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prohibition, which was 14% of the total population, yielding a majority
of 87,748 or 47%. The ratio was 2.8 to 1. In Nova Scotia 83,422 people
voted for prohibition, which was 16% of the total population, 31% of
those who could vote, and 78% of those who voted. The majority for
prohibition was 59,548 or 56%, a ratio of 3.5 to 1. In New Brunswick,
in 1920, 44,239 people voted for prohibition, which was 67% of those who
voted, yielding a majority of 22,143 or 33%. The ratiowas 2 to 1. It
is evident that in New Brunswick voters’ interest was less on the wine
and beer question of 1920 and the importation question of 1921. Whereas
66,335 people voted on the prohibition question 64,316 people voted on
the wine and beer issue and 52,392 voted on the importation issue.
Nevertheless prohibitionists carried both elections, obtaining a 24%
majority (15,520) against wine and beer sales and a 43% (22,326)
'najority against importation. On Prince Edward Island 9667 people voted
for prchibition which was 11% of the total population, and 73% of those
who voted. The majority for prohibition was 6057 or 46%. Of the 32
Maritime voting districts prohibition was favoured in 30 (94%) of them;
12 of 13 (92%) in Nova Scotia, 15 of 16 (94%) in New Brunswick and 3 of
3 (100%) in Prince Edward Islard.

While opposition to prohibition was emerging, it was either not
strong or not organized to deliver the vote. Regionally, 49,580 people
voted against prohibition, which was 5% of the total population and 27%
of those who voted. Prchibition was only defeated in 2 (6%) of 32
voting districts. In Nova Scotia 23,874 people voted against prohibi-
tion, which was 5% of the total population, 9% of those who could vote

and 22% of those who voted. In New Brunswick 22,096 people voted
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against prohibition, which was 6% of the total population and 33% of
those who voted. They did slightly better on the wine and beer issue
giving 24,398 votes for wine and beer, which was 6% of the total
population and 38% of those who voted. Their strength fell, however, on
the importation issue, measuring only 29% of those who voted. On Prince
BEdward Island 3610 votes were polled against prohibition, which was 4%
of the total population and 27% of those who voted.

It is difficult to compare the plebiscites of the 1890s with the
plebiscites of the 1920s. The statistical material is incomplete,
circumstances changed and there were changes in population and in the
number of enfranchised voters. Yet based on the percentages of those
who voted, it is interesting to note that Maritimers gave their
strongest support for a federal prohibition law in 1898 and that the
support for and opposition to provincial prchibition between the 1890s
and the 1920s were remarkably similar. Although it cannot be con-
clusively shown, this data may also indicate that women voted for and

against prohibition in the 1920s at the same ratio as men.

Nova Scotia

For Adgainst Majority
1894 78% 22% 56%
1898 87% 13% 73%

1920 78% 22% 56%
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New Brunswick

For Against Majority
1898 74% 26% 48%
1320 67% 33% 34%
1921 70% 30% 40%

Prince Edward Island

For Against Majority
1893 76% 24% 52%
1898 89% 11% 78%
1923 73% 27% 46%

The plebiscites of the 1920s also reveal that prohibition strength
continued to be strongest in the white, Anglo-Saxon, English-speaking
rural-small town areas of Baptists, Methodists, Congregationalists and
Presbyterian faith and weakest in the Anglican, Catholic; French-
speaking and city areas. Across the region prohibition was defeated in
Halifax County (32% Anglican, 33% Catholic) and Madawaska County (94%
French-speaking, 98% Catholic). Madawaska County also favoured the sale
of wine and beer and the importation of alcchol. Kent County (81%
Catholic, 75% French-speaking) favoured the sale of wine and beer and
gave the lowest majority (1%) in the province against importation. In
Nova Scotia the lowest provincial majorities for prohibition at or below

the provincial average were registered in Iunenburg (32% Anglican);
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Antigonish (21% French-speaking, 87% Catholic); Guysborough (11% French-
speaking, 20% Anglican, 35% Catholic); Inverness (70% Catholic, 22%
French-speaking) and in Cape Breton/Victoria/Richmond (12% French-
speaking, 52% Catholic). In New Brunswick the lowest majorities for
prohibition, besides Madawaska and Kent, were Restigouche (72% Catholic,
62% French-speaking); Northumberland (24% French-speaking, 54% Catho-
lic); Gloucester (92% Catholic, 85% French); Saint Jochn City (24%
Anglican, 31% Catholic) and Saint John County (30% Catholic, 24%
Anglican). On Prince Edward Island, the lowest majorities for prohibi-
tion were registered in King‘s County (50% Catholic) and Charlottetown
(10% Anglican, 40% Catholic). The majority for prochibition in Prince
County (25% French-speaking, 49% Catholic) was 3% below the provincial
average. With the exception of Digby County, (which was linked with
Baptist Annapolis) every other county gave a majority for prohibition
above the provincial average were overwhelmingly English-speaking Non-
Anglican Protestants. 26% of the opposition vote came from Halifax
County, Saint John City and Charlottetown and 11% of the support vote.

Not surprisingly the Maritime prohibition forces were extremely
pleased with the plebiscite results.’l Nor was it inappropriate that
they congratulated themselves — they had delivered the vote. Between
1920 and 1923 they not only thought they confirmed their often used
phrase that "prohibition was here to stay," but they also stopped the
importation of alcohol for beverage purposes.’? Unfortunately for them,
there were forces at work whlch would undermine their hard-won gains.

Desperate economic conditions had both a direct and long term

impact upon the prohibition movement. A mumber of important Maritime
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scholars have examined the serious economic recession which unfolded in
the 1920s.73 Generally they show that between 1880 and 1914, the area
experienced a regional underdevelopment process. For a time, war-time
spending and demands were sufficient to maintain the Maritime econamy at
a relatively healthy level. Then the war’s end brought with it a
curtailment of war-time demands and a national post-war recession as
adjustments were made to peace-time needs. Yet for a variety of camplex
reasons, the region never successfully adjusted to the post-war econamy.
The decrease of railway construction severely cut into the region’s
coal, iron and steel industry. The tough protectionist policy adopted
by the United States hurt Canadian exports. The outside owners of
Maritime industries were often campetitors and financial reasoning
dictated they reduce or close Maritime operations while maintaining and
expanding operations closer to the growing markets of Central and
Western Canada. The subsequent reduction in trade steadily forced up
transportation costs to prohibitive levels, so that by the mid-1920s
Maritime goods were no longer nationally competitive. Instead of
recovering after a couple of years of post-war adjustment, the Maritime
econcmy suffered through a low performance level for the remainder of
the 1920s, until it suffered ancther collapse in the Great Depression of
the 1930s.

Major indicators of growth reveal the plight of the Maritime
econcmy between 1920 and 1930. The regional net value of production,
for example, which stood at 325 million dollars in 1920 fell to its
lowest post-war position of 192.5 million dollars in 1924. From 1925,

it rose only slightly from 205 million dollars to 241.5 million dollars;
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to 230.1 million dollars to 252.8 million dollars in 1928 to 240.3
million dollars in 1929. Then it fell to 199.3 million dollars in 1930,
and to 167.2 million dollars in 1931. Coal production for the region
averaged 7,599,797 short tons between 1911-~1915; 6,444,796, 1916-1920;
5,695,742, 1921-1925; 6,976,879, 1926-1930; and 5,425,878, 1931-1935.
The Maritime provinces employed 69,550 people in all industries in 1890,
36,409 in 1926, 41,721 in 1929 amd 31,105 in 1935. Between 1920 ard
1930 the population of the Maritimes stagnated. Beginning with 938,000
people with a 4.9% increase between 1901-1911, the population climbed to
1,000,300 and a 6.6% increase between 1911 and 1921, then levelled off
at 1,099,100 and a 0.9% increase between 1921 ard 1931. In camparison,
Ontario grew at 15.8%, 16.1% and 17.% between 1901-1911; 1911-1921 ard
1921-1931. Outmigration, business failures, wage cutbacks and rising
freight rates were serious regional problems between 1920 and 1930 and
bitter labor unrest, particularly in Cape Breton, often resulted in
violence.

One of the major ways in which this regional econamic recession cut
into prohibition’s kingdom is that it helped give rise to the illicit
liquor traffic. The 1920s was the rum-running era in the Maritime
provinces.’4 Too often in the Canadian and North American, historiog-
raphy of the period, rum-running is discussed within the theme of the
Roaring Twenties. Rum was run because people found it exciting, daring,
rebellious, mysterious and enchanting. While these qualities may have
enticed some North Americans into the business, generally Maritiners ran
booze because it provided an alternative livelihood during economically-

depressed times. E. R. Forbes has called it the "employer of last
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resort."’5 Fishing, farming, lumbering, mining, shipping, and the
textile industry were in seriocus decline. Freight rates rocketed; the
import and export shipping trade rapidly deteriorated amd business
bankruptcies increased, unemployment rose and cutmigration increased.
Times were hard. With economic, job and career cpportunities extremely
limited, many Maritimers sought to survive ocutside the law. The booze
business, be it manufacturing, transporting or selling, through
moonshining, bootlegging or rum running, was one of the few prospercus
and growing industries in the Maritimes in the 1920s. Its attraction
was almost irresistible.

The North American illicit alcchol industry was an highly organ-
ized, extensive, competitive and efficient international affair. It
flourished due to the co—operative nature of a camplex network of small
and large distillers, exporters, shippers, importers, retailers,
consumers, financiers and informers. It was a secretive, risky and
dangerous business which steadily evolved from an independent entrepre-
neurial beginning to a more centralized and monopolistic structure. The
millions of gallons of alcchol that were sailed, railed, driven ard
carried to and from scores of nameless camunities provided employment
for many, riches for few. The Maritime region was an integral and
essential part of this nefarious wet enterprise.

The region’s part in the North American rum trade did not neces-
sarily have to interfere with Maritime prohibition laws. But it did.
In the early 1920s, liquor came to the Maritimes from all over the
world.. Rum from Cuba, St. Pierre, Miquelon, British Honduras, and

British Guiana, Gin and Scotch from Britain and Scotland, champagne and
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fine wines from France, whiskey from Ontario and other wine from Quebec
and British Columbia. While most of this was supposed to go to bonded
provincial liquor warehouses, located in Halifax, Saint John, and
Charlottetown intended for re—export to the United States, much of it
leaked ocut. Even when Maritime prohibitionists cbtained the closure of
the export houses, the liquor dealers simply moved their base of
operation to the two small French islards of St. Pierre and Miquelon.
Between 1923 and 1933, a steady flow of booze went from St. Pierre to
Rum Row America carried by a fleet of some five hundred rum~running
vessels. Liquor was also transported over land by railway and autcomo-
bile from St. Pierre, or Quebec, or Ontario, or British Columbia to the
United States via the Maritime provinces. Since Maritime ships,
captains, crews, drivers, importers, exporters and contacts were heavily
irvolved in the traffic, it is not swrprising that alcohol constantly
surfaced in the region for local use. Consequently in the 1920s,
Maritimers consumed liquor derived from several different sources. They
could tap into the St. Pierre-Rum Row traffic; they could secretly buy
directly from the export liquor warehouses; they could order alcchol
through the mail from other parts of Canada; they could purchase liquor
that was cleared from the export warehouses destined for America, but
was reimported into the region; they could cobtain liquor from doctors or
druggists and they could make their own. Although the camplete history
of the illicit liquor industry in the Maritimes has yet to be written,
indications are that finding a drink was not a problem. Sophisticated
enforcement methods were only matched by more sophisticated illegal

manoeuvers, and public drinking was replaced by private consumption.
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Between 1921 and 1925 Maritime prchibitionists and enforcement
personnel became increasingly aware that prohibitory liquor laws were
being widely violated. Chief Inspector J. A. Knight of Nova Scotia,
however, spent a great deal of his time whistling in the dark. Each
year he informed the goverrment that conditions were improving and
better than the year before. Yet the contents of his reports belied his
conclusions.’® In 1921 he noted "the increase in smuggling and in the
manufacture of moonshine and home brew," particularly in Cape Breton; in
1922, he complained that the ban on importation had "stimulated illicit
manufacture and smuggling," and in 1923 he argued that "in place of bars
we have bootleggers. Formerly, importation of illegal sale was hard to
suppress, now the chief scurces of supply are smuggling and illicit
mamufacture.... In some rural districts the sale of hame brew has
became a serious matter." Parts of his 1925 report were bleak but no
doubt accurate.
So much liquor is now smuggled and distributed throughout
the province in motor cars and by bootleggers that the closing
of bars and blind pigs does not have much effect on the total
consumption. It is beyond the power of local inspectors to
control smuggling or even check it to any appreciable extent.
... Whatever may be the advantage to the United States of the
adoption of prohibition, one of its by-products has been a
great increase in the smggling of licuor into this Pro-
vince.77
In 1921 the Nova Scotia Sons of Temperance called for the end of "the
lawlessfiess of rumunning” and “the widespread use of hame brew," and in
1923, the Nova Scotia WCTU sadly admitted that "much has yet to be done
to make prohibition campletely effective. Conditions are not what they
should be by any means."’8 1In 1925 the WCIU were forced to conclude

that "the Nova Scotia Temperance Act has for a long time been widely arnd
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continuously and openly violated."’? Between 1921 and 1925, Premier
Murray received a constant stream of letters complaining of "drunkenness
in the streets of Pugwash; leaky warehouses in Halifax; crooked vendors
in Canso, Sydney and Glace Bay; '"flagrant abuse" in Elmdale; amd
dishonest doctors in New Glasqow.80 According to H. R. Grant in 1924
liquor distribution was "scandalous" and conditions "intolerable."8l
Conditions were no better in New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.®?2

What to do about the increasing alcohol consumption habits of
Maritimers was the question. Enforcement had many problems. First,
there was the jurisdictional difficulty. Daminion reveme officers were
to govern interprovincial and international trafficking, while provin-
cial and municipal inspectors were to control the local areas. There
were too few of both groups, if there ever could be enough. Individual-
ly they did not have the authority to act on each offense, and united
action often went unco-ordinated. The sophisticated spy rings main-
tained by the liquor interests frequently frustrated the best laid
plans. A secord problem was that the officers, particularly the
municipal appointees, were underpaid and too often either incompetent or
dishonest. Petty bribes, friendship, the pressure of local elites, the
inspector’s political persuasion, the degree of prohibition pressure,
the arrival of the Chief Inspector, and the financial size of the catch,
all influenced the state of enforcement. Moreover, provincial govern-
ments were not all that anxious to enforce prohibition. A good deal of
money flowed into provincial hands from vendor licenses; a systematic
fines system; tax on export liquor sales and the sale of liquor for

"medicinal, sacramental and scientific purposes."
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Prchibitionists adopted two strategies aimed to make prchibition
more effective. First, most were convinced like H. A. Rice, Mayor of
Canso that "the trouble in the administration of the Nova Scotia
Temperance Act is that those responsible for its administration are
apparently sympathetic to the liquor interests."83 fThus in each
temperance and church society, in each province at each opportunity,
prohibitionists adopted strongly worded enforcement resolutions.84
Secondly, they decided to pressure govermments to abolish the provincial
export liquor warehouses. By 1923, the ban on the export houses
campaign was the primary focus of the disgruntled Maritime dry forces.

Abolishing the four export liquor warehouses in Prince Edward
Island was accomplished without much difficulty. Until 1922 importation
for exportation was a federal matter. However, in 1922 the federal
goverrment amended the Canada Temperance Act, giving the "Province power
to prohibit the importation of liquor for purposes of export, but such
law will not come into effect until submitted for approval to the
electors of the province to vote upon."8® The Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick plebiscites were held too early to take advantage of the 1922
Amendment. But in 1923, Prince Edward Island electors abolished, in one
plebiscite, both the importation and exportation of liquor. The Island
export liquor warehouses were subsequently closed.

In Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, no plebiscite was held on the
export warehouse question. It was up to the provincial drys to pressure
their respective goverrments to act on their wishes. Reverend H. R.
Grant of the Nova Scotia Social Service Council organized and led the

campalign against the export houses. Beginning in June of 1923, the
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Council passed a series of motions calling for "the abolishment of
export liquor houses, more satisfactory enforcement and the sale of
liquor by vendors for bona fide purpcses only."86 These resolutions
were immediately sent to the Goverrment. A wave of petitions, from all
over the province, carrying some 5,000 names followed from June of 1923
to April of 1924.87 Mearmhile Liberal Premier Murray resigned in
January of 1923, leaving the govermment in the hands of E. H. Ammstrong,
a long-time member of the Sons of Temperance. With the 1925 provincial
election approaching, the Armstrong Goverrment decided to follow
prchibitionist wishes. In March 1924 the Armstrong goverrment closed
the doors of the Nova Scotia export liquor warehouses and hundreds of
letters of congratulations appeared on Armstrong’s desk. "This forward
step is natural and necessary and will be heartily approved by all those
citizens who count in building a decent society. Their support and
sympathy should count for more than that of a rabkble whose stomachs are
bigger than their brains, and whose appetites are stronger than their
intelligence."g8 Armstrong dearly hoped so.

The campaign in New Brunswick was only slightly different. There
the plebiscites of 1920 and 1921 clearly demonstrated a healthy support
for prohibition. Prohibitionists were convinced that the export liquor
warehouses were violating the provincial prohibition law. The Conserva-
tive opposition helped fan the sense of ocutrage. The Liberal Premier
Foster was elected in 1920 and Acadian P. J. Veniot replaced him as
leader in January of 1923.

