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IN THE EMPIRE STATE ¢ UNCONSTITUTIONAL,’ 55

British boundaries 7 We will not believe it till the authorities have
tried, and tried properly. Meantime, whenit is once known what
it is which most weighs down that kindly spirit, every man who has
a heart will make haste to see that she is relieved. Other pests
have been got rid of, at Balaclava and elsewhere, when we at home
bave insisbed that it should be so. Let us insist that our soldiers
and their wives shall SEE and SMELL no more raki, and the thing will
e done.”

- Is not the home work of charity and instruction, in every form,
contravened by the Licensed traffic ?

8. Because in the Empire State it has been put aside as © Unconsti-
tutional.’

“It’ has not been put aside as un-con-sti-tu-tion-al. The objector
is a chronic victim of his own vocabulary. Prohibition was admitted
to be constitutional by the Supreme Court at Washington—it was
only some executive clause of the special law of the New York State
(which clause was not agreed on)—not Prohibition itself—that was
pronounced unconstitutional by a divided Court. The people are
now amending the wording of the Law, so as to get rid of legal
quirk and quibble. This constitutional question, however, is a
purely ¢ American-difficulty,” with which the objector had better not.
meddle—till he understands what he is talking about. The pecu-
liar Constitution of America has no relation whatever to a British
Prohibitory measure ; we being free from difficulties with which the:
Yankees have to contend. The Federal-law has imposed certain-
shackles upon the State-law-making-power (creating difficulties both
as to BSlavery-and-Drink-Prohibition). For example, no single-
State can prevent the import of liquor. In Britain, our Aect of
Parliament is supreme ; the Judges cannot defeat or reject a law—
they can only interpret and apply it.

9. Because it has been repealed by the People of Maine themselves,.
where 1t was first tried.

‘It’—prohibition—was Nor first tried there. Express Prohibi-
tion was tried in the Arabian Wilderness, and amongst the Priests
of Israel, thousands of years ago—by Him whose wisdom is infinite
(Lev. x. 9). And it was *‘a Statute for ever throughout their gene-
rations,”—guarded by the penalty of death—the highest form of
FEAR addressed to the highest class—as early as the delivery of the
Decalogue, whereof Moses declared ‘‘ God is come to prove you, and
that his fear may be before your faces that ye sin not” (Exod. xx.
20).* XEven in America, Prohibition has existed, and continually
extended since, 1832.

Nor has ¢ prohibition’ been repealed by the People of Maine, or
repealed at all. Near Dow’s genuine measure was repealed, but
not by the ¢ people.’ The issue of repeal, or no-repeal, was never

———

* Dr Lavecock condescends to referto Seripture Sanatory-Laws with approbatio
. n—
though they ware gnatained by tremendons penalties. What a pity for I.'l:ipap-]ﬂwu—ca.ud
Moses—that they had not with them a Proressor or PERrsuasioN—from whom to.
receive, not a catalogue of Prohibitions, but Cant ad hibitum, ex Cathedra,




















































































































































































