they found that
desperate men were ready to violate the
neutrality of their territory they took prompt
measures to prevent the coutinuation of such
unlawfuol eets, and even piid a large sum of
money in acknowledgment of their supposed
responsibility when a Montreal magistrats
ordered some of the stolen momey to be re-
tutned to the rohbers on their release. Both
Mr. Secretary Seward and Mr. Caleb Cushing,
in published documents, ackhowledged the
energy and sincerity with which the Canadian
autheritic:, throughout this trying period,
dizcharged their responsibilities  Mr. Seward
wro'e that ‘‘the Presdent regards with
sincere satisfaction the conduct and proceed.
ings of the Canadian authorities.” It was
well alzo to remember how many Canadiars

remissness of duty will be advaunced. In|

venture to bring up this old grisvance against
Canads,”

These are undoubtediy the facts of the
cise. It was, we feel sure, a surprise and
a pain to the hundreds who were present
in Market Hall when Mr. Davies gpoke, to

vocate of citizens of the United States who
were proved to be guilty of a violation of
Canadian laws and regulations.

The Scott Aect (‘ousidcl_':fd.

Before preaching the sermon yesterday
worning in St. Peter's Church, the Priest
Incumbent, Rev. James Simpson, spoke as
follows to his congregation :

I hope that during the week you will
pray earnestly to Almighty God that His
Holy Spirit may guide aright those who
are to vote at the Scott Act election

offered with that intention And I would
again remind you of your duty to vote as
your consciences dictate, and warn you not

ing is a8 close as 1t was last time much may
depend upon a few votes one way or the
other, Whichever side you take avod
disputing and quarrelling, and give those
who differ from you the credit of being at
least as conscientious as yourself. It is im-
pessible for all men to see eye to eye in
these matters, and therefore we should be
careful how we judge our neighbor or at-
tribute evil motives to him, and whatever
the result of the contest is, let us accept it
gracefully —without triumph or angér—as
the ruling of the majority.
part, after watchiug the working of the
Act here for the last four years—and I have
certainly had opportunities which many
laymen have not had, of being behind the
scenes and witnessing the effects on those
who buy and those who sell—and after
reading the arguments on both sides,—I
have determined to vote for the repeal of
the Act for the following reasons :

becanse it mterferes with the rights of the
subject. (ii) it is unfair, for 1t does not
treat rich and poor alike —the rich man
may import what liquors he pleases, while
the poor man must go without, (iii) It is
unworkable in this city as long as public
gentiment is what it is at present, for out
of 948 informations during 10 years, there
have been only 359 counvictions—or about
one-third—-although T suppose everyone

hear him as the apologist and advocate of |
the United States,—as the apologist and ad-
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summoned had real’y broken the law,

2. It does not prevent the sale of intoxi- |
cants, for the number of places where
liquor is sold has steadily increased under |
the Act. |

3. It doea not check intemperance, for:
those who want to drink to excess ean do
80 with the greatest ease; and 1 believe the !
percentage of drunkards i3 quite as large
here as in other towns.

4. Tt is conducive to perjury, to decqp~q

tion, to adulteration, to imuiorality. e
mf;-,’ﬂnn is mo prospect of the law, if

1stained, being enf better in future |
than it has been h Py cz;sthw;;h
the W. C. T. U. have ised to eufcrce
ity the Temperavea Commites, made the
same promise last time, and signally failed |
to fulfil it when once the election was .
uver. i

1 make this statement bacause I have
several times been asked my opinions. 'and |
you have a perfect right to know what they |
are upon a subject of this sort. At the
same time 1 have no desire to influence
your votes, for that is a matter which must
rest between God and your own conscisnce. |

——y

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.

Letter From Hon. D. Ferguson.

To the Editor of the Patriot :

Sir,—I would be hard to please if T were
not satistied with the effect of my last
letter. You started by trying to prove that
the National Policy had discriminated
against British trade and in favor of the
Americans, while the policy of the McKen-
zie Government had produced a very
large balance of British over American im-
ports Finding however, that the very
opposite of this is true, and that our trade,

i

crasy from 1875 to 1878 in producing a bal-
ance of £5,000,000 a year azainst Britaio,
and clear stark mad in 1891 when they
propose to place Customs taxes of $22,000,-
000 a year in favor of the United States
which would compel us to buy almost
everything from that country. -

Y u sy that the McKenzie Government
did not ciscriminate agaiust (Great Britan,
»lthongh they had a balance of nearly £5 -
000,000 a year of American over British
imports.  How then can you say that the
present admivistration have go discriminat-
ed when that balance is reduced to one
half ?
not discriminated against any country.
That folly is yet in store for us when
Laurier and Cartwright get into power, if
they ever do. It is quite fallaciovs to con-
found the excess of imports from this or
that country, under an equal tariff, with
the monstrous proposal now made of taxing
the trade of Britain and other countries
twenty-two millions of doliars a year and
allowing American goods to come free !

You say the Conservatives **had the luzk
of being 1n power during two prosperous
periods ” while there was a great depression
duriog the Liberal period and ** the people
were not able to buy expeusive goods.” It
18 not a little remarkable that the pericds
of prosperity should correspond 80 accur-
stely with the Conservative regime. and
that hard times and Cartwright's finaucier-
ing should come and go in such close com-
pany ! But what comes of ali the blue
ruin which has been dinned in our ears for
the last 12 years if the Editor of the Patrit
is right in classing the years from 1880 to
1880 as a *‘ prosperous period.” I am,

fought and bied in the armies of the North, i

3

yours etc., . P D. FreGusoN.
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for favors shown, unless, forsooth, the roin- doimrl' a year uew colleeted on United payments.
ing of Mh”' begets a {raternal feeling— States’ it porisl q

tainly turn his attention to extracting sun 'tion to you : Do you think it possible for any
: W '
that no C.nadian Government can 8006 hiaithug ot SN

Neyo,

: . Jan 2ud, 1891.
To my mind the=e fivnves prove that the |
more the paople saw of the Nootr the !pg:j

tested in 39 distvicts. All the others re-

Yours,
WirLiam C. DesBrisay.
Ottawa, Dec. 31, 1890.

baams from cucumbers, a process which has Cansdian Govermment to give up the millions
hitherto proved conspicuously unsucee-sful. ©of dollars vow coilected on ligare, carry a
total probibation Act, levy diie t taxation on
the prop'e to make good the deficiency in the

ive and

up the £4,600.000 now collect:d as Cung.m.’ *tatements of AN!QIIIICB.‘ .....‘!

e duties on bquors of <l kiods, [ would like wishinz our numerous Casiomers

S1r,—A great many pecplo—peaple who |10 K1uw what he thivks of Mr. Luurier's & Prosperous New Year we hope

reveruo inorder totiy a doubt{niexpzriment ? :
Has the Scott Act Prohibited?
are in nowise indebted to the rumsellers PTOPosal to give up wi least e milions of they will be able te make prompt.