The campaign to abolish the export houses, led by Donald Fraser

Jr., President of the Temperance Alliance, began in 1922. Once Veniot
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became leader, the crusade mounted. Veniot admitted that "we all know
that the border warehouses are for shoving booze across the border."82
But he claimed that none leaked into the province. He especially was
not anxious to have the warehouses banned, largely because his govern-
ment received $250,000 in export tax revenues in 1922.90 Like Arm-
strong, however, Veniot was caught in the proverbial hard place —
either forsake revemue or lose valuable electoral support. On March 21,
1923, a Temperance Alliance delegation consisting of two hundred members
and led by Donald Fraser, Anglican Bishop Richardson, and J. W. Palmer,
President of Mount Allison University, met with the goverrment and
demanded "the abolition of the wholesale warehouse of export liquor
companies."®l According to the Presbyterian Witness, the delegation

made it abundantly clear that the prohibition sentiment of the province
' was not to be trifled with."2 Veniot took in the message. Although he
maintained that "he fourd no evidence that there had been bootlegging
from the bonded warehouses," he announced on April 11, 1923 that

export warehouses would be abolished as soon as it could be

done honestly, legally and properly and he hoped that it would

be in the present fiscal year. On them [prohibitionists] be

the responsibility if conditions become worse than they were

at present.93
They were closed by 1924. Like Armstrong, Veniot was heartily congratu-~
lated for satisfying "the clearly expressed desire of the temperance
people of this province."94

Despite what Maritime prohibitionists thought the abolition of the
regional export liquor warehouses was a moral accamplishment rather than
a practical remedy against illicit alcochol use. The liquor dealers

simply moved their entire operation to St. Pierre and Miquelon. Alcchol
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was harder to obtain and slightly more expensive but as new trading and
trafficking routes emerged, the inconvenience factor was quickly
corrected by the industry. Indeed closing the regional houses probably
stimulated their business. Although liquor had regularly leaked from
the bonded warehouses into the provinces while the export base was in
the Maritimes, there had been a certain degree of supervision and
enforcement. Once the industry operated ocutside Canada, the trade
expanded unregulated, governed only by the small and overworked Canadian
Customs department. It was far easier for rum runners to land a cask of
booze anywhere along the Maritime coast from St. Pierre than it was from
Halifax, Saint John or Charlottetown. Besides there were always other
sources of liquor. The perennially thirsty drank regardless.

Consequently by 1924 Maritime prochibitionists were once again
clamouring for effective enforcement. Conditions in Nova Scotia they
said were "scandalous". Liquor was too freely available from doctors,
druggists and legal vendors, and enforcement agents were not properly
carrying out their responsibilities. H. R. Grant camplained to Henry
Thornton, President of the Canadian National Railways, that the railway
was being used to ship alcochol into dry provinces.9® Finding "Grant and
Campany’s" charges distasteful, Thornton assured Armstrong that "we have
gone to much trouble and considerable expense to maintain the laws but
notwithstanding this we are always subjected to unfair and inaccurate
statements."2® The Sons of Temperance wanted doctors’ prescriptions
limited; vendor sales restricted, and stiffer fines.9” The WCTU
insisted on a limit of twenty-five prescriptions a month; and the

vendor’s accounts opened to inspection.98 The Halifax-Dartmouth
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Ministerial Association called for the '"more efficient carrying cut of
the intentions of the said Act," and Reverend H. E. Thaomas, editor of
the Wesleyan claimed Armstrong was permitting alcohol to be smuggled
into New Brunswick.92 Ammstrong could do little but claim that he was
doing his best.

There are peculiar conditions applicable to this Province that

confront us. These are created by circumstances practically

beyond control. A large quantity of liquor is at present

being imported to this Province in violation of the federal

law. My whole personal and private life has been in opposi-

tion to the illicit traffic of intoxicating liquors. I will

frankly admit I have not reached the goal of my ambition and

in many respects am disappointed.l00

The situation in New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island was not
significantly different. According to Reverend Thomas Marshall of the
Temperance Alliance, the "Goverrment was deliberately not enforcing the
law in an attempt to discredit it in the minds of the pecple."10l on
March 18, 1924, Marshall, accompanied by a hundred temperance delegates,
presented the govermment with a long list of demands which included the
dismissal of Chief Inspector J. B. Hawthorne, the reduction of liquor
vendors, stiffer fines and less sale of liquor by vendors.102 Like
Armstreong, Veniot assured them that he was enforcing the law to the best
of his abilities.

In Prince Edward Island, Conservative Premier J. D. Stewart
experienced criticisms. Liquor sales for "bona fide purposes" steadily
rose from $14,000 in 1923 to $44,000 in 1924 to $45,000 in 1925.103
Prohibitionist were angry not only because the govermment was using
liquor sales for revenue purposes, but also because the increase in

sales took place under a new licuor commission made up of political

appointees. In 1925, Stewart responded.
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We have been criticized with regard to the enforcement of the

Prohibition Act. In my opinion in no province in Canada is

there a better enforcement of the Prchibition law than in this

Province at the present time.... Nothing has been done to

interfere with the effective enforcement of the Act by this

Govermment and the proof is that during the past year the

mmber of convictions under the Prohibition Act has doubled

over previous years.104

From the heady, exuberant days of 1920-1921, Maritime prochibition-
ist spirits fell. By 1925 they were a miserably unhappy lot. Prchibi-
tion legislation was intact, but it leaked like a sieve. Rum running,
bootlegging, moonshining, and smuggling had fully blossamed. Govern-
ments seemed indifferent, despite their reassurances to drys. Enforce-
ment was lax and haphazard. The ineffectiveness of prohibition
encouraged the spread of general disillusiorment with the law. Most
disturbing of all to Maritime prohibitionists were the "rumours," which
were circulating in all three pmvinc;s, to the effect, that the
provincial governments were seriously considering abandoning prohibition
in favour of goverrment control. Goverrment control was a system
whereby the provincial goverrments took the sales and distribution of
alcohol from private industry, leaving mamufacturing, and operating a
legal liquor sales business along a high license format with high
prices, short operating hours and few stores.

Maritime goverrments were very attracted to goverrment control.
The benefits were numercus, many of them involving decreasing goverrment
expenditure and increasing govermment revemuie. One of the seriocus side
effects of the regional recession of the 1920s is that the Maritime
govermments also faced economic hardship. For example, the Nova Scotia
public debt rose from $15 million in 1920 to $33 million in 1925, and

New Brunswick’s from $20 million in 1920 to $34 million in 1925.105
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Prohibition added to their economic woes. First enforcement costs kept
rising. For example, New Brunswick spent $60,000 in 1920, $68,789 in
1922, $81,129 in 1923, $72,722 in 1924 and $78,589 in 1925.106
Secondly, every time the provincial govermments tried to raise revenue
through the increased sales of alcohol by way of the licensed vendors,
they were sharply criticized by prohibitionists.197 Thirdly, under
prohibition they were denied access to liquor licensing fees and with
the end of liquor importation and exportation, govermments also
forfeited valuable import and export taxes. The New Brunswick govern-
ment claimed that the close of the export liquor houses cost them
$250,000 a year.108 Finally govermments were even denied the money from
fines for prohibition violations because most enforcement was controlled
at the municipal level.l09 Mearwhile, with prohibition proving
ineffective, expenditures on enforcement seemed like a waste of money.

Govermment control would relieve some of this financial strain. It
would also generate much needed govermment revenue. British Columbia,
for example, adopted govermment control in 1921. They pulled in
$9,276,000.00 in alcohol sales in 1923, $11,663,800.00 in 1924 and
$11,409,100.00 in 1925. Similarly, Manitoba which adopted govermment
control in 1924 aobtained $3,639,200.00 in 1924 and $2,962,900.00 in
1925. Govermment control must have appeared irresistibly delicious to
flat-broke Maritime provincial goverrments.

Moreover, the ending of prohibition for a licensed system would
have appealed to variocus elements in Maritime society. The plebiscites
had shown that even in the early 1920s there was resistance to prochibi-

tion in many Catholic, French-speaking, Anglican and city commnities.
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By 1924 liquor importers and exporters joined with brewers and dis-
tillers in opposition to prchibition. Many workers would have appre-
ciated access to better beer. Indeed, at least in Nova Scotia, in 1924,
many from these groups, (still working through F. H. Bell,) joined with
the Trades and Labor Council, Mayor K. Hawkins of Halifax and the MIAs
for Halifax county, Joseph Weeks and W. P. Buckley to call for amend-
ments to the prchibition act. When their Beer Bill failed to make
progress in 1924, the formed a Moderation League in 1925.110 The rank
ard file of the membership remained mysterious. It seems that they were
the old Committee of Citizens, mostly male and Halifax based. Their
cause seemed popular. For example when they presented their Beer Bill
in 1924, the Halifax Morning Chronicle noted that "the hearing threaten-
ed to devolue into a vaudeville show, ... at times the House rocked with
laughter, ... for every point in favour of more liquid liberty was
received by applause."l1l others thought differently, of course. WCIU
President Ada Powers, like most prohibitionists, despised them

Today we have a class of men who call themselves Moderational-

ists. They advocate wines and beers and they dare to tell us

that our problem is solved if such a law is put on ocur statute

books. They are now canvassing the country for signatures to

a petition to present to the Goverrment as early as possible.

Iet me tell you they are not the men who have either the

weight or standing in the city of Halifax. Resolved that we

... resist to the utmost the efforts of the Moderation leaque

which seeks to have the sale of wine and beer legalized.l

It seems these "rumours" that provincial goverrments wished to dump
prochibition in favour of govermment control had some validity. As early
as 1922, for example, New Brunswick Liberal Premier Foster ncted that
"public sentiment is for a change from the present prohibitory law."113

His successor, Premier Veniot let it be well known that "he did not
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pretend to be a prohibitionists nor was he an apostle of prohibi-
tion."114 In Nova Scotia Premier Armstrong was much quieter on the
issue. But, he said "I regret to have to admit that there is con-
siderable illegal trafficking of liquor at the present time. Smggling,
rum-running and other illegal acts are I regret to say too apparent."115
On Prince Edward Island Conservative Premier J. D. Stewart would take
goverrment control as cne of his political planks in the 1927 provincial
election. 116

Yet Maritime prohibitionists were too strong in 1925 to attempt
goverrment control. Whenever the govermment control topic emerged, the
prohibition forces fiercely attacked. There are numercus examples.
"Goverrment Control is threatening, we must fight it" argued the Nova
Scotia Sons of Temperance in 1925.117 The WCIU maintained that "we
believe that the prohibitory liquor law is greatly in advance over any
form of goverrment control.”118 1In New Brunswick the United Farmers
leader A. C. Fawcett insisted that the goverrment should not consider
"repealing the New Brunswick Temperance Act and substituting for it one
which would give better control and provide reverue.... A plebiscite
had been taken on the question and the Prohibition Act was in force, and
he did not think any Govermment or Premier would take it upon themselves
to violate the will of the people and undertake to introduce a liquor
law for profit."119 on Prince Edward Island the Western District of the
loyal Orange Order, along with others, warned Premier Stewart not to
tamper with the prohibition act.120 Across the region the Methodist,

Baptist and Presbyterian churches echoed similar sentiments.l2l After
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1925, the United Church would also support prohibition and fight
goverrment control . 122

Consequently, through till 1925, the provincial govermments could
do little but by-pass goverrment control for the moment. Premier
Stewart of Prince Edward Island acted bewildered. Why were prohibition-
ists '"under the impression the Govermment was going to repeal the
present law!"123 pPremier Veniot of New Brunswick was more candid. In
the legislature on March 19, 1923, he informed the House that "no act or
word of his since taking office would lead anybody to think that he ever
desired or hoped for the adoption of the British Columbia Act." Veniot
also reaffirmed his pledge to the prchibition principle. He asserted
that while he was not a prohibitionist,

He wanted it understood, however that he was a believer in the

laws that had prohibition on the statute boocks and he was

determined to enforce it to the limit. When he took office he

had promised to enforce the law and he would make the effort

and be the judge. If having made the effort he was convinced

that the law could not be enforced and the fault was in the

law, he would go before the Temperance Alliance and the

temperance pecple and submit something which he believed would

be an improvement. If a new law should be enacted, it would

not be put into force until submitted to the people.l24
In Nova Scotia Liberal Premier Armstrong claimed he would enforce the
act as best as he could.

Good was not good encugh. The fundamental problem prohibitionists
believed was not with the law but with enforcement. When, at mid-
decade, provincial elections were held, many prohibitionist strove to
throw out the old and bring in the new. Provincial elections were held
in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick in 1925 and in Prince Edward Island in
1927. In each instance there was a change of goverrment. In Nova

Scotia Liberal E. H. Armstrong was replaced by Conservative E. N.
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Rhodes; in New Brunswick Liberal P. J. Venict was replaced by Conserva-
tive J.B.M. Baxter; on Prince Edward Island Conservative J. D. Stewart
was replaced by Liberal A. C. Saunders. In each case many Maritime
prohibition leaders and organizations champiocned a change in goverrment.
But how important prchibition support was in these contests is both
difficult to determine and questionable.

It seems that in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, their voting
behaviour helped to defeat the existing goverrment and elect a new
govermment but in neither contest was prohibiticon support the decisive
factor. 1In Nova Scotia, for example, many prohibitionists wanted the
end of the Armstrong regime. Just after the election the WCIU noted
that

Whereas the new administration in Nova Scotia stands pledged

to a vigorous enforcement of ocur public laws and whereas the

Nova Scotia Temperance Act has for a long time been widely and

contimicusly and openly violated with the result that a

critical stage has now been reached in the life of cur people,

be it therefore resolved ... that we urge on the new adminis-

tration at Halifax a fulfillment of their election pledge and

a prampt beginning of an active and vigorous prosecuct:lon of

all violators of the Nova Scotia Temperance Act. 125
Yet, while prohibitionists probably favoured Rhodes over Armstrong, it
is doubtful if their votes were crucial to the ocutcome. As E. R. Forbes
astutely pointed cut, after 1923

The luckless Armstrong was left to face a critical depression,

disastrous strikes in the major coal and steel industries,

méunting costs of goverrment and dwindling reverues. The

result of the election of June 25, 1925 was almost a foregone

conclusion as the Conservatives urder the leade.rshlp of E. N.

Rhodes won 40 of the 43 seats in the Assembly.126

Similarly in New Brunswick, Veniot’s personal anti-prohibition
sentiments, his mediocre enforcement record, his call for ancther

prohibition plebiscite and the persistence of the belief that, if
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elected, the Liberals would introduce goverrmment control, all hurt the
Liberals at the polls. The Conservatives stand was "being in favour of
the enforcement of the Act so long as it remains on the Statute Books of
the Province."127 Consequently on August 1, 1925 the Temperance
Alliance, in their Bulletin called for the endorsement of "all candi-
dates for re—election who were members of the Opposition."128 vet, as
in Nova Scotia, prochibition support only helped defeat Venict and elect
Baxter. Veniot faced mumerous cbstacles including the econamic
recession and his use of patronage. His nickname was "Good Roads
Veniot." Also, according to A. Doyle "another important, perhaps
decisive issue in that campaign was Veniot’s ethnic and religicus
background. For the first time in history, New Brunswickers were being
asked to elect an Acadian and a Roman Catholic as their Premier. It was
not to be."123

Only on Prince Edward Island was prochibition support significant.
There, the situation was radically different from the other two
provinces. Whereas A. C. Saunders’ Liberal opposition "decided to stick
by the Prohibitory Ilaw with Amendments,' Conservative Premier Stewart
tock as part of his platform "the Repeal of the Prohibition Act and the
enactment of a Temperance Iaw."130 This was a govermment control
proposal. The govermment would keep saloons closed, but sell liquor "at
a reasonable price" to all "unobjectionable applicants over 21 years of
age" who held drinking permits issued by the goverrment.131 Not
surprisingly Island prohibitionists were outraged by Stewart’s plans.
They not only backed the Liberal opposition but "the Temperance Alliance

undertook to organize the whole of the province for the Liberal
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party."132 Island dry’s ran the 1927 provincial election like a
provincial prohibition plebiscite, a process they were very skilled at.
They held speeches, rallies and picnics and drew upon a rmumber of
prominent national prohibition leaders including Dr. Murdock MacKinnon
of the Dominion Temperance Alliance, Mrs. Gordon Wright, President of
the Canadian WCIU; Reverend John Coburn, Social Service Secretary of the
United Church of Canada; Reverend A Sutherland of the New Brunswick
Temperance Alliance and Mrs. H. P. Newcombe of the Nova Scotia WcTU.133
Incidently, some of these activities were illegal, in violation of the
1922 Election Act which "banned any non-resident of the province from
canvassing or campaigning in a provincial election." It was a measure
implemented by an earlier Liberal goverrment.l34

The Liberals took 24 of 30 seats. Although the Liberal popular
majority was small, at 7%, the Liberals had increased the mumber of
votes polled by 8742, between the elections of 1923 and 1929. This
probably reflected the effectiveness of an organized campaign, aimed at
delivering the vote. Island prohibitionists greatly assisted the
Liberal climb to power.

Between 1918 and 1925 the prohibition movement in the Maritime
provinces enjoyed its most prosperous and influential times. Throughout
the period, prohibitionists had racked up several important accomplish-
ments. They had successfully fought off a potential dangercus post-war
lull in enthusiasm; mustered impressive prchibition plebiscite majori-
ties, choked off the interprovincial and intermational legal importation
of alcchol; shut down the nefarious export liquor warehouses and beat

back the first challenge for goverrment control. However, their
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ultimate goal, to reform, modify and indeed stop the consumption of
alcchol for beverage purposes did not materialize. In fact judged by
the increasingly numerous reports of wide-spread alcchol consumption
from across the region, it seemed that their prime cbjective was further
away in 1925 than it had been in 1918. By the mid-1920s on Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, prohibitionists had fresh
new goverrmments officially, at least conmitted to both prochibition and
enforcement. They felt, as Ada Powers argued, “that a critical stage
has now been reached in the life of our people."135 at this transition
stage, the question was whether prohibition would work or continue to

deteriorate.
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Report of the Inspector-in-Chief under the Nova Scotia Temperance
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Province of Nova Scotia, Session, 1917, Apperdix No. 36 (hereafter,
Temperance Inspector’s Report, N.S.).
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Canadian Anmual Review, 1916, p. 634; Sons of Temperance, New
Brunswick, Minutes, 1917.

