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tatablished or carried out in good |to efficiently enforce the law, It is|sphere of social humnnity rather
faith and with thorough and per-|in such places that prohibition is

sistent determination? And is it not
true that while prohibition has not
Perfectly prohibited, yet it

declared to be a failure. And yet
for all that it appears that the re-

has | straints of the law, though so poorly

largely curtailed the liquor traffic | applied there, have had some good

and liquor habit? We belleve that

facts will demonstrate it has done
both.

We cite ns 2 witness Judge John
H. Btiness, of the Supreme Court of
Rhode Island, who lias had ample
Opportunities of testing the effects
of prohibition in that State. He
Writes to n Beston friend:

“Prohibition went into effect July

1{} 1886. Durlng the firstsix months
the result was nlmost magical.”

He quotes as foliows from theI
Providence Journal which was op-
Posed to prohibition:

*“Throughout the State the public
Sloon is reported unknewn. This,
of course, is a very decided gain.
The tempmtlonsJ)lnced in the way
of the young and heedless by open
JAr-rooms atevery corner have been
fumoved, and, in consequence, tak-
ng the State ag a whole, there was
% remarkable fulling off in drunken-
less and cognate offenses during the

8ix months of 1888, as compared
l“é‘s';sh, the eorresponding period of
$ ]

_This is good testimony to ils pub-
lic sffucts, The Judge adds:

“At the close of the firat yenr of
Prohibition the police records of |
fovidvence showed the following
‘eduction in arrests as compared
With the previous year: Total ar~
Testa for ab causes, 83 per cent. re-
Uction; minors, 36 per cent. reduc-
Uoh; nssaults, 21 pur cent. reduc-
tlC'li; revelling and disorderly von-
Uct, 38 per cent. reduction; drunk-
“hncss, 37 per cent. reduction; com-
:‘,10!1 drunkards, 54 per cent. reduc-
t’ﬂ_n_- The favorable condition of
hitigy ipdicated nbove slill con-
Nues in n large part of the Btate.”?
‘New port shows a decrease of 20
f‘fl' cent. and of wornen 50 per cent.
I addition to this there have been |

startling trogedies or disturb-
Ances fiom liquor saloons and
I‘**S drunkenness on the streets
m‘: the last three years of li-
slme the volume of business, as
\.,2‘0“'n by bank clearings, decreased
'£h|:000.000, nnd during the last
00{‘;‘:1* ﬁzars has increased $32,000,-
et positors In savings banks
A%e Increased 100 per cent over the
(g;:in in the last three years of li-
id“%: and taxable property in I’rov-
nce in the three prohibition years

88 inorenscd $11,500,000,%
Judge Stiness shows thiat in coun-
"4 Where there are vigorous prose-
l!}';'t"-‘l-’.‘ officers, saloons that defled
. ¢ law have been effectually broken
)paW_hiia insomeof the larger towns
fovidence included, through the
o cking of primary meetings and
on P WiBe, “4he liquor element se-
r:..:ed political control,”” and no ef-
' wis made for more than a year

resulis: Hesays:

“For the last four years of license
the nverage number of warrants is-
sued annunally by the police courts
of Providence for drunkenness, re-
veling, etc., was 4802. The average
for the Iast two yenrs under probibi-
tion, not enforced, has been 3592, or
n decrease of 910 per year, Making
no account of increase in popula-
tion, arrests for drunkenness Iin 1888
were 7% per cent. less than in 1885,
the last year of license. A compari-
son of the same years in Boston,
under high license, shows an in-
crease of 49 per cent. more in 1888
than in 1885,7?

It seems that the effort to repeal
the prohibition provisions comes
from professional politiclans of both
parties, whose operations’ are very
much hampered by the closing of
the sanloons. Thuese with parties
directly in the liquor interest are
laboring dilligently to undo the
work which has resulted so favor-
ably during the past three years.
The fact that prohibition operates
against individuals of that ilk is ad-
ditional evidence in its favor.

The closing of anloons, the plae-
ing under the ban of the law places
where dram-sclling s a business
and where dram-drinking is a
legalized standing temptation, must
be viewud by liquor opponents as a
big step towards lts suppression.
There are n few places where pro-
hibition is really the rule, nnd they
nre invariably places where pence
and order prevail and the common
vices of civilization are rarely to

be seen. Colorado Bprings is un
example. Many small Utah tcwns
may be placed in the same category.

And where both prehihition and the
license system have been tried al-
ternately, the proofs are clear that
the former is greatly preventive of
erime and strongly promotive of
public order. However, the course
of wisdom Is that which will lead

to the best results. And this may
not be the same in different places.

Unless there Is an overpowering
predominance of public sentiment
In a town or eounty in favor of pro-
hibition, it cannot be made practiea-
ble. It will be the same where,
notwithstanding an uxpressed de-
sire to restrain the liquor traffie, the
disposition prevails to make it a
source of public revenue. In such
places high license will bust regulate
that which cannot ay suppressed.
And, after all, the true fleld of
the advocates of abatinence is in the

than in the halls of legislation. The
evils of intempernnce, the benefits
of sobriety, the strength of an eman-
cipated or unensiaved brain and
body, the joysof a social condition
where Inebriety is absent, may all
be inade clear to rational human
belngs, And by education and ald-
ing the weak whose will-power fails
in the presence of temptation, more
will be accomplished in the right
dircetion than by repressive ennct-
ments, that stir up resistance In the
soulsef the undiseiplined, and pro-
voke antagonism in the breasts of
the pugnacious.

The entire suppression of liguor-
making and liguor-selling will be
well nigh impossible while the appe-
tite for alcobol so Inrgely exists
among mankind. But its restriction
and regulation may be vightfully the

subjects of legislation, and the
teacher, the phliantbropist, the
evangelist and the schoolmaster

must do the rest. They should
work diligently by precept, example
and influence to hasten the day
when prohibitory laws will be need-
less, because the world will have
been delivered from the greatest
and most monstrous tyrant of the
nges, the demoralizing and jusen-
sate craving for the fluid that de-
stroys when it exhilirates, brutal-
izes while itstimulates and degrades
while it seems to exalt.

In the face of these fucts, whal-
ever may be said of the impropriety
of enforced prohibition In a popular
government and a land of liberty,
let it not be argued that prohibition
should not be established because it
does not prohibit. For, in the first
place, no law entirely suppresses the
ctime agninst which it is enacted;
and, in the second place, prohibition
can be made to prohibit to a very
Iarge extent, and that is only limited
in any loeality by the frue senti-
ment of its people, nnd by the menns
exerbed to execute in practice the
lawe printed upon paper. Prohibi-
tion has in no case proven entirely a
faflure.

OUT OF HIS OWN MOUTH.

AN article appenred in one
of our late issues, showing
that the “Mormon’’ Church is nei-
ther lawless nor tyrannieal. It wns
written in reply o appenls from the
organ of the obstructionists here for
some young man to come out and
proclaim that “no true religion fm-
posed any ohligation to fight the
jnst lawe of the republig,” and
t‘while declaring (ull faith in his