Bentley, "Prohibition and the Plebiscite;" Globe (Saint John) April
7, 1917.

The Control and Sale of Liquor in Canada, Daminion Bureau of
Statistics, Ottawa, 1938.

Temperance Inspector’s Report, N.S., 1918.
Daily Telegraph (Saint John, N.B.) May 15, 30, 1918.
Arsenault Papers, PAPEI.

Sons of Temperance, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1916; WCIU, Nova Scotia,
Minutes, 1918.

Daily Telegraph (Saint Jochn, N.B.) May 30, 1918; WCIU, New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island, Minutes, 1918.
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Forbes, "Prchibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia," p. 27.

Church of England, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, Minutes,
1917.

Forbes, "Prohibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia," p. 28.
Ibid., p. 28.

Temperance Inspectors Reports, N.S., 1914-1918.

Canadian Anmual Review, 1919, p. 715.

Ibid., 1919, pp. 575-576.

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI), April 18, 19, 20, 1922.

The judgement on the Flood Ceriorari was delivered on Jamuary 10,
1922. Between January and April, 1922, both the Patriot (Char-
lottetown, PEI) and the Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI) discussed the

significance of the case at length. See, for example, the Patrioct,
Jaruary 11, April 17-21, 1922 and Guardian, April 17-21, 1922.

Yearbook, United Baptists, Maritimes, 1918, for example, pointed
out

It was indeed a great day for Canada when the Order-in-
Council prohibiting the transportation of liquor from cne
province to another went into operation. It showed what
really could be achieved with Prchibition and effective
officers. This Order-in-Council is only operative from one
year after the Declaration of Peace has been signed ard we in
Canada today are standing face to face with a grave and
sericus situation. It may be that questions will be raised as
soon as Parliament meets regarding the validity of the Order
and it would be becoming us as a great denomination to put
ourselves on record regarding the passing of permanent
legislation as drastic as the Order-in-Council now operating.

Canadian Annual Review, 1920, pp. 676-677.

Synoptic Report of the Proceedings of the Iegislative Assembly of
the Province of New Brunswick, 1922, p. 49 (hereafter Debates,
N.B.).

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI) April 20, 1922.

The Baptist, Methodist, and Presbyterian churches adopted strongly
worded prohibition resolutions in their conventions throughout the
decade of the 1920s.

Sons of Temperance, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1918-1925.
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Sons of Temperance, New Brunswick, Mimutes, 1919. In 1923 the Nova
Scotia Sons would camplain that their membership was dropping, "the
principle reason being the tremendous exodus of our people from
Nova Scotia."

The Control and Sale of Alcchol in Canada.

Temperance Inspector’s Report, N.S. 1919.

Port Maitland Social Service Council to E. H. Armmstrong, February
22, 1919; Carleton Social Service Council to E. H. Armstrong,
February 25, 1919. Armstrong Papers.

Canadian Annual Review, 1919, p. 703.

The Control and Sale of Alcochol in Canada.

Daily Telegraph (Saint John, N.B.) May 2, 7, 1919.

Methodists, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island, Minutes, 1919.
Canadian Anmial Review, 1920, p. 697.

Control and Sale of Alcchol Canada.

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI), April 20, 1922.

Canadian Anmual Review, 1921, p. 737; M. R. Clark, "Island

Politics" in F.W.P. Bolger, Canada’s Smallest Province, A History
of P.E.I. (Charlottetown, PEI, 1973), p. 322.

Guardian, (Charlottetown), April 20, 1922; Clark, p. 323.
Morning Chronicle, (Halifax, N.S.), Jaruary 6, March 4, 1919.
Ibid., February 28, 1919.

Halifax Chronicle (Halifax, NS), Octcber 26, 1929.

Morning Chronicle (Halifax, NS), May 1, 1919.

E. R. Forbes and A. A. MacKenzie, Demon Rum.

Morning Chronicle. (Halifax, NS), February 28, 1919.
Ibid., March 7, 1919.

Ibid., May 1, 1919. Throughout this paper a distinction is made
between the "liquor interests,'" meaning those legally and semi-
legally engaged in the liquor business and smigglers, rum-runners,
bootleggers and moonshiners who operated campletely outside the
law. The liquor interests wanted the repeal of prohibition so they
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might re-establish their business interests. The outlaws wanted to
maintain prohibition so they could keep their business interests
alive.

Morning Chronicle (Halifax, NS), Octcber 22, 1920.

Ibid., May 1, 1919, October 22, 1920.

Ibid., Octcber 22, 1920.

Daily Telegraph (Saint John, N.B.) February, 11, 1919.

Ibid., March 1, 1919.

Ibid., March 1, 22, 1919.

Ibid., March 22, 1919.

Ibid., March 22, 1919.

Debates, N.B., 1920, p. 247.

Ibid., 1920, pp. 247-248.

Ibid., 1920, p. 248.

Canadian Annual Review, 1919, p. 724; Clark, p. 322.

Ibid., 1919, p. 724.

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI), April 14, 1919. Good to their word,
the Laborers Protective Union did not quickly give up their fight
against prohibition. In 1923 "The Laborer’s Union took its stand
as opposed to the prohibitory law and to any other measure which
tended to became opporessive. Nobody knows more than the working
man, who is working at all hours of the night, the drunkenness that
goes on in and among the other classes. He sees wealthy people
caming hame at all hours ‘ginned-up,’ and not on bootleg stuff
either." Guardian, Jamuary 19, 1923.

Forbes, "Prchibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia,". p. 29.

For verification of these figures along with the actual results,
please see Apperdixes 17-43.

Sons of Temperance, Nova Scotia, Minutes 1920; Methodists, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, Minutes, 1920.

It is very interesting that this phrase, "prchibition was here to
stay" was used repeatedly by Maritime prohibitionists throughout
the first half of the 1920s but appeared very seldamly after 1925.
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A number of important writings have examined the econamic plight of
the Maritimes in the 1920s. Two good overviews are E. R. Forbes,
Maritime Rights and J. G. Reid, "The 1920s: Decade of Struggle" in
his Six Crucial Decades, Times of Change in the History of the
Maritimes, (Halifax, N.S., 1987). In both of these studies can be
found excellent bibliographies with works on specific aspects of
this period. The "Bibliography" sections of Acadiensis for 1987,
1988 and 1989, contain works done on this period since the Forbes
and Reid studies were published.

The literature on the Maritime place in the North American

rum running era is considerable. C. Mark Davis in "Atlantic
Canada’s Rum Running Tradition," Acadiensis, Vol. XIV, No. 2, 1985,
analyzed and reviewed eight books on the subject, while noting over
twenty other works on the topic. Since that review was published,
other works have appeared including J. Morrison and J. Moreira,
Tempered By Rum and G and D Robinson, It Came by the Boat Ioad,
(Np. 1985). Most of this material can be fourd listed in the
bibliography of this dissertation.

Forbes, "Rum in the Maritimes’ Economy During the Prohibition Era"
in, Morrison ard Moreira, Tempered by Rum, pp. 103-109.

Temperance Inspectors Report, N.S., 1921-1924.
Ibid., 1925.

Sons of Temperance, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1921; WCTU, Nova Scotia,
Minutes 1923.

WCIU, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1925.

These are but examples and samples of the many letters and
petitions that are in the E. H. Armstrong Papers, 1920-1925.

H. R. Grant to E. H. Armstrong, April 10, 1924, Armmstrong Papers.

For details on conditions in New Brunswick between 1920 and 1925,
see C. Mark Davis, "Prchibition in New Brunswick, 1917-1927,"
Chapters 2 and 3, pp. 48-109. There is not a good single source of
this period for Prince Edward Island, although newspaper reports
for the period certainly confirm widespread violations of the
prohibition act.

H. A. Rice to E. H. Armstrong, April 13, 1923, Armstrong Papers.

A good example, among many, reflecting a hardening of attitudes
towards prohibition by the mid-1920s is the United Baptists Woman’s
Missionary Union who in 1924 declared.

We stand true to the prohibition principles of our
denomination, and ... are opposed to the importa-
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tion, manufacture or sale of alccholic liquors as a
beverage and, further, we are prepared to pledge our
support to those political candidates who stand
four-square for these principles.

Guardian, April 20, 1922.

Nova Scotia Social Service Council to E. H. Armstrong, June 9,
1923.

See Armstrong Papers, June, 1923 — April, 1924.
J. W. Nicholson, Dartmouth to E. H. Ammstrong, March 21, 1924.
American Iadies Home Journal, September, 1923. The campaign to

close the export liquor warehouses is explained in more details in
C. Mark Davis, "Prochibition in New Brunswick, 1917-1927."

Debates, New Brunswick, 1922.
Canadian Annual Review, 1923, p. 655.
Presbyterian Witness, May 31, 1923.
Debates, New Brunswick, 1923, p. 217.

Presbyterian Witness, May 23, 1924.

H. R. Grant to H. Thornton, November, 1924, reference fournd in
Armstrong Papers.

H. Thornton to E. H. Armstrong, November 8, 1924, Armstrong Papers.

Sons of Temperance to E. H. Armstrong, December 3, 1923, Armstrong
Papers.

N.S. WCIU to E. H. Armstrong, April 1924, Armstrong Papers.
Halifax-Dartmouth Ministerial Association to E. H. Armstrong, March
22, 1924. Also in the Armstrong Papers is the series of letters
between Reverend H. E. Thomas and E. H. Armstrong for October,
November, and December of 1924 concerning possible liquor smuggling
from Nova Scotia to New Brunswick.

Armstrong Papers.

Canadian Annual Review, 1924, p. 374.

Ibid., p. 374.

Bentley, "Prohibition and the Plebiscite."
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Canadian Annual Review, 1925, p. 432.

For a larger view of the econamic recession of the 1920s ard its
impact upon the provincial goverrments see Forbes, Maritime Rights,
. 54-72.

The cost of enforcement of prohibition can only be directly shown
in New Brunswick, which had its own prchibition enforcement force.
The Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island govermments had prohibi-
tion inspectors but much of the enforcement was done by the
provincial police forces or by the municipal authorities. Thus
while the Nova Scotia goverrment only listed approximately
$8000.00/year for prohibition enforcement, not included in this
figure was the cost of the provincial police force which claimed it
was spending the majority of its time enforcing the prohibition
laws.

The sale of alcchol through vendors, from which provincial
govermments received a percentage of the revernue for all liquor
sold was a contentious issue in all three provinces throughout the
prohibition era. Prohibitionists frequently called for amendments
to the prohibition acts designed to supervise and limit vendor
selling. A good system was never devised because most of the time,
verdors sold alcchol, "under the table," without permits, records
or entries. Between September 1922 and September 1923 two Halifax
vendors leqally pulled in combined profits of $40,000.00.

Debates, New Brunswick, 1922.

In Forbes and MacKenzie Demon Rum, Inspector Clifford Rose provides
a very revealing description of the actual workings of prohibition
in Nova Scotia at the municipal level.

Morning Chronicle (Halifax, NS), March 19, 1924.

Ibid., March 19, 1924. On March 17, 1924, the Halifax Trades and
ILabor Council urged E. H. Armstrong to hold a plebiscite on wine
ard beer legislation. Armstrong Papers.

WCTU, Nova Scotia Minutes, 1925.

Davis, "Prochibition in New Brunswick," pp. 95-103.

Ibid., p. 112.

E. H. Ammstrong to N.S. WCIU September 20, 1923, Armstrong Papers.
Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI) May 4, 1927.

Sons of Temperance, Nova Scotia Minutes, 1925.

WCIU, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1925.
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Davis, "Prohibition in New Brunswick," p. 97.

J. D. Stewart to M. MacCaull, Jamuary 26, 1924, J. D. Stewart
Papers, PAPEI.

Maritime church reaction to goverrmment control legislation is
discussed in Davis, "Prohibition in New Brunswick," pp. 96-98. A
good example would be the Maritime Baptists who pledged themselves
"in opposition to adoption of any system of goverrment control of
liquor for beverage purposes."

The United Church’s official publication The United Churchman
(Sackville, N.B.), was begun on November 4 of 1925, and it began
imnediately to attack govermment control.

Stewart to MacCaull, Jamary 26, 1924, Stewart Papers.
Davis "Prochibition in New Brunswick," p. 100.
WCTU, Nova Scotia, Mimutes, 1925.

Forbes, "Prohibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia," p. 31.
For other factors that influenced the 1925 Nova Scotia provincial
election see Forbes, "The Rise and Fall of the Conservative Party
in the Provincial Politics of Nova Scotia, 1922-1933," unpublished
MA thesis, Dalhousie, 1967, Chapter 2; and Forbes, Maritime Rights,
pp. 138-139.

Davis "Prchibition in New Brunswick," p. 121. Davis has examined
in further detail the 1925 election campaign in New Brunswick,
Chapter 4 and the significance of the election, Chapter 5.

Between May and August of 1925, the New Brunswick Temperance
Alliance, along with other prohibition organizations went from a
relatively neutral position in the election to an essentially total
endorsement of Baxter and the Conservative party. See Teledgraph
Journal (Saint John, N.B.), May 29, 30, June 8, 13, 24 28, July 7,
14, August 1, 1925.

A. Doyle, The Premiers of New Brunswick, (Fredericton, N.B., 1983),
pp. 47-50; , Front Benches and Back Rooms, (pp. 242-263,
and Reid, Six Crucial Decades, pp. 179-180.

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI), May 4, 1927.
Ibid., May 4, 1927.

Ibid., June 27, 1927.

Ibid., May 4-June 24, 1927.

Clark, "Island Politics," pp. 323-324.
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135. WCTU, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1925.



Chapter VI

The Decline of Prchibition

The 1925 to 1930 period was an exceedingly disappointing and
disillusioning one for Maritime prohibitionists. During these years the
prohibition movement encountered a series of setbacks that substantially
weakened the basic foundations of the anti-liquor crusade. From a
"critical time" in 1925, the prohibition movement entered a period of
"serious crisis."l Dry confidence in their ability to maintain
prohibition, let along expand its effectiveness deteriorated. Whereas
in the early 1920s they were certain that "prohibition was here to
stay," by the late 1920s they had deep doubts and rallied to the call of
"Beware, Beware" and "Hold the Line."? The line did not hold.
Prohibition in New Brunswick fell in 1927. Two years later Nova Scotia
joined the wet ranks. By 1930 only Prince Edward Island stood as the
last bastion of prohibition, not only in the Maritimes, but in Canada.
Prince Edward Island kept prohibition until 1948, yet it was increasing-
ly evident that after 1930, even Islanders went thirsty only by choice.

As was the case in the United States and other parts of Canada, the
factors responsible for the decline of prohibition were camplicated and
tightly interrelated. This complexity inherent in prohibition’s decline
is not always fully acknowledged or appreciated by all historians.

Often a single factor, such as ineffectiveness, is stressed over others.
In the Maritimes, at least, it is evident that prchibition was under-
mined by four interconnected forces, which can be generalized under the

themes of traditional, practical, econocmic and ideological.
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One of the important forces which led to the decline of prchibition
laws was the existence and persistent of traditional opposition to
prohibition. Throughout the one hundred year history of anti-liquor
movements in the Maritimes, there existed segments of society who were
and remained opposed to prohibition for a variety of reasons. Parts of
the Catholic, Anglican, Acadian, city, labor and liquor interest
camunity traditionally either opposed prohibition, or were indifferent
and uninterested in the crusade. This traditional opposition to
prohibition was revealed in the Scott Act elections of the 1870s and
1880s, and the prohibition plebiscites of both the 1890s and the 1920s.
From 1830 to 1930 few prohibition leaders were drawn from these groups.
Resistance to prohibition in these groups eroded slightly in the War and
the immediate post-war period. For example, certain spokespeople for
Catholics, and Anglicans openly supported the cause. Yet as the
plebiscites of the 1920s illustrate prohibition support was limited and
always less than in the White Anglo-Saxon, English-speaking rural-small
town areas of Baptist, Methodist Congregationalist and Presbyterian
faiths. In the late 1920s it is difficult to identify precisely the
full character of prohibition opposition from these groups. New
Brunswick repealed prohibition without a plebiscite. In the Nova Scotia
plebiscite of 1929, when a majority of voters rejected prchibition,
specific motivation is not discernible. In Prince Edward Island the
plebiscite actually registered a majority for prohibition but only had
limited impact on future develcpments. Moreover traditional opponents
to prohibition have done future historians of the movement a terrible

disservice by not fully articulating and recording the reasons and
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rationale for their positions. It seems however that those pecple
traditionally opposed to prohibition remained opposed to prohibition in
the late 1920s. It is interesting and revealing that in 1929 Nova
Scotian Social Service Secretary H. R. Grant demonstrated Catholic
support for prohibition by relying upon statements made by Halifax
Bishop Morrison before the 1920 plebiscite referendum. 3

On the practical level prohibition was a failure. Ultimately
deeply-rooted Maritime drinking traditions triumphed over non-voluntary
total abstinence. It was overwhelmingly apparent, especially after
1925, that prohibitory legislation did not stop people fram drinking.
Maritimers consumed alcohol for beverage purposes or did not consume
alcohol beverages despite the prohibitory liquor laws and not because of
them. There was as little validity in the prochibitionist’s argument
that prohibition decreased liquor consumption as there was in the
moderationist arguments that prohibition increased liquor consumption,
by creating a sense of "fashionable" lawlessness whereby it was an
exciting challenge to outmaneuver prchibition enforcement authorities.4

Prohibition did however greatly determine the nature of alcchol
consumption habits. Prohibitory laws against alcchol consumption meant
that alcohol, often of dubious quality, was procured through illegal
means, and secretly consumed beyond the observation of enforcement
authorities. The ways and means of alcchol consumption during the
prohibition era consistently defeated enforcement attempts. Moreover,
by defining what was legal and illegal, prohibitory liquor laws forced
almost everyone even remotely associated with alcchol consumption to

operate ocutside the law. Consequently the illegal domain of the liquor
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traffic was far too large to ever be effectively regulated. Widespread
viclations of prchibition laws in the form of smuggling, rum running,
bootlegging, moonshining, and illicit sales, along with behaviour which
seemed to accampany the illicit liquor traffic, including violence,
death, piracy, bribery, highjacking, political corruption, prostitution,
perjury and a illicit trade in drugs, cigarettes and immigrants led many
Maritimers to scratch their heads in bewilderment. Prohibitory
legislation was creating and encouraging the development of some of the
societal ills that it was designed to eradicate. Many people became
convinced that there had to be a better way to reform alcohol consump-
tion habits. Prohibition itself needed reforming. Temperance educa-
tion, voluntary total abstinence, the goverrment control of the quality,
sale and distribution of alcchol and a tightly requlated high licensed
system would be the alternative which attracted many.

Practical objections to prohibition coincided with regional
economic pressures which were believed could be partly relieved by the
repeal of prohibition and adoption of goverrment control. As outlined
in Chapter 5, the region contimued to deeply feel the impact of the
prolonged economic recession of the 1920s. The closing of export liquor
houses in the mid-1920s, deprived provincial goverrments of valuable
sources of revenue. Attempts to combat the growing illicit liquor
traffic pushed up enforcement costs. New Brunswick spent $60,000.00 on
enforcement in 1920 and $86,799.00 on enforcement in 1926. As well by
the late 1920s there emerged cther economic demands on the provinces.
These would include cther "progressive" measures such as the provincial

share in 0ld Age Pension and Mothers Allowance schemes, which the
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Maritime goverrments could ill-afford. It was argued that if the
provinces did not adopt goverrment control then they would have to
resort to direct taxation which would cost each head of a family thirty
dollars a year. Mearwhile goverrments who adopted goverrment control
were raking in handsome reverues. In 1929 Manitcba received
$7,372,600.00 from this source, Saskatchewan $14,067,800.00 and British
Columbia $15,132,900.00.°

Finally in the late 1920s there were signs that the ideological
foundations upon which prohibition rested were receding. The ebbing of
secular and religious reformism in the late 1920s was not peculiar to
Maritime Canada. As a mumber of historians have shown, it was a
phencmenon that tock place across North America.® The failure of the
Ieague of Nations, the return of isolationism, the failure of some
progressive policies, the institution of others, growing materialism,
the introduction of the welfare state and internal reform divisions have
all cited as either being responsible for the decline in idealism or
were symptoms of it. As reformism waned, prohibition suffered accord-
ingly. Many of those who believed that prohibition would usher in a new
society were indeed disillusioned.

The declining influence of reform idealism was also evident in the
Maritimes in the late 1920s. Unfortunately for so long has a regiocnal
conservative stereotype been applied to Maritime Canada that the
region’s "participation in reforms of North America’s progressive era'
has gone largely unnoticed.’ Consequently little attention has been
devoted to the ervsion of progressive ideals. But as has been noted as

with other Canadian provinces "the Maritime provinces ... were profound-
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ly affected by the pressures of war and the transforming power of post-
war adjustment. The Maritimes experienced the ‘Progressive Movement, ’
its churches were affected by the ‘Social Gospel’ and its politics and
econamy were influenced by radical socialist ideas."® And as in the
rest of Canada the region’s "progressive faith that the new society
which they envisioned was imminent and would emerge from the reconstruc-
tion which would follow the war [was] universally doaomed to disappoint-
ment."? Clifford Rose, of New Glasgow a one time young progressive
activist noted in 1925 that life "has passed its zenith leaving
shattered illusions, shattered opinion and shattered idols."19 He
reflected the feelings of many.

The combination of the traditional, practical, econcmic and
ideological forces responsible for the decline of the prchibition
movement in Maritime Canada, was evident in each province but often
varied in intensity and impact in the individual provinces. Consequent-
ly, the timing and nature of the retreat from prohibition was somewhat
different in each province. In 1927, for example, New Brunswick was the
first Maritime province to repeal prochibition. This early repeal came
as a bitter shock to New Brunswick prohibitionists, to say the least.
Indeed, following the 1925 election, they had good reason to be nothing
less than jubilant. They sincerely believed that they had succeeded in
eradicating a corrupt and anti-prchibitionist Liberal Goverrment and
replacing it with a true prohibitionist Conservative one. Not only had
the Conservatives promised to enforce the law for so long as it was on
the statute books and to give prohibition a fair trial, but also the

Alliance had a written assurance from Premier Baxter that if the "law be
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destroyed or sericusly amended it must be done by the will of the pecple
themselves."1l Baxter thought that three or four years was a reasonable
trial period.l? The Temperance Bulletin reiterated Baxter’s promise in
September, 1925. It reported

The Opposition gave us ample and full assurance if they were

elected to office, they would give us an efficient and
sufficient lengthy period of enforcement so as to insure a

fair opportunity to prove its value. The temperance people

aocepted the assurances given and voted for the Opp051tlon and

aided in winning for them the majority gained. 13

Moreover temperance advocates were pleased that of the 37 Conserva-
tives elected, 26 had signed the pledge to stoutly uphold prohibiticn.
According to the Bulletin, prohibitionists were "looking out upon a more
promising future."4 Having secured a friendly Goverrment, they were
prepared to render it all possible cooperation. The Bulletin suggested
that

... now that the members elected to the legislature are

pledged to carry out the prohibitory law, our duty is to stand

back and give them all possible help in their work ... give

the new men a fair chance. Do not be too ready to find fault

but let us aid them with everything in ocur power and success

is sure to come.l®
The first annual conference of the United Church adopted a resolution
declaring that "we are grateful to note that the Goverrment of New
Brunswick has expressed its purpose to enforce the prohibitory law in
that province and we pledge our support of every reasonable plan devised
for that purpose."l® The Baptist Church believed that with cocperation
prohibition was "capable of being strictly enforced."l7

Prohibitionists did however have one other request; they unanimous-
ly wanted J. B. Hawthorne dismissed as Chief Liquor Inspector. On

August 31, 1925 the I.0.G.T. conveyed a formal resolution to Baxter
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demanding Hawthorne’s replacement and on September 17 the Bulletin
"asked those in authority to appoint as Chief Inspector a man who will
give his whole time to the work of carrying out the law and cne in whom
there will be general confidence."1® A few days later the Temperance
Alliance adopted a resolution calling for "the dismissal of the Chief
Inspector and his successor be as recammended by the Provincial
Alliance."1® The man favoured for the post by Donald Fraser, President
of the Alliance, was L. A. Gagnon, the Chief Game Warden. But in this
instance the request of the temperance people went unfulfilled. On
November 17, 1925 Baxter announced that Hawthorne would remain as Chief
Inspector, at least for the immediate future.20 Hawthorne was eventual-
ly replaced on April 14, 1926 but W. L. McFarlane, not L. A. Gagnon,
received the appointment.?l

A prohibitionist — Conservative goverrment honeymoon emerged
during the spring and summer of 1926. The Conservatives seemed sincere
in their promises to strictly enforce prohibition. In the legislature
on March 23, 1926 for example Premier Baxter restated that "this
Goverrment has come into office upon a declaration that the prohibition
law would be given a fair trial and they still stood by that."22 Of the
37 Conservatives in the House, 13 addressed the prchibition issue and
all 13 pledged themselves to a "fair trial."?3 However Baxter noted,
the goverrment was enforcing the law "against the real will of a very
large percentage of the oormrunity."24

The Conservatives also emphasized that a rigid enforcement of
prohibition would greatly curtail fiscal spending. The general finances

of the province were in a very poor state with the public debt steadily
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increasing. It was jumping approximately one million dollars every year
and stood at $33,736,939.15 in 1926.25 If liquor fram legal vendor
sources were to be further reduced and revemue from those sources
discontinued, (approximately one half million dollars), then, the
Conservatives warned, financial difficulties would result. 1In his
budget speech of March 26, 1926 the Finance Minister, A. J. leger of
Westmorland, declared that the decrease in the sale of liquor would mean
a decrease in vital revenue. He stated that "The liquor export tax
which was giving the province about $200,000 yearly, has of late years
been eliminated and in one sense I am not complaining about it." But,
Leger pointed out, "The logical and only conclusion is that we cannot
possibly go on creating either new or enlarging avernues of expenditures
without creating other new or enlarging sources of reveme."26
Conservative B. F. Smith of Carleton hinted at the same problems on
March 18. Significantly decreasing legal sales "would mean the cutting
off of perhaps a half a million dollars from the revermue as compared
with past years. Whence would come the money to replace it. These
conditions had to be faced. Our public services must be maintained."27
Premier Baxter placed the question before the House much more bluntly on
April 15. He maintained that

... to give a fair trial means that we must forego the revernue
which has heretofore been received from that source. We will
forego it - we must forego it. Is it too much to ask of the
people of New Brunswick who have said that they want that law
to have a fair trial, is it too much to ask them to extend
their prohibition sentiment to their bank account ard not let
it stop merely with the utterances of their lips. If the
people want this source of revenue cut off, the pecple must
realize that it is very difficult to make up the lost revenue
through some other source, which other source must be their

own contribution in same form. This is indeed a question for
the people to ponder over and decide.?8
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wWhile the Conservatives were no more successful in enforcing prohibition
than the Liberals, they at least made a greater effort. In 1926, the
Conservatives spent $86,799.43 on enforcement, $16,799.43 more than
their yearly estimate and higher than the $72,722.20 spent in 1924 and
the $78,589.00 spent in 1925 by the Liberals. The liquor fines
collected in 1926 exceeded the estimate by $22,000.00 and $28,000.00
more was collected than in 1925, although the fine scale remained
unchanged. The Liquor Control Board sold $294,313.46 worth of liquor in
1926 which was well below the $490,195.34 collected in 1924 and the
$450,000.00 in 1925. Generally more money was spent on enforcement,
more fines collected and less liquor was sold.

Yet prohibition continued to be widely violated. Every day new
evidence surfaced in the press exposing the depths of the illicit liquor

traffic. The editor of the Saint John Telegraph Journal pessimistically

noted on October 30, 1926, that "never since the law was adopted has
there been a really serious attempt to enforce its provisions."2? By
late 1926 prohibitionists were convinced that the Baxter govermment was
not filling its election pledge. The honeymoon was over. Prohibition-
ists began to condemn the Conservatives for non-enforcement of prohibi-
tion. In September, 1926, the I.0.G.T. argued that

Nothing could be said in its favour after a year’s trial by

the new Goverrment. They had promised to give the Act a fair

trial but such was not being done and there seemed to be no

possibility of it ever being enforced with the men in power

who are just as bad as those we had before.
'"We deplore the apparent lack of enforcement of the New Brunswick
Prohibitory Act and the endeavours in some quarters to discredit it on

account of such lack of enforcement."30 on September 29, the Saint John
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WCTU expressed the opinion that "the prohibition Act was not better
enforced in New Brunswick." The Temperance Alliance felt "that no
effort is being made to stop or even curtail the distribution of
overstrength beer from N.B. breweries to retailers in the province."31
Reverend A. Sutherland, field secretary of the Alliance, contended that
"the distribution and sale of over-strength beer constituted one of the
greatest menaces to the moral welfare of the province." The N.B. and
P.E.I. WCTU concluded that "the prchibition law is being openly and
flagrantly violated and urges the provincial goverrment to redeem its
pre—election pledge to give an honest and strict enforcement of the
law."32 The United Churchman, judged conditions in New Brunswick as
"anything but satisfactory," "little attempt is being made to enforce
the Act."33 The Sons of Temperance added that prohibition "is not being
enforced as the pramises made during the election campaign in 1925 and
confirmed by the present Govermment since coming into power, led us to
expect."
. They would at this time voice ocur dissatisfaction with the
present conditions and our regrets that the promises referred
to have not, as far as is evident been honourably carried ocut
to those who so confidently locked to the new Goverrment for
the strictest enforcement of the law.34
The Temperance Bulletin informed its readers in February of 1927:
It is a sad state of affairs indeed when public officials who
gave solemn promises to the electors that they would rlgldly
enforce certain statutes, now ocpenly repudiate those prc:mlses
and enforce only such laws as they personally believe in and
care to enforce.3°
Baxter did not take criticisms well. Instead of stirring him to
adopt a more comprehensive enforcement policy, prohibitionist’s ocutrage

only drove him to end prohibition as an exhausting exercise in futility.
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The precise point when Baxter decided to end prohibition and adopt
goverrment control is unknown. He may never have believed in prohibi-
tion even though he was the Conservative Attorney-General who designed
the original law in 1917.3® More likely Baxter’s conviction to end
prohibition progressed in stages. His province had deep financial
prcblems. His attempt to enforce prchibition, which he considered as
unprecedented in scale, was not succeeding. On March 17, 1927, his own
Board of Licuor Cammissioners confirmed this. They reported that "after
close observation and careful inquiry, your Commission have no hesita-
tions in asserting that 75% of the liquor handled in the province passes
through the hands of the bootlegger through underground channels."37
Evidently a massive herculean effort would be necessary to properly
enforce prohibition and anything short of that exposed the goverrment to
prohibitionists’ vehemence. If he ended the scheme now early in his
term, he would have three years to demonstrate the benefits of govern-—
ment control before he faced the electorate again in 1930. Moreover the
end of prohibition would appeal to those voters traditionally opposed to
prohibition, especially several French-speaking and English-speaking
Catholics and many people in Saint John. While the New Brunswick Labor
Federation had in 1926 voted against the sale of wine and beer, other
labor groups such as the Trades and Labor Council would have welcamed
the clange.3® Many Anglicans would also react favourably. The last
time Bishop J. Richardson discussed prochibition was in 1923. Even then,
while he personally remained committed to prohibition he noted that

there were many '"who differ from me profoundly in regard to prohibi-
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tion." He said nothing more.39 Baxter undoubtedly weighed each of
these factors carefully and decided to gamble. Prohibition would go.

Rumors that the prohibition experiment would be brought to an end
set off a new wave of protest within prohibition ranks. On February 2,
1927, the Saint John WCIU issued a resolution "urging upon the Govern-
ment a better enforcement of the prohibitory law and stating that the
unions were opposed to goverrment control of liquor."40 on March 3, the
WCTU local at Cambridge Narrows joined its sister organization in
protesting any change in prohibition.4l The Women’s Institute Provin-
cial Advisory Board issued a petition to be signed by all locals
demanding that no changes be made in the Liquor law.%2 The Ministerial
Association of the United Church unanimously passed a resolution
pleading against any change in the liquor laws, as did the Baptist
Church.43 The Fredericton City Council under Mayor W. G. Clark
unanimously adopted a resolution "to protest to the Goverrment against
the passage of any new measure for the sale of intoxicating liquor or
any change in the present prohibitory law except the strengthening of
its enforcement."44 Finally on March 21, Reverend A. Sutherland, on
behalf of the Temperance Alliance, reminded the Goverrment that "Premier
Baxter solemnly promised to give the law a fair trial and if it appeared
unsatisfactory he would consult the people themselves before making a
change. 45

Dry protests did not deter Baxter. When the legislature opened on
March 10, 1927 a short paragraph in the Lieutenant-Governor’s Speech
from the Throne stated that "Important provisions will be outlined for

your consideration in connection with the sale of intoxicating
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liquors."4® on March 16 Baxter announced that there would be a change
proposed in the provincial liquor system. People would have to admit,
Baxter continued "that at least same effort had been made (for enforce-
ment) since the present Goverrment had come in." Nevertheless camplete
prohibition enforcement was impossible even when the Goverrment had
"extended $86,000.00 for the absurd purpose of watching its own

vendors." "The time had came" he concluded "to stop every form of

hypocrisy. "47

On April 6, 1927, Baxter introduced "an Act to Regulate and Control
the Sale of Liquor." In the speech justifying his actions, Baxter
capsulized many of the real problems with prohibition. Practically, he
said, prohibition could not be enforced. Despite his enforcement
efforts, violations persisted to the extent which he 'had not even
dreamed."¥® This illicit liquor trade "has produced neither prohibition
nor respect for the law."¥? The enforcement staff were not permitted
the independence necessary to enforce the law. The constant meddling by
politicians from "both political parties" was detrimental. "Their
interference is not helpful."®® Oof the prohibitionists, Baxter argued
"I cannot find that they or those associated with them have given one
particle of help towards the enforcement of the law unless it is helpful
to criticize the goverrment and its officers for not having done so.">2l
Ideologically, Baxter claimed, prohibition went "against the inertia of
public opinion."32 pecple applaud prohibition but "expect to be served
by the vendors without complying with the requirements of the law....
There are too many people who vote for prohibition for the other fellow

but mentally reserve the right to get a little liquor for themselves."33
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Consequently no plebiscite would be held. Goverrment control however
would undermine illicit dealers, hypocrisy, political interference, add
valuable revenue to provincial coffers, and promote "“true temper-
ance."> A Provincial Police Force was established "to secure the best
enforcement of the liquor control measure."?>® Govermment Control
became law on April 19, 1927, "the third reading was declared carried on
division."26

Not surprisingly the prohibition forces of New Brunswick were

thoroughly disappointed and disillusioned. The Temperance Alliance
vented its disgust in Fredericton on April 23, 1927. It declared that
it had always stood for prochibition and had "materially assisted" in
electing a Govermment pledged to its enforcement. The Liquor Act of
1927 however, was "diametrically opposed to the principles for which the
Alliance stands and so can have no endorsement from the body." The
public voice, the statement continued, "has been ruthlessly disregarded"
and Premier Baxter has "unscrupulously betrayed" the people’s will. We
will be prepared, the Alliance declared, for the time when "there comes
ancther opportunity for the people to express their sovereign will at
the polls."®7 oOther temperance organizations soon lent their support to
denounce what Reverend A. Sutherland termed "an unparalleled betray-
al."8 The Moncton branch of the WCTU decided that "the system for the
purchase of liquor under the new liquor law of this province is a
dangercus system and contains a tragic menace to family life."®® on
April 27, the New Brunswick Social Service Council condemned Baxter for
betraying them and "precipitated a serious crisis by its actions in

nullifying the prohibitory law of the province."®0 The Maritime
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Conference of the United Church issued a resolution which declared that
the Church

... deplores the fact that the Premier of the Province of New

Brunswick, notwithstanding repeated pledges, written and

spoken, thathewouldnotrepealthe'l‘emperanceActofthe

provmce passed in 1916 without appealing to the peocple, has

given an example of faithlessness to his pledges which renders

impossible that respect and confidence in ocur public leaders

and law makers which alone can preserve public security and

respect for truth and honour. 61
At the Maritime Convention of the Baptist Church Baxter was further
condemned. Their resolution read:

We express our strong disapproval of the action of Premier

Baxter of New Brunswick and his Goverrment in the enactment of

a Govermment Sale Law without consulting the people and in

direct violation of his promise to the electorate that no
change would be made without the expressed consent of the

people.62
Finally the N.B. and P.E.I. WCIU on November 3, declared that '"We

will not forget what cur Premier has done. We cannoct call him a man.
He has broken his word and his honour ... we temperance women will not
forget."63

It was all for naught. On April 23 the New Brunswick Liquor
Control Board was established. Much to the dismay of church and dry
leaders, Reverend R. G. Fulton of the United Church was asked and
accepted the appointment as the Board’s Chairman.®% on September 6,
1927 at 9:00 o’clock in the morning the first 19 of the liquor dispen-
saries began service in Madawaska, Victoria, Charlotte, Sunbury, Kent,
Gloucester counties and in Fredericton and Saint John. Even though,
according to the Saint John Telegraph Journal, the opening of the
several stores "caused little excitement" the grand historic experiment

of prohibition in New Brunswick was over. 65
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In Nova Scotia the road to repeal took on a different hue. There,
as in New Brunswick, in 1925 Conservative Premier Rhodes was elected
officially comitted to maintaining and enforcing prohibition. He was
not however a proponent of prohibition. In a series of letters issued
and public utterance made throughout 1926 and 1927, Rhodes made it
crystal clear that he did not believe in prohibition, did not feel it
could be enforced, thought that it gave rise to a massive illicit
liquor traffic and promoted hypocrisy whereas as govermment control
would rid the province of the illicit dealers, lead to true temperance
and add valuable revenue to the provincial treasury. For example, on
February 1, 1926 Rhodes argued

It would be impractical, in view of a large section of public
opinion, to make drastic changes in the Act immediately but I
can assure you this subject has been giving me very great
concern. I have a hope that in the not too distant future,
the govermment will come to a policy which will conform with
public opinion throughout the province.®6

On February 5, 1926, when announcing the appointment of Reverend D.
K. Grant as Chief Temperance Inspector, Rhodes reiterated his position.

A review of the operation of that statute during the
years in which it has been in force points to the fact that
there has been widespread flagrant violation of the Act and
that the results prophescized by those in sympathy with its
enforcement have been disappointing.... The Goverrmment will
make a determined effort to bring about an improvement of the
conditions in Nova Scotia resulting from the present illicit
traffic in intoxicating liquor. It must be clearly understood
however that if after a fair trial under the supervision of
Mr. Grant, it is found impossible or impractical to enforce
the Act so as to bring about a material improvement, the
govermment will feel itself bound to reconsider the situation
and to introduce further or other measures to deal with the
liquor traffic in the province.®7

In March of 1926 Rhodes told the Moderation ILeague that "he would

give the advocates of Prohibition an opportunity to prove their
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contention that the prohibitory act could be enforced. If they failed
to do this, and he expressed the opinion that they would fail, the
Moderation ILeaque might return next year requesting more practical
legislation."68 Again on August 17, 1927, Rhodes maintained,

I am not in favour of the Nova Scotia Temperance Act and in
view of the experience of its operation, I do not imagine I
ever will be. It is my firm conviction that it is defeating
the end which the prohibitionists have in mind, viz temper-
ance, ard that the cause of true temperance will be better
served under a system which calls for the exercise of will
power and moral courage. Prohibition by statute in my
judgement is on all fours with the attitude of the Russian
Soviets who believe in rule by force rather than rule by
reason. %2

Finally on December 2, 1927 Rhodes wrote to Grand Worthy Patriarch
Reverend W. S. Loring, saying
In my judgement the Nova Scotia Temperance Act has been a

failure. It has not minimized the consumption of spirits and
on the contrary has spread a great disrespect for the law.

This has resulted in a situation where instead of licuor being

controlled in some measure by the govermment, a flourishing

trade is now in the hands of bootleggers whose sole cbject is

to make money, and to do this neither law nor morals stand in

their way. The moment legislation was effected the great

majority of temperance advocates folded their arms and

expected legislation to work.”0

Moreover, Rhodes agreed with his Attorney-General. J. C. Douglas
advised in 1926 that "should efforts fail to improve the situation, ...
then I would consider it the duty of the govermment to repeal the law
and provide some other system that might adequately cope with the
situation ... and also the providing of additional revenue so necessary
for the maintenance of our services."’l The goverrment clearly needed
money. The public debt rose and the yearly deficits ran at $852,463.00
in 1927, to $609,447.00 in 1928, and $863,999.00 in 1929. Rhodes

informed Sir Robert Borden in 1926 that there was "a marked swing
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towards goverrment control of liquor. This will probably be accelerated
by our financial position. n72 The goverrment was able to offset same of
this strain by keeping enforcement costs low at $42,240.00 in 1927 and
$43,284.00 in 1928; increasing liquor fines from $22,326.00 in 1926, to
$42,797.00 in 1927 and $48,120.00 in 1928 and by increasing the sale of
alcohol for medical, sacramental and scientific purposes — $203,573.00
in 1926; $232,243 in 1927 and $360,476.00 in 1928. Still, Rhodes, noted
enforcement was limited by 'the very great expense involved in rigid
enforcement which our depleted treasury will not permit."’3

Nevertheless in 1926 and 1927, Rhodes promised not to repeal
prchibition until after a "fair trial." On August 29, 1927 Rhodes
informed H. R. Grant that "I can honestly and conscientiously say that
while I am not in sympathy, as you know, with the Nova Scotia Temperance
Act on the grounds that I do no believe that it makes for temperance, [I
will enforce it, but] ... true temperance ... is a moral problem and
must be dealt with in the homes and in the churches and by public men as
a matter of morals."’4 He also assured prohibitionists that he would
"in no case consider any drastic change in this or any other law without
due notice and full opportunity for the expression of public opinion."’3
This meant another plebiscite. The factors which stopped Rhodes from
simply abolishing prohibition as did Baxter in New Brunswick were many.
First the experience of Baxter in New Brunswick and Stewart in Prince
Edward Island seems to have helped Rhodes determine his strategy. On
the Island Stewart had fought an election on govermment control and
lost. Consequently in the 1928 Nova Scotia provincial election both the

Liberals and the Conservatives pledged themselves to uphold prchibition.
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Rhodes announced "if I am returned to office, there will be no attempt
on my part or on the part of the Goverrment to bring in Goverrment
control. So long as I am in office there will be no change in the
present law until the people are directly consulted."’6 Rhodes was
returned to power.

Secondly it would have been more difficult for Rhodes to abolish
prohibition in Nova Scotia than it was for Baxter in New Brunswick.
This was because traditional opposition to prchibition was stronger in
New Brunswick than it was in Nova Scotia and the prohibition support
was, if not stronger than more vocal, in Nova Scotia than in New
Brunswick. Whereas in New Brunswick the French-speaking Acadian
population probably favoured repeal, in Nova Scotia the English-speaking
Catholic population was more divided in 1926. For example, although
Church officials in Nova Scotia said little on the issue, on March 4,
1926 the Antigonish Casket concluded that prohibition

has given Nova Scotia better conditions than the average Nova

Scotian ever dreamed of in respect of the traffic and use of

intoxicants, it ocught to be kept in force without looking to

it to work miracles or to achieve perfection. Nova Scotia was

never in its whole history so free from drunkemness as it is

now. /7

The Anglican church was harder to read. There were urmistakably
signs that many Anglicans were opposed to prchibition by 1926. For
example, in January of 1925, the St. Alban’s Church in Dartmouth had
declared that

Whereas we believe that the Prohibitory law in Nova Scotia has

resulted in moral and economic injury and whereas we believe

that the Act is impractical, be it therefore resolved that we

express our belief that the Amendment to make lawful the

beverage sale of beer and wine would contribute to the moral
and economic welfare of the Province.’8
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On January 27, 1926 the Church of England clergy of Halifax County said

Whereas in our opinion the Prchibition Act of this Province is

impractical, has proved a disastrous failure and is undermin-

ing the morals of our people and whereas the underlying

principles of prchibition are psychologically and ethically

unsourd and whereas illicit trade in liquor is becoming so

strongly entrenched in this Province that unless immediate

action is taken it will become an ineradicable evil, and

whereas we believe that the policy of true temperance is the

policy not of prochibition but of regulation and control, be it

therefore resolved that the Goverrment of this province be

urged to consider the necessity of providing temperance

legislation in place of the present prohibition Act.79
But officially the Church of England Synod of Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island still supported the Social Service Council and its
program. 80

Moreover between the 1925 and 1928 elections there was steadily
growing practical opposition to prohibition. For example, on July 8,
1926 the Medical Society of Nova Scotia felt their reputation suffered
because they were a part of the "machinery of the Nova Scotia Temperance
Act."8l on January 17, 1927 the Municipal Council of Richmond called
for goverrment control.82 on February 1, 1927 J. A. Goodwin of
Goodwin’s Hotel in Weymouth claimed goverrment control would bring in
revenue, stop smuggling and attract tourists.83 This was followed on
February 5, 1927 when the Maritime Provinces Hotel Association argued in
favour of govermment control. They said prohibition was not successful,
enforcement was impossible, enforcement was expensive, the majority of
people were against it, other provinces were rejecting prohibition and
goverrment control would attract more tourists.84

On August 16, 1928 Halifax City Council denocunced prohibition
because it had failed, was unenforceable and led to illicit sales and

called for "liquor sold in the city of Halifax under proper goverrment
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supervision in order to foster the tourist traffic and the moral welfare
of the city."8> The Moderation Ieague, of course, never gave up the
fight for goverrment control.

Yet anti-prohibition sentiment was matched by prohibition senti-
ment. In the 1926-1928 period Rhodes received hundreds of letters,
resolutions and petitions from thousands of Nova Scotians defending
prohibition. They came from Agricultural Societies, Farmers Clubs,
WCIUs, Women’s Institute, Women’s Missionary Societies, ladies Aid
Societies, Sons of Tamperance, Sunday School Associations, Total
Abstinence Societies, the IOGT, Children’s Aid Societies, Social Service
Councils, Orange Lodges, and the United, Presbyterian, Baptist and
Salvation Army churches.86 Aas Liberal MIA S. O. Griffin informed Rhodes
in July of 1927," it would be in my opinion disastrous for us as a party
to show any sympathy towards the wet interests."87

Finally Rhodes rejected the repeal of prohibition as a goverrment
or as an election plank and chose instead the plebiscite route because
he felt that prohibition would be repealed by a plebiscite without
having to take electoral risks. On January 22, 1927 for example, former
Premier E. H. Armstrong informed a party supporter that

The Speech from the Throne will not say anything about

Goverrment Control. The canpaign.shquld'only go to the

country on thelr record arnd not mix it with the liquor issue.

If we can get them committed to a plebiscite, then I think the

rest will be easy.88

In April of 1929 it was announced that a provincial prohibition
plebiscite would be held on October 31. Prohibitionists, as usual,
threw themselves into the campaign with a vengeance. They did what they

did best — held meetings, adopted resolutions, organized petitions,
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listened to lectures and got ready to vote. Their single message was:
vote for prohibition, vote against goverrment control. However, unlike
liquor issue contests of the past, in 1929 Nova Scotia prohibitionists
clashed with more formidable forces. Of primary importance was the
failure of prohibition. "Prohibition was a howling farce" argued the
Halifax chronicle.8? This was the most persistent theme considered by
everyocne throughout the plebiscite campaign and was the root from which
much anti-prohibitionist sentiment sprang. In particular, it seems it
was the basis upon which the Church of England united in opposition. In
June of 1929, they announced

this Synod of the Diocese of Nova Scotia, having the cause of
temperance seriously at heart and disclaiming any right to
suggest or dictate legislation to the goverrmment, does not
consider prohibition as a satisfactory method of pramoting
temperance but would urge the parish clergy to emphasize more
strongly than ever the Christian virtues of self control.90
Other groups as well suggested that the failure of prchibition deter-
mined their stance. The Antigonish Casket argued that Roman Catholics
had always favoured personal abstinence.9l on October 26, 1929, the
United Mine Workers No. 11 of Glace Bay said that "any system introduced
by the goverrment would be an improvement over the Nova Scotia Temper-
ance Act."92 Many individuals felt the same. This included Anglican
Reverend John Furlong who favoured the repeal of prohibition because
under goverrment control there would be "true temperance, no open bar,
stringent penalties, local option, revenue for an efficient police
force, an independent liquor commission, no advertising of liquor ard a
genercus sum of money to teach true temperance in the schools. "93
Ironically, the failure of prohibition was also the reason most illicit

liquor dealers opposed goverrment control. For example, laurie C.
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Spears of the Truro Maritime Hotel had "made money in the liquor
business in Truro.... As the Province had voted for Govermment Control,
it meant he would have to close up his business and go at some other
occupation.”94 In the 1928 election Rhodes argued that every bootlegger
voted against him.95

Econamic arguments were also used to fight prohibition. On the
local level, hotel owners, hotel associations, and the Halifax City
Council felt that prohibition was interfering with their tourist trade
and claimed that money-spending Maritime visitors were staying in New
Brunswick. On the political level the issue was even more dominant.
Although Rhodes said he would not interfere with the plebiscite
campaign, he in fact did. When he brought down the 1929 anmual budget,
he showed that the estimated deficit as $858,999.00. He added that "all
the provinces of Canada would have experienced a deficit last year, in
the great majorities of cases, greater than reported by Nova Scotia had
it not been for the revenue derived from the sale of liquor under
Goverrment control."9® "Govermnment Control of Liquor is Broadly Hinted
at as Relief" read the Halifax Chronicle headline.®? Moreover, a few
days later, the Conservatives revealed that the provincial share in the
federal Old Age Pension Plan would cost ancther $900,000.00.98 Although
a dollar figure was not affixed to the cost-shared Mother’s Allowances
Plan, the point was already well made.

The econcmic arguments leveled against prohibition were far
reaching. It was probably the second most cammon theme running
throughout the campaign. It converted some and strengthened the

positions of those already in opposition. For example, on Octcber 11,
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1929, the Halifax Trades and Labor Council favoured the repeal of
prohibition and the enactment of goverrment control because

it would lessen the illegal flood of smuggled liquor entering

this province and will prove the legal sale of light wines and

beer, divert the tendency from strong drink and will create a

revernue to put into operation the 0ld Age Pensions and

Mother’s Allowances, free school books and other social and

Labor legislation now prohibited through lack of Provincial

funds. 29

Anti-prohibitionists also stressed personal liberty. For example,
lLabor leader F. C. Craig, farmer T. Keans and lawyer F. H. Bell
emphasized this point. additionally R. J. McCadam, Manager of Casico
Theatre in Halifax, objected to prohibition because "it lays down rules
of private conduct. It is an attempt by a body of ocur citizens,
thinking one way, to interfere with the private conduct of ancther body,
thinking another way."100

Of course in 1929 few Nova Scotians intellectually compartmental-
ized their objections to prohibition, if they articulated them at all.
The emerging consensus was that prohibition had to go. Indeed it was
this unity in opposition which made the Temperance Reform Association so
strong. For the first in Nova Scotian history an influential and united
anti-prohibition organization emerged which represented a broad range of
anti-prohibition sentiment.

The genesis of the Temperance Reform Association was probably in
the small group of Halifax brewers represented by F. H. Bell in 1919.
They formed an association with the Trades and labour Council. By 1920
this group became known as the Committee of Citizens, the Moderation

Ieague in 1924, and the Temperance Reform Association (T.R.A.) in 1929.
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Along with some labor support and considerable participation from
the legitimate liquor interests, by 1929 the T.R.A. also included a
number of influential Nova Scotians. Many were from Halifax. In
Halifax they included C. H. Mitchell, Mitchell Ltd.; A. H. Whitman,
Robin, Jones and Whitman Ltd.; Dr. H. K. Macdonald; J. L. Hetherington,
President, Tobin Company; A. MacKinlay, MacKinlay Itd.; Dr. A. Curry;
G. M. Mitchell, Director, Royal Bank of Canada, International Power
Campany; W. E. Thompson, Thomas Ltd; R. A. Corbett, Corbett Itd.; J. G.
Farquhar, Farquhar Steamships; E. Macleod, Macleod Itd.; W. Mitchell,
Mitchell Itd.; A. T. O’lLeary, Provincial Steamships Ltd.; W. A. Black,
Black 1td.; A. W. Duffus of Saunders and Duffus; D. M. Allan, Manager,
Imperial Oil; J. B. Douglas, Halifax Fire Insurance Company; C. W.
Stairs, Director, Nova Scotia Cold Storage, Trinidad Electric Company;
and W. H. Covert, lawyer.l0l But there were also many other followers
outside of Halifax, the most important being Dr. R. M. Langille; David
Robb, Robb Engineering; and Senator John Stanfield.102

The T.R.A. combined all traditional economic, practical and
ideological arguments and issued a platform which condemned prohibition
on fourteen points.

Prohibition is campulsion and can never be enforced because

public opinion is not behind it. It is impossible to make men

temperate by legislation. This can only be accomplished by

force of example and education. Direct taxation cannot be

avoided if the Govermment Control Act is not endorsed. Direct

taxation to balance the Government Budget would cost each head

of a family fram $20.00 up to $30.00 per year. Vote Govern-

ment Control to put the three million dollars made by the

bootleggers annually into the public treasury for public

services. Daminion Bureau of Statistics prove that Goverrment

Control has decreased the consumption of alcchol in Canada by

37 percent. 0ld Age Pensions and Mother’s Allowances can be

made possible if Goverrment Control is endorsed. Tourist
traffic will be greatly increased if Nova Scotia adopts
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Goverrment Control of Liquor. Vote Goverrment Control to
protect our young people from secret drinking now prevalent
under the Nova Scotia Temperance Act. Remember Joseph Howe
condemned a prohibitory law as impossible of enforcement in
1854. His judgement has been vindicated. The medical
profession condemn prohibition. Cases of acute and chronic
alccholism have increased tremendously at the Victoria General
Hospital, Halifax, under the Nova Scotia Temperance Act.

Labor has always been opposed to prohibition and will support
Govermment Control almost one hundred percent. 103

Two days before the plebiscite, on Octcber 29, 1929, Dalhocusie
University held a mock vote on the liquor issue. The results were
interesting if only in that they reveal the growing anti-prohibiticnist

feeling of the time.

Dalhousie University

For G.C. Agt. G.C.
Men 153 94
Women 56 ’ 49
Medical students 77 25
Law students 31 6
Dentistry students 20 7
Faculty 4 3
Total 341 184

Voter turnout was 61%. Govermment control was favoured by 38% of the
total population, 64% of those who voted, and had a majority of 30%.
Men wanted goverrment control more than women, wamen were split on the
issue and some of the future doctors, lawyers and dentists of Nova
Scotia opposed prohibition.104

"Flood of Votes Buries N.S.T.A." ran the Halifax Chronicle headline
of November 1, 1929.105 Goverrment control had won a decisive victory.
Overall 87,647 people had voted for goverrment control and 61,413 for

prohibition, yielding a 26,234 or 18% majority for goverrment control.
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(See Appendixes 29, 35, 44 and 45). Even on the individual tickets the
vote against prohibition, 77,341 was greater than the vote for prohibi-
tion 61,413, by a 10% majority and the vote for goverrment control,
87,647, was greater than the vote against goverrment control, 53,082, by
a 23% majority. Of eighteen counties, twelve or 67% wanted govermment
control.

The plebiscite results are a little hard to read. The goverrment
control vote was always larger than the anti-prohibition vote and the
prohibition vote was always larger than the anti-goverrment control
vote. For example, there was approximately a 10,000 vote difference
between the two contests respectively. It is assumed that prchibition-
ists were more interested in voting for prohibition than they were in
. voting against goverrment control, just as anti-prohibitionists were
more anxious to vote for goverrment control than they were in voting
against prohibition. The asking of four separate questions, A) for or
against prohibition and B) for or against goverrment control also
complicates matters. The counties of Cumberland, Victoria and Yarmouth,
for example, gave majorities for both prohibition and goverrment
control. In Cumberland the majority for prchibition 11%, was greater
than the majority for govermment control but in Victoria (4%) and
Yarmouth (5%) the majorities for prochibition were less than the
majorities (17%) (8%) for govermment control. Consequently it could
(should?) be argued that goverrment control was carried in 17 of 18
counties. Certainly the Nova Scotia goverrment saw it this way. But
with these complexities aside, by examining both sets of data, several

clear patterns emerge.
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Urmistakenly, prohibition support had sericusly declined. Whereas
in 1920, 83,422 pecple voted for prchibition, in 1929 only 61,413 voted
for prchibition, a 22,009 or 26% decline. 1In 1920, 16% of the total
population, 31% of those who could vote and 78% of those who voted
supported prchibition while in 1929, 12% of the total population, 23% of
those who could vote and 44% of those who voted supported prohibition.
In 1920, one county registered a majority against prohibition, and in
1929 at least eight and maybe twelve did. This fall in the prohibition
support vote is significant for it indicates that at least 26% of Nova
Scotian prohibitionist changed their minds between 1920 and 1929. There
were fewer votes for prohibition in every county in 1929 than there were
in 1920.

More crucial perhaps was the demonstration of anti-prochibitionist
sentiment. It was probably the activity of anti-prchibitionists as
especially organized through the T.R.A. that drove up the voter turnout
from 40% in 1920 to 58% in 1929. Whereas in 1920 5% of the total
population, 9% of those who could vote and 22% of those who did vote
were opposed to prchibition, in 1929 17% of the total population, 33% of
those who could vote and 59% of those who did vote were against
prohibition. Govermment control had greater majorities than prohibition
in eleven of eighteen counties. Between 1920 and 1929, the anti-
prohibition vote increased by 3.7 times.

The significance of ethnic, religious and urban-rural patterns are
somewhat blurred because the prohibition vote fell ard the anti-
prohibition vote increased across the province. Yet it seems that the

older voting behaviocurs held. The six counties that unequivocally gave
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majorities for prohibition and against goverrment control were those
with the highest concentration of English-speaking Non-Anglican
Protestants — Annapolis (55% Baptist), Shellburne (47% Baptist), Hants
(42% United), Kings (52% Baptist), Colchester (50% United) and Queens
(32% Baptist, 27% United). The two counties that registered slightly
lower majorities for prohibition than goverrment control both had a
relatively balanced ethnic ard religicus population — Victoria (41%
Anglican and Catholic, 49% Non-Anglican Protestant), and Yarmouth (41%
French-speaking, 50% Anglican and Catholic and 50% Non-Anglican).
Cumberland, which gave a slightly higher majority for prohibiticn than
govermment control held a significant, 28% Anglican-Catholic minority.
The three largest majority for govermment control came from Antigonish
(87% catholic, 22% French-speaking), Halifax, (city, 67% Anglican and
Catholic), and Cape Breton/Richmond (67% Catholic). Clear majorities
for goverrment control were also recorded in Inverness (71% Catholic,
23% French-speaking), Digby (60% Anglican and Catholic, 50% French-
speaking), Iunenburg (32% Anglican), Pictou (30% Anglican and Catholic)
and Guysborough (57% Anglican and Catholic).

The prohibition era in Nova Scotia was over. Prohibitionists were
at once outraged and saddened. This "naturally disappointing" vote,
they claimed, was brought about by generated "contempt through lax law
enforcement, " "fraudulent voting" and “corrupt practices at the
polls."106  vyet, drawing from the Book of Paul, they said "We are
perplexed but not in despair, cast down but not destroyed." They
promised to fight "the licence system," and vowed to strengthen their

"battle lines" and "carry on the fight until the day cames when Canada
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is entirely free from the liquor traffic."107 The irrepressible H. R.
Grant maintained that "Today’s vote is not a final settlement of the
questicn. In God’s goverrment of the world no evil has caome to
stay."108 Mearmhile, however, Premier Rhodes lost no time in organizing
the goverrment control system. By September 1930, twenty-seven liquor
stores were opened for business and by 1931 the govermment was pulling
in $1,000,000.00 in revemue from liquor sales.10? aAs E. R. Forbes has
noted, the repeal of one reform measure, prohibition, gave way to
goverrment control, the profits of which were used to finance other
reform measures such as Old Age Pensions.110

The decline of prohibition on Prince Edward Island took a very
different course than it did in either New Brunswick or Nova Scotia.
Indeed the "repeal story on Prince Edward Island is unique in the
amnals of Canadian history. There it is necessary to discuss the
decline of prochibition rather than its repeal because prohibition was
favoured and govermment control defeated in the plebiscite of 1929.
Moreover, on the Island, prohibition would also survive the Great
Depression of the 1930s, the prohibition plebiscite of 1940, and World
War II, and only be repealed by a final plebiscite held in 1948. Even
then it would not be until 1961 that the Temperance Commission became
the Liquor Control Commission and 1964 before public drinking facilities
were permitted.l1l This would have made the original Fathers of
Confederation of 1864 very happy! However, despite the official
longevity of prohibition on Prince Edward Island, it is clear that after

1930 alcohol was almost as accessible to Islanders who wanted to drink
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under prohibition as it was to other thirsty Maritimers under goverrment
control.

The roots of this odd situation were in Conservative Premier J. D.
Stewart’s premature attempt in 1927 to repeal prohibition for goverrment
control in an re-election bid. Liberal A. C. Sawrders was elected with
the pramise to strictly enforce prchibition and hold a plebiscite on the
issue in two years time, July 1929. The Liberals understocd that they
owed their political majority to prohibitionists. Reviewing the
election in 1928 Saunders maintained that

prchibition was the main issue, in fact, the only issue, of

the election campaign.... It is generally conceded that had

Premier Stewart not interjected the liquor issue his chance of

carrying the election was quite as good as that of his

opponents. The Liberal party generally was in sympathy with

the Prohibition policy and by adopting it as a prominent plank

in its platform won the support of almost all of the temper-

ance voters in the province irrespective of party.l12

It seems that between the election of 1927 and the plebiscite of
1929, the Liberals endeavoured to fulfill their dry election promises.
For example, the Liberals sharply cut back on the sale of liquor for
"medicinal purposes." Under prohibition it was permissible for
individuals who lived with ten miles of a vendor shop and who had a
doctor’s script, to purchase one twenty-four cunce bottle of wine or
liquor or twelve bottles of beer on a daily basis. Those beyornd ten
miles could double their daily dosage of medicine.ll3 The Stewart
govermment drew in tidy profits of $57,000.00 from this source in
1926.114 The Saunders goverrment immediately reduced sales to profits
of $8,000.00 in 1928 and $9,000.00 in 1929.115 Also Saunders tightened
upon enforcement. For example in 1927 he wrote H. R. Hauch, Superinten-

dent of the Canadian National complaining about intoxication on the
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trains.11® In 1929 he wrote the prohibition agents instructing them "to
be much more active than they are, and naturally from now until the
Plebiscite is taken, they should be as energetic as possible."17 as a
result convictions for drunkenness which were 193 in 1925 increased to
308 in 1927 and 438 in 1928 and 677 in 1929. Convictions for other
liquor act offenses also went up fram 88 in 1925 to 135 in 1929.118

By increasing the apparent effectiveness of prchibition, the
Saunders’ goverrment probably assisted the cause in the plebiscite by
demonstrating that better enforcement was possible. Also important was
that Island prchibitionists, fresh from the 1927 political victory, were
fully prepared for the 1929 contest. Consequently, in the Island
plebiscite of 1929 a prochibition majority of 3391 or 17% was registered.
11,471 people voted for prohibition, which was 13% of the total
population and 59% of those who voted. 8080 people voted against
prohibition (or for goverrment control) which was 9% of the total
population and 41% of those who voted. Between 1923 and 1929 the votes
for prohibition dropped by 1804, and the anti-prchibition vote increased
by 4470, meaning that the majority for prohibition in 1929 was 2666
votes less or 29% than in 1923. Prohibition was favoured in each
county, although the majorities for prohibition in 1929 were signifi-
cantly lower than in 1923. Charlottetown’s hame county, Queens gave
the lowest majority for prohibition, (1%). The next lowest majority
came from Prince (21%) which had the highest concentration of French-
speaking people (27%) and a high Catholic concentration (49%). The

highest majority of 23% came from Kings, which is surprising since it



330
was 50% Catholic but had the lowest concentration of French-speaking
people (7%).

As a result of the 1929 plebiscite, prchibition was officially
sustained on Prince Edward Island. How dry the Island really was
between 1929 and 1948 however is very questionable. Most accounts of
the period, from both contemporary cbservers and later historians,
emphasize that the prohibition law was widely violated and Islanders
drank at will.

Islanders easily obtained alcohol from many sources after 1929. A
reliable source was from govermment vendors. Although the financial
crisis was not as sericus on Prince Edward Island as it was in New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia between the wars, Island goverrments were
still in need of greater revenue. The public debt, for example,
continued to grow from $1,280,000.00 in 1921 to $2,560,000.00 in 1929,
$3,912,000.00 in 1933 and $5,437,000.00 in 1936.11° after 1929 the 01d
Age Pension Plan cost the goverrment approximately $50,000.00 a year and
there were new services needed, especially in the fields of education
and public health.120 while govermments could not increase reverue
through goverrment control, they could increase the sale of liquor for
"medicinal purposes." Used by Stewart before 1927, and reestablished by
Saunders after 1929, "a medical script racket" emerged on the Island
which every provincial goverrment between 1929 and 1948 tock part in.121
Subsequently, as the following chart illustrates, the profits from

alcohol sales for medicinal purposes increased between 1929 and 1948.
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Prince Fdward Island
Revenue From Liquor Salesl?22

Year Profits dollar/capita
1923 $ 14,000 .16
1924 44,000 .50
1925 45,000 .51
1926 57,000 .65
1928 8,000 .9
1929 9,000 .10
1930 11,000 .13
1931 26,000 .30
1932 27,000 .31
1933 30,000 .34
1934 30,000 .34
1935 23,000 .26
1936 40,000 .42
1937 40,000 .42
1938 58,000 .61
1939 105,000 1.10
1940 84,000 .88
1941 94,000 .99
1942 139,000 1.46
1943 175,000 1.84
1944 189,000 1.99
1945 367,000 3.86
1946 596,000 6.27

Alcohol sales again escalated after 1935 when the Prohibition
Cammission was abolished and the Attorney-General’s office tock cver its
administrative duties.123 Between 1935 and 1946, the Attorney-General’s
office sold, on average, eight times more liquor per year than did the
Cammission. Sales jumped again after the so called Cullen Amerndment of
1945. Under this Amendment scripts were issued for six month periods
rather than on a daily bases. As the Canadian Forum noted this meant "a
lot less walking and far, far, fewer visits to the doctor."124 But it
also rationed alcohol to one bottle of spirits or twelve bottles of beer
per week and forced '"the deadly sick" to alternate their medicine from

wine to liquor to beer on a weekly bases. While same doctors grumbled
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about their fine reputations being besmirched by a too close association
with permit abuse, most enjoyed the profitable sideline. Overall it is
apparent that Islanders took reasonable advantage of medical scripts as
a ready source of alcchol. For example, calculations based on profits
per capita would suggest that Islanders between 1930 and 1940 bought
approximately one quarter as much alcchol under prohibition as did Nova
Scotians did under goverrment control. Between 1930 and 1935 Nova
Scotia raised on average approximately $1.15 per capita through alcchol
sales and Prince Edward Island raised $.33.125 Between 1940 and 1946,
the average Island per capita fiqure was $2.47. This was more than Nova
Scotians were selling throughout the 1930s. Yet it must be remembered
that the Nova Scotian goverrments of that period were not pulling in the
enormous profits from govermment control as they had predicted and
hoped.126 The Great Depression of the 1930s significantly lessened
alcohol sales. In 1940 however Nova Scotian liquor profits stood at
$5.54 and jumped to $12.00 in 1944 due to the war demand and traffic.

Incidently, the Cullen Amendment sparked off a serious constitu-
tional debate. When the amendment went to Lieutenant-Governor Brad
IePage for approval, who was also a member of Moral and Social Reform
league, he "withheld" assent. At that time constitutional wisdom was
only clear on "rejection" or "assent" by Lieutenant-Governors. Even
though IePage retired, and his successor J. A. Bernard signed the bill,
it was later ruled that IePage’s "withheld assent" actually rejected the
amendment. Nevertheless the Cullen Amendment operated for three years,

even though it was unconstitutional.l27
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Although the medical racket in scripts has found a secure place in
Island folklore, the illegal traffic was a far more important socurce of
alcchol. Same of this came from the govermment stores in New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia. As in the old Scott Act days, with goverrment control
in these two provinces, Islanders just had to go to the mainland for
refreshments. Stories are told that the New Brunswick liquor store at
Port Elgin had a brisk business with the Islarders. Greater still was
liquor obtained from rum-runners. Maritimers in general continued to
prefer both home-made brew and smuggled booze over the goverrment store
product. They found that smuggled liquor had "more punch per pound"
over goverrment products, especially if it was Canadian whiskey, West
Indian rum or Scottish scotch and believed that home-made beer had more
flavour. They also found govermment prices too high. It is ironic, in
this regard, that at the urging of prohibitionists goverrment deliber-
ately set the price of beers and wines lower than the prices of hard
liquor to encourage the consumption of less potent beverages. All it
initially did was send Maritimers back to the rnum runners. Consequent-
ly, even after the introduction of goverrment control, Nova Scotians and
New Brunswickers still sought out the services of the illicit dealers.
During the depression years many Maritimers survived on the proceeds
from the family hooch business. Prince Edward Island was not only part
of this development but experienced it with more intensity. As rum-
running studies of the Island have shown, the illicit liquor traffic
picked up after 1929.128 with New Brunswick, Newfoundland and Nova
Scotia gone wet, but the United States still dry, the St. Pierre-

Miquelon-Rum Row America traffic could spend more time peddling their
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wares on the Island, the last dry mugget in Canada. The rum-running
traffic to Prince Edward Island declined samewhat after 1932 when the
Canadian Preventive Service was replaced by the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police, Marine Division, which had six airplanes at its disposal.
Nevertheless it was the danger at sea during World War IT that signifi-
cantly decreased rum-running to the Island. In 1948 a resident ocutside
of Souris claimed he preferred prchibition to govermment control because
under prohibition, rum~-runners delivered alcchol to his home and "I
didn’t have to travel to Souris for my liquor. Besides it was
cheaper. "129

Finally a source of alcchol that increased on the Island in the
1930s was domestic moonshine and home-made beer. In 1930 Premier
Saunders admitted that bootlegging was so entrenched that it could never
be stopped. Evidently in 1930 Saunders hired a Montreal detective for
$1,200.00 to flush out a group of Summerside bootleggers. "But when the
detective’s time to testify at court arrived, he was intoxicated on
moonshine, rendering his evidence irrelevant."130 In 1930 the Prince
Edward Island Provincial Police Force was established. Yet between 1930
and 1945 only 73 illicit stills were seized on the Island when there
were 954 seized in Ontario during the same time period.l3l These
mmercus legal and illicit sources of alcohol on Prince Edward Island
help explain why many wets had little concern about the retention or
rejection of prohibition.

Thought to be no longer of great consequence the Island prohibition
act was subject to a final plebiscite in 1948. People were to either

vote for prohibition or goverrment control. Yet there was little of a
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contest. The bitter struggle tock place three years earlier during the
Cullen Amendment debate which pitted the prohibitionist forces,
represented by the United Church, Baptist Church, the Presbyterian
Church, their respective Wamen’s Missionary societies, Women’s Insti-
tutes, the WCTU, the Temperance Federation, and the Sons of Temperance,
against the anti-prchibitionists forces represented by the Canadian
Legion, hotel owners, the Medical Society, the Charlottetown City
Council and the Charlottetown Local of the United Steel Workers of
America.l32 Remarkably they had utilized the same arguments that had
been in fashion for over fifty years. Prohibitionists argued that
prohibition was morally correct, would decrease alccholism, save the
younger generation, lessen crime, keep the incidence of motor vehicle
accidents low, promote efficiency and c?evelop "moral, mental and
physical strength as well." Anti-prohibitionists argued that prohibi-
tion was useless, gave rise to the illicit liquor industry, hypocrisy,
was dictatorial, expensive, revenue-denying, greatly curtailed British
freedom and was terribly inconvenient to drinkers. By 1948 however most
of the fighting was over. Prohibition did not stand a chance.

1948 Prince Edward Island
Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite

County For Prohibition For G.C. % Majority Agt.
Prince 2900 6116 36
Queens 3248 10209 52
Kings 1144 3694 53
Total 7292 20019 47

Charlottetown 868 6291 76



336
(Fifth Queens)

The Guardian (Charlottetown, P.E.I.) June 29, 1948

As illustrated by the chart, goverrment control won a resounding
victory with a 12,727 vote majority or 47%. Every county went wet with
at least 35% majority. Charlottetown’s majority for goverrment control
was 76%. Since 61% of Queens’ vote for government control came from the
city, the county had a large majority for goverrment control. The
largest majority for govermment control came from Kings, the county with
the highest concentration of Roman Catholics. Prince had the lowest
majority for govermment control partly because 27% of its population was
French-speaking which traditionally turn out in low percentage for
liquor plebiscites. Ineffective for years after a long, crippling
illness prohibition finally died on Prince Edward Island. The last
refuge of prohibition, in the Maritimes and in Canada, disappeared, and

not with a bang but a whimper.
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not because I want liquor because I don’t care if I
ever see any of it, but because of its affect on the
younger generation. More young people today know
the taste of liquor than ever before. Before
Prohibition came into force true temperance was
steadily gaining ground but it’s a case of what’s
forbidden is what’s wanted.

R. Popham and W. Schmidt, Statistics of Alcohol Use and Alcoholism
in Canada, 1871-1956 (Toronto, 1958), p. 28.

See especially Paul Carter, The Decline and Revival of the Social
Gospel, pp. 29-125; H. F. May "Shifting Perspectives in the 1920s,"
Mississippi Valley Historical Review, XLIII, 1956, pp. 405-427; A.
Link, '"what Happened to the Progressive Movement in the 1920s,"
American Historical Review, LXIV, 1959, pp. 833-851; H. Margulies,
"Recent Opinion on the Decline of the Progressive Movement," Mid
America, XL, 1963; P. G. Filene, "An Obituary for the Progressive
Movement," American Quarterly, 22, 1970, pp. 20-34; J. H. Thampson,
Canada, 1922-1939, Decades of Discord (Toronto, 1985), pp. 55-60;
J. L. Finlay and D. N. Sprague, The Structure of Canadian History
(Scarborough, Ont., 1984), pp. 311-345; R. Allen, The Social
Passion, Chapters 13 to 22.

E. Forbes, "In Search of a Post-Confederation Maritime Histori-
ography," Acadiensis, VIII, #1, 1978, pp. 3-21.

G. A. Rawlyk arnd D. Brown, "The Historical Framework of the
Maritimes and Confederation" in G. Rawlyk, The Atlantic Provinces
and the Problems of Confederation, p. 27.

E. Forbes and A. MacKenzie, Demon Rum, p. vii.



10.

11.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

23.

24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.

34.

Ibid., p. 63. This point is also made by E. Forbes and A.

MacKenzie.

United Churchman, March 23, 1927.

United churchman, December 12, 1928.

World, (Chatham, N.B.) September 12, 1925.
Ibid., September 12, 1925.

Graphic (Campbellton, N.B.), September 17, 1925.
United Church, Maritimes, Minutes, 1926.
Baptist, Maritimes, Yearbook, 1925.

Transcript, (Moncton, N.B.), August 31, 1925.

Graphic (Campbellton, N.B.), September 24, 1925.

Union Advocate (Newcastle, N.B.), November 17, 1925.

The Royal Gazette, N.B., April 14, 1926, p. 81.

Debates, N.B., March 23, 1926.

338

Davis, "Prohibition in New Brunswick," p. 201. Davis covers the

repeal of prohibition in more detail in this study, pp. 195-228.

Debates, N.B., 1926, p. 54.
Debates, N.B., 1927, Appendix, p. 18.
Ibid., N.B., 1926, p. 69.
Ibid., N.B., 1926, p. 38.

Ibid., N.B., 1926, p. 161.

-3

5

id., September 27, 1926.
id., October 8, 1926.

5

£

Q,

id., Octcber 14, 16, 1926.

United Churchman, Octcber 27, 1926.

Telegraph Journal (Saint John, N.B.), November 6, 1926.

elegraph Journal, (Saint John, N.B.), Octcber 30, 1926.



35.

36.

370

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

339
Ibid., February 7, 1927.

There is very good evidence to suggest that Baxter had been opposed
to prohibition in New Brunswick since the day in 1916 when he
introduced the Act. For example, in 1923 when he sat in the House
of Commons, he referred to his handy work in New Brunswick during a
debate on the Narcotic Drug Act. He said

I do not know much about it, but I know samething
about the prchibitory law in New Brunswick which I
introduced and put through the legislature. I have
bitterly regretted the fact that I put it through,
because instances of undoubted cases of absolute
brutal injustices have came to my knowledge, where
magistrates convicted innocent men simply because
these magistrates were worse than partisans — they
were absolutely blind. No man could come before
them who would not be presumed to be guilty and
cordemned as speedily as possible. That is the
spirit in which it has been done and I have always
regretted that I ever allowed my hand to be put to
anything that deprived a man of the chance of
getting justice.

Debates, House of Commons, April 23, 1923.
Telegraph Journal, (Saint John, N.B.), March 17, 1927.

United Churchman, March 24, 1926.

Church of England, New Brunswick, Minutes, 1923, 1923-1940.
Telegraph Jourmnal, (Saint Jchn, N.B.), February 2, 1927.
Ibid., March 4, 1927.

Ibid., March 29, 1927.

Ibid., March 15, 16, 1927.

Ibid., March 16, 1927.

Ibid., March 21, 1927.

Debates, N.B., 1927, p. 7.

Ibid., 1927, p. 26.

Ibid., 1927, pp. 142-151.

Ibid., 1927, pp. 142-151.



50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

340

Ibid., 1927, pp. 142-151.

Ibid., 1927, pp. 142-151.

Tbid., 1927, pp. 142-151.

1927, pp. 142-151.

Ibid., 1927, pp. 142-151.

1927, pp. 179-180, 194.

Tbid., 1927, p. 181.

Teleqraph Journal, (Saint John, N.B.), April 23, 1927.
Ibid., April 27, 1927.

Ibid., April 26, 1927.

Ibid., April 29, 1927.

United Church, Maritimes, Minutes, 1927.

Baptist, Maritimes, Yearbook, 1927.

WCTU, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island, Mimutes, 1927.

Several individuals and organizations vocally cbjected to Rev. R.
G. Fulton’s acceptance of the chairmanship position on the grounds
that a ‘man of the cloth’ should not be in charge of an institution
whose main ocbjective was to sell liquor. Those who dencunced his
decision included the Baptist Ministerial Association; Rev. H. A.
Goodwin of Portland United Church ard Chairman of the Maritime
United Church Committee on Evangelism and Social Service; Dr.
Clarence MacKinnon, former Moderator of the United Church of Canada
and the Moncton Evangelical Association. R. G. Fulton answered
their objections by the response that the head of the Liquor Board
"might better be a clergyman than a tool of the liquor interest."
Saint John Telegraph Journal, April 12, 11, 22, 26, 27, 1927.

Also, according to the United churchman, August 29, 1928 the Saint
John Presbytery "Secretary reported that the ordination parchment

" of R. G. Fulton had been forwarded according to the direction of

the Presbytery to the Moderator of the General Council, and that
after cancellation it had been forwarded to Mr. Fulton at Frederic-
ton."

Tel h Journal, (Saint John, N.B.), September 7, 1927.

E. N. Rhodes, February 1, 1925, Rhodes Papers, PANS.

E. N. Rhodes, February 5, 1926, Rhodes Papers.




68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81l.

82.

341

Moderation League to E. N. Rhodes, April 30, 1926; Rhodes Papers,
United Churchman, March 3, 1926.

E. N. Rhodes to Reverend Hamilton Wigle, August 17, 1927, Rhodes
Papers.

E. N. Rhodes to Reverend W. S. loring, December 2, 1927, Rhodes
Papers.

Attorney-General, J. D. Douglas to E. N. Rhodes, Nd., Rhodes
Papers.

E. N. Rhodes to R. Borden, Nd., 1926, Rhodes Papers.

E. N. Rhodes to W. Fulton, Iondornderry, N.S., September 12, 1925,
Rhodes Papers.

E. N. Rhodes to H. R. Grant, March 11, 1926, May 23, 1927, August
29, 1927, Rhodes Papers.

E. N. Rhodes to Reverend W. S. Loring December 2, 1927, Rhodes
Papers.

Cchronicle Herald, (Halifax, N.S.), September 10, 1928.
United Churchman, March 4, 1926.

St. Alban’s Church, Dartmouth, N.S., to E. N. Rhodes, January 20,
1925, Rhodes Papers.

Clergy of the Church of England of Halifax County, to E. N. Rhodes,
Jaruary 27, 1926, Rhodes Papers.

It is quite clear in the Church of England, Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island, Minutes, for 1923, 1924, 1925 and 1927 that the
Bishop was becoming increasingly disillusioned with the prohibi-
tion. For example, in 1925, he said "he was glad to know that the
Church of England Social Service Cammission has not allowed itself
to be swamped by the fanatical forces of those who have put back
the cause of true temperance for many years by their urwise,
although sincere, attempts to force the world to adopt their views.
In scme places Social Service has became synomous with Prohibition
and all else of the many branches of Social Service has been
absolved, submerged, and lost in that." In 1927 he suggested that
the Social Service Council of Nova Scotia was mentally defective.

Medical Society of Nova Scotia to E. N. Rhodes, July 8, 1926,
Rhodes Papers. ’

Municipal Council of Rictmond to E. N. Rhodes, Jamiary 17, 1927,
Rhodes Papers.



83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

1.

92.

93‘

94.

9s5.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

342

J. A. Goodwin, Weymouth, N.S., to E. N. Rhodes, February 1, 1927,
Rhodes Papers.

Maritime Provinces Hotel Association to E. N. Rhodes, February 5,
1927, Rhodes Papers.

Halifax City Council to E. N. Rhodes, August 16, 1928.

The specific letters and especially petitions that went from dry
enthusiasts to E. N. Rhodes for this period of 1925-1928 are too
mumercus to specific. Please see Rhodes Papers.

S. 0. Griffin to E. N. Rhodes, July 26, 1927, Rhodes Papers.

E. H. Ammstrong to A. S. MacMillan, a Halifax merchant, Jamuary 22,
1927, Armstrong Papers.

Halifax Chronicle (Halifax, N.S.), Octcber 12, 1929. The Chronicle
was firmly behind goverrment control by October of 1929, and
defended prohibitions’ repeal on November 6, 1929.

Church of England, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, Minutes,
1929.

Casket, (Antigonish, N.S.), May 16, 1929.

United Mine Workers, Local No. 11, Glace Bay, N.S. to E. N. Rhodes,
October 26, 1929.

Halifax Chronicle, (Halifax, N.S.), October 29, 1929.
Ibid., November 1, 1929.

E. N. Rhodes to J. P. Bell, November 4, 1929, Rhodes Papers.

Halifax Chronicle (Halifax, N.S.), April 10, 1929.

Ibid., April 10, 1929.

Ibid., April 19, 1929.

Halifax Trades and lLabor Council to E. N. Rhodes, Octcber 11, 1929.
Halifax Chronicle (Halifax, N.S.), October 26, 1929.

These names of Halifax Temperance Reform Association members
appeared in Halifax chronicle (Halifax, N.S.), Octcber 26, 1929.
The Chronicle also ran portraits of same of these men including W.
H. Covert, Octcber 11, 1929; James T. Cumming, New Glasgow, Octcber

23, 1929; Reverend John Furlong, October 28, 1929; J. B. Douglas,
October 25, 1929; and C. W. Stairs, Octcber 14, 1929.




102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

343
When Temperance Reform Associations were formed cutside of Halifax,
the Chronicle did not always report on all the members present or
provide background on them as the paper did for Halifax members.
With some further digging into the local papers, it would be
possible to do a fine article on the membership of the T.R.A.
Information on D. Robb can be found in Chronicle, Octaber 28, 1929;
on langille, Octcber 24, 1929; and on Senator J. Stanfield, October
9, 1929. The paper also briefly covered the formation of T.R.A.’s
in Middleton, lLawrencetown, Octcber 26, 1929; Truro, Octcber 11,
1929; and Colchester Caunty, Octcober 24, 1929.
Halifax Chronicle, (Halifax, N.S.), Octcber 30, 1929.
Halifax Chronicle, (Halifax, N.S.), Octocber 29, 1929.
Ibid., November 1, 1929.
WCTU, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1930.
Halifax Chronicle, (Halifax, N.S.), November 1, 1929; Sons of
Temperance, Nova Scotia, Minutes, 1929.
Halifax chronicle, November 1, 1929.
Nova Scotia Liquor Commission Report, 1930, 1931.

E. Forbes, "Prohibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia," p.
36; M. Davis "Rum and the lLaw," p. 50.

Clark, p. 326.

Premier’s Secretary to C. O. Smith, December 14, 1928, Saunders
Papers, PAPEI.

Guardian (Charlottetown, PEI), June 26, 1948.

Bentley, "Prchibition and the Plebiscite," manmuscript, PAPEI, p. 8.
Ibid., p. 9.

A. C. Saurders to H. R. Hauch, October 214 1927, Saunders Papers.
A. C. Saunders to George E. Brown, April 23, 1929, Saunders Papers.

R. Popham and W. Schmidt, p. 57.

The Case of Prince Edward Island, A Submission presented to the

Royal Commission on Dominion and Provincial Relations by the
Goverrment of Prince Edward Island, Charlottetown, 1938.



120.

lzl.

122.

123.

124.

12s.

126.

127.

128.

129 .

130.

131.

132.

344

E. Forbes, Maritime Rights, pp. 185-187. See also L. J. Cusack,
"The Prince Edward Island People and the Great Depression, 1930-
1935," MA thesis, University of New Brunswick, 1972.

D. Milne, "Politics in the Garden" in V. Smitheram, et al., The
Garden Transformed, Prince Edward Island, 1945-1980, (Charlotte-
town, 1982), pp. 52-54.

Bentley, pp. 8-11.

Clark, p. 324.

As cited in Milne, p. 53.

Davis, "Rum ard the law," p. 49.

E. Forbes "Rum in the Maritimes’ Economuy During the Prohibition
Exa," p. 108.

F. MacKinnon, The Govermment of Prince Edward Island, (Toronto,
1951), pp. 152, 155, 157-160, 193-194, 206-207, 221, 237, 247.

G. and D. Robinson, The Nellie J. Banks, Rum Running to Prince
Edward Island (Summerside, 1980), and G. and D. Robinson, It Came

By The Boat Iocad, (1983).
Guardian, (Charlottetown, PEI), June 26, 1948.

Cusack, p. 11. There are many, many stories of moonshinning
escapades on Prince Edward Island. However, although same work has

been done on rum running, neither the historian or the folklorist
have yet touched this aspect of Island history. For those who wish
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There is a sufficient amount of information in the J. W. Jones
Papers to form the basis of a fine article on the Cullen Amendment
controversy. The citations are too mumerous to note here. Yet one
priceless letter is worthy of note. On April 14, 1945, Daniel
Gallant of Puisville Station, wrote Premier "Farmer" Jones, calling
for prochibition’s repeal. He said, in part,

It’s great you are making a change, but are we the
People of Prince Edward Island less worthy of ocur
drinks than the pecple of N.S. or N.B. Why can’t we
have a [script] book for the year and why should we
go to the doctor for a script[.?] As for myself I
live ten miles from a Dr. and with a horse it takes
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almost a day with the time we spend there and feed
our horses.

I had four sons in the Army and they can get all the
liquor they want out of the canteen. Who supply
them if it is not the goverrment. Now do they think
our boys are going to do without their liquor after
getting it for the last 4 or 5 years. Now are they
going to go from Tignish to Summerside for a bottle
ard pay $5.00 as I pay myself just for shine....

Its the worst rate ever brought to this Island, our
Grand fathers had all the good spirit they wanted
and they lived to be over 100 years old.



Conclusion

Between 1900 and 1930 prohibitionism’s most significant regional
blossoming rose crested and fell in the Maritime Provinces. This was
the era when the prohibition movement was at its absolute peak in
strength, in the Maritimes and across Canada. As in most parts of
Canada in the early 1900s the Maritime movement was strong, vibrant,
optimistic and confident. It was a multi-faceted phenomenon, out of
which a significant minority fashioned together a sturdy alliance of
individuals and groups of individuals who were inspired by the legacy of
the nineteenth century, the Protestant Social Gospel, secular progres-—
sivism, Social Catholicism, ard war-time reform enthusiasm. Each were
attracted to prohibition for their own particular reasons. Its appeal,
however, did not last. After confronting a long series of severe and
potent challenges throughout the 1920s, by the end of the decade,
prohibition’s bright polish was badly tarnished armd scarred. By the
1930s most Maritimers, like most Canadians, were fully convinced that
prohibition was both practically and ideologically unsound.

Ultimately many factors were responsible for the decline of
prohibition, rendering it outside of mainstream concern for most
Maritimers. In the late 1920s it was virtually torn apart by the
accumulative strength of several internal and external forces.
Internally the thing just refused to work. Many Maritimers wanted to
drink and did, despite the law. Prochibition could not be enforced.
There certainly were not enocugh enforcement agents; punishments for
violations were clearly soft and there were major jurisdictional

problems over enforcement. But an army of agents governed by Draconian
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laws could not enforce prohibition in the Maritimes. Prohibition was
unenforceable.

Not only was prohibition not able to fulfill the golden promises
its supporters had boastfully made, but in many aspects, it was far more
of a curse than a blessing. It gave rise to rum-running, bootlegging,
smiggling, moonshining and speakeasies. Violence was often a part of
the illicit liquor traffic. People lied both inside and outside of
court and spied on their neighbours. Ordinarily normal people were
forced to live part of their lives outside of the law. Several died
from alcocholic poisoning. Fines as deterrents were reshaped into local
revenue-producing systems, and payoffs, bribes, favouritism, patronage
and kick backs were a regular feature of the era.

Prohibitionists deserve same of the blame for the demise of their
cherished off-spring. Seldom did they ever praise enforcement efforts,
unless of course the officer was one of their own. They mostly
criticized and condemned, several became strident, shrill and cbnoxious.
Once prohibition was accomplished they did little anti-liquor education
work beyond distributing pamphlets during plebiscite elections. They
were contented to preach to the already converted. During the rise of
prohibition, dry advocates articulated very well the moral, social,
econaomic and medical arguments for prohibition. But, once prohibition
was accamplished, they focussed exclusively on enforcement like a
"lobster with lockjaw." They still condemned intemperance as a "sin"
and an "evil".l This was not unusual for personal and social regenera-

tion were never fully separated in their minds. However they failed to
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keep the general public informed that by evil, they included all of the
social, economic, political and medical curses of intemperance.

External forces also tore away at prohibition. Serious regiocnal
financial stresses of the 1920s were most significant. Unemployed and
low paid Maritimers found prosperous employment in the illicit liquor
industry. Idle fishing schooners fourd a place in the rum trade. Ship
building firms received contracts to overhaul fishing boats for rum-
running purposes. At the same time goverrmments could not afford to even
give the appearance of trying to enforce prohibition let alone actually
enforce it. Nor, with decreasing revenues and increasing demands, many
of them new, could the provinces really afford not to adopt goverrment
control. However even for revenue purposes ironically, repeal came too
late. One of the great consequences of the era was that the retail sale
and distribution of alcchol that was in private hands before prohibi-
tion, ended up in goverrment hands after prohibition and revenues from
that source have since gone to finance other public concerns. But the
decline of prohibition in the late 1920s was quickly followed by the
Great Depression of the 1930s, and govermments did not immediately
realize the economic bonanza they had anticipated. This aspect was
important to Prince Edward Island whose law survived the repeal push of
the late 1920s. Financially it made little difference if the Island
kept or rejected prohibition in the 1930s.

Prohibition’s decline was also brought about by the general waning
of reform idealism. This is hard to measure. Those who disregarded
prohibiticon did not always leave behind philosophical justifications for

their actions. Many of the institutions committed to prohibition in
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the early 1920s, such as the Baptist, Presbyterian and United churches,
the WCIU and the various temperance alliances, were no less committed in
the late 1920s. While internally these churches may have disagreed on
other issues, on the prohibition question they stood firm.2 Moreover it
is a bit of a chicken and egg argument for it is not clear if prohibi-
tion failed because reformism declined or vice versa. Yet it is clear
that immediately after World War I cracks appeared in prohibition’s
armour which steadily widened throughout the 1920s. Although prohibi-
tionists were able to temporarily shore up support in the early 1920s
plebiscites, and kept prohibition and closed export liquor houses, it
was not sufficient to permanently hold back sagging and deterioration.
With the war over and the need for extreme scarifice gone, violations
against prohibition escalated, and traditional opposition to prohibition
reasserted itself. Iabour’s wet ranks became more vocal and personal
liberty arguments grew. The urban centers of Halifax, Saint John and
Charlottetown once again before the headquarters for the anti-prohibi-
tion voice. The Roman Catholic Church stopped offering support in 1920
and Anglicans were restless after the war, uneasy by 1925, ard in
opposition by 1929. Others also grew weary. Temperance Reform
Association leader, David Robb, was a devote Presbyterian and United
Church minister, Reverend R. G. Fulton was the first Chairman of New
Brunswick’s Liquor Control Commission. Clearly the reform idealism
that had been pinned to prohibition had faded. The prohibition movement
in the region followed a course not dissimilar to that of other reform
thrusts such as the Maritime Rights movement. Like the Maritime Rights

movement, prohibition was "once an optimistic movement for progressive
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reform [but] terminated in mood of cynicism and apathy...."3 Yet it
must be kept in mind that the repeal of prohibition was, by the late
1920s, in itself a reform measure. Goverrment control had the ambiquous
quality of marking the end of one reform and the beginning of ancther.

Indeed, after the deluge, even many hard-core prchibitionists
changed their strateqy if not their minds or ultimate goals. Wwhile an
active minority of Maritimers immediately called for the return of
prohibition and some determined Islanders contimued to carry the vote
for prohibition through to 1948, by the 1930s most were involved in
other longer-term strategies to stem the influence of alcchol. They
called for temperance education, moral suasion, voluntary total
abstinence, moderation ard restrictive liquor licencing amendments.

They were, as both E. R. Forbes and R. Allen have noted, more "realis-
tic" in their expectations.? This seems to suggest, in light of
Michael Gauvreau’s argument, that Christian Realism and not personal
religion was the path chosen by many Maritime prchibitionists after
repeal.® Moreover, it may be argued, that the failure of prohibiticn,
at least in the Maritimes, was another contributing factor which led to
the emergence of the Christian Realists position by the 1930s.

Thus, for a variety of reasons, prohibition rose and fell in the
Maritimes between 1900 and 1930. In light of its failure, it seems that
a significant amount of conflict, anger and passion was expressed
unnecessarily. Prchibitionists might have been advised to pay more heed
to the prophetic words of Joseph Howe who argued in 1855 that "the right
of one human being to coerce cothers into belief, as it is now sought to

coerce them into temperance, has been tried a thousand times, and has
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failed, as this attempt will fail."® Many Maritimers would drink to

that.
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E. R. Forbes in "Prohibition and the Social Gospel in Nova Scotia"
for example argues that near the time of repeal "Harassed clergymen
in their pre-occupation with the struggle began to dencunce rum—
rnunning and bootlegging as ‘sins’/. Unconsciously, the prochibition-
ists were reverting back to the language of the nineteenth century
movement," p. 36. There appears to be several aspects of this
statement that are misleading. First, nineteenth century prohibi-
tionists denounced intemperance on grounds besides it being a sin.
Secondly, most twentieth century Maritime prohibitionists never
stopped believing that aspects of the liquor traffic were sinful.
Finally Forbes does not acknowledge that prohibitionists of the
1920s denounced the traffic as "sinful" and "evil", covering both
the personal and social aspects. Less and less, however, did they
define what they meant by those words.

One of the great controversies of the period of course was the
fight over church union. Also see G. A. Rawlyk, "Fundamentalism,
Modernism and the Maritime Baptists in the 1920s and 1930s"
Acadiensis, Vol. 17, No. 1, 1987.

Forbes, Maritime Rights, p. 191.

Ibid., p. 36, R. Allen, Social Passion, p. 280.

Michael Gauvreau, "War, Culture and the Problem of Religious
Certainty: Methodist and Presbyterian Church Colleges, 1914-1930"

Journal of the Canadian Church Historical Society, Vol. XXIX,
Vvol. 1, 1987, pp. 12-31.

Halifax Chronicle (Halifax, N.S.), October 26, 1929.
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AEEendix 1

Nova Scotia Religion 1891

County Pop. A Y4 B YA FB A c A M YA P Y4 RC A

Annapolis 19350 3514 18 10436 54 31 -1 56 -1 3705 19 495 3 564 3
Antigonish 16114 327 2 173 1 74 1 3 -1 88 1 1587 10 13859 86
Cape Breton 34244 2917 9 1420 4 111 -1 1 -1 1351 4 10374 30 17994 53
Colchester 27160 2341 9 3734 14 209 1 274 1 2811 10 16285 60 1304 5
Cumberland 34529 3784 11 7504 22 169 -1 27 -1 10538 31 7903 23 3873 11
Digby 19897 1410 7 6233 131 364 2 5 -1 1508 8 165 1 9302 47
Guysborough 17195 3364 20 3545 21 151 1 61 -1 2350 14 2284 13 5386 31
Halifax 71358 21593 30 6666 9 99 -1 38 -1 6207 9 11504 16 23593 33
Hants 22052 4220 19 3827 17 54 -1 422 2 5173 23 6203 28 1235 6
Inverness 25779 83 -1 615 2 66 -1 348 1 450 2 7922 30 16270 63
Kings 22489 2437 9 11204 50 802 4 310 1 3768 17 1708 8 1399 6
Lunenburg 31075 10030 32 5117 17 187 1 357 1 5577 18 3535 11 629 2
Pictou 34541 1755 5 600 2 34 -1 0 0 1441 4 26067 76 4387 13
Richmond 14399 451 3 140 1 18 -1 1 -1 283 2 3242 23 10238 71
Shelburne 14956 2397 16 2448 16 3844 26 24 -1 4124 28 1013 7 187 1
Queens 10610 2241 21 2883 27 731 7 797 8 2202 21 166 2 763 7
Victoria 12432 584 5 48 -1 6 -1 7 -1 462 4 7879 63 3411 27
Yarmouth 22216 962 4 6138 28 3417 15 381 2 2063 9 620 3 8058 36
Total 450396 64410 14 72731 16 10377 2 3112 1 54195 12 108952 24 122452 27
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New Brunswick, Religion, 1891

ABEendix 2

County Pop. A Y4 B % FB /3 c Z M Z P 4 RC A

Albert 10971 262 2 6724 61 1083 10 3 -1 1899 17 254 2 691 6
Carleton 22529 2326 10 4155 18 7610 34 27 -1 2982 13 1964 9 2750 12
Charlotte 23752 4578 19 4941 21 1932 8 443 2 3885 16 3443 15 2863 12
Gloucester 24897 918 4 36 -1 0 0 0 0 537 2 1065 4 22327 90
Kent 23845 1355 6 626 3 0 0 5 -1 930 4 3736 16 17136 72
Kings 23087 6295 27 5401 23 2124 9 10 -1 3279 14 2689 12 3107 14
Northumberland 25713 2405 9 1421 6 43 -1 0 0 1591 6 7685 30 12438 48
Restigouche 8308 682 8 198 2 15 -1 0 0 218 3 2758 33 4393 53
Saint John 49574 11346 23 8017 16 1371 3 211 -1 6645 13 5923 12 14988 30
Sunbury 5762 719 13 1354 23 1871 32 53 -1 793 14 24C 4 713 12
Queens 12152 2026 17 4604 38 1765 15 2 -1 1502 12 1075 9 1069 9
Victoria 18217 1687 9 835 S 1565 9 12 -1 512 3 1041 6 12269 67
Westmorland 414717 2948 7 9972 24 1265 3 1s -1 5886 14 3930 10 17047 41
York 30979 5548 18 6676 22 4030 13 255 -1 4839 16 4830 16 4170 14
Total 321263 43095 13 54960 17 24674 8 1036 -1 35504 11 40639 13 115961 36

9¢¢




AEEendix 3

Prince Edward Island, Religion, 1891

County Pop. A 4 B % FB Z c

y4 M % | S 4 RC Z
Kings 26633 560 2 1545 6 154 1 8 -1 1818 7 8338 32 13579
Prince 36470 2628 7 1729 5 186 1 1 -1 4749 13 8358 23 18291
Queens 45975 3458 8 2475 5 172 -1 2 -1 6734 15 16292 35 15967
Total 109078 6646 6 5747 5 512 1 11 -1 13301 12 32988 30 47837

16



Nova Scotia, Religion 1901

AEEendix 4

County Pop. A 4 B 4 FB Z c 3 M Y4 P A RC Z
Annapolis 18842 3388 18 10044 53 9 -1 28 -1 3746 20 530 3 626 3
Antigonish 13617 290 2 216 2 0 0 5 -1 89 -1 1236 9 11774 87
Cape Breton 49166 4826 10 2179 4 0 0 20 -1 3174 7 13643 28 24790 50
Colchester 24900 2231 9 3792 15 0 0 321 1 2539 10 14817 60 1039 4
Cumberland 36168 3699 10 8048 22 242 -1 43 -1 11152 31 7730 21 4618 13
Digby 20322 1183 6 6147 30 118 -1 6 -1 1757 9 178 -1 10057 50
Guysborough 18320 3370 18 4067 22 12 -1 30 -1 2734 15 2327 13 5749 31
Halifax 74662 22851 31 6921 9 2 -1 LS | 7111 10 11793 16 24724 33
Hants 20056 3604 13 3790 19 0 0 348 2 4355 22 6108 31 1188 6
Inverness 24353 155 -1 584 0 2 -1 239 -1 481 2 6847 28 15873 65
Kings 21937 2431 11 10971 50 4617 2 250 1 3868 2 1867 9 1298 6
Lunenburg 32389 10163 31 5491 17 0 0 309 -1 5826 18 3701 11 584 2
Pictou 33459 1873 6 623 2 0 0 5 -1 1882 6 24507 73 4258 13
Richmond 13515 438 3 135 1 0 0 0 0 256 2 2776 21 9905 73
Shelburne/ .

Queens 24428 4255 17 5733 23 4397 18 981 4 5621 23 1214 5 850 3
Victoria 10571 527 5 33 -1 0 0 4 -1 581 6 6494 61 2928 28
Yarmouth 22869 823 4 6095 27 3115 14 324 1 2318 10 612 3 9317 41
Total 459574 66107 14 74869 16 8364 2 2938 -1 57490 13 106381 23 129578 28

86t



AEEendix 5

New Brunswick, Religion, 1901

County Pop. A % B 4 FB Z c y4 M Z P y4 RC
Albertc 10925 271 3 7334 67 126 1 3 -1 1945 18 344 3 765
Carleton 21621 2059 10 8067 37 3480 16 27 -1 3050 14 1999 9 2411
Charlotte 22415 4089 18 5316 24 1433 6 370 2 3475 16 3259 15 2522
Gloucester 27936 886 3 33 -1 0 0 1 -1 574 2 1093 4 25301
Kent 23958 1181 S 530 2 1 -1 0 0 834 4 3267 14 18089
Kings 21655 5974 28 5733 27 1805 8 7 -1 2923 14 2453 11 2467
Northumberland 28543 2612 9 1650 6 3 -1 5 -1 1827 6 7962 28 14378
Restigouche 10586 789 8 314 3 0 0 1 -1 356 3 2947 28 6159
Saint John 51759 11577 22 9605 19 503 -1 229 -1 6959 13 5927 12 15360
Sunbury/

Queens 16906 2500 15 5910 35 3228 19 67 -1 2269 13 1190 7 1616
Victoria 21136 1894 9 2326 11 451 2 8 -1 497 2 1025 5 14732
Westmorland 42060 2405 6 10981 26 979 2 4 -1 6049 14 3289 8 17957
York 31620 5530 18 7407 23 3659 12 318 1 5215 17 4741 15 3941
Total 331120 41767 13 65206 20 15668 5 1040 -1 35973 11 39496 12 125698

65¢



AEBendix 6

Prince Edward Island, Religion, 190l

County Pop. A B Z FB yA C A M 4 P 4 RC Z

Kings 19826 391 1058 5 0 0 0 0 926 ) 5254 21 11648 59
Prince 40069 2710 2133 5 1 -1 1 -1 5467 14 10108 25 19414 49
Queens 43364 2875 2707 6 6 -1 2 -1 7009 16 15388 36 14734 34
Total 103259 5976 5898 6 7 -1 3 -1 13402 12 30750 30 45796 44

09¢
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Appendix 7
Nova Scotia
Ethnic Origins - 1901

Caunty Pop. E 3 I % s 3 F %
Annapolis 18842 13915 74 1057 1146 6 231 1
Antigonish 13617 613 5 1243 9 9171 67 2364 17
Cape Breton 49166 10696 22 6607 13 25572 S2 2817
Colchester 24900 5949 24 6598 27 10366 42 535
Qumberland 36168 19903 S5 4811 13 7497 21 2467
Dighby 20322 8449 42 1012 5 1694 8 8049 40
Guysborcugh 18320 6346 35 3267 18 4950 27 1537
Halifax 74662 32092 43 15603 21 11429 15 4229
Hants 20056 8602 39 3534 18 5827 29 174
Inverness 24353 1351 6 1282 5 17213 71 4328 18
Kings 21937 14580 67 2983 14 2035 279
Lunenburg 32389 4942 15 989 1181 2131
Pictou 33459 3372 10 1850 26530 79 426
Richmand 13515 875 6 1232 4519 33 6678 49
Shelburne/

Queens 24428 14275 58 1393 3212 13 391
Victoria 10571 1334 13 572 5 8418 80 114 1
Yarmouth 22869 12459 55 677 622 3 8411 37
Total 459574 159753 35 54710 12 143382 31 45161 10
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Apperdix 8

New Brunswick, Ethnic Origins, 1901

County " Pop. E % R s % F 3
Albert 10925 5489 50 2576 24 1175 11 152 1
Carletcn 21621 10780 50 6531 30 3016 14 345 -1
Charictte 22415 10288 46 7312 33 4038 18 189 -1
Gloucester 27936 1355 49 2775 10 1071 4 22599 80
Kent 23958 2629 11 1797 8 3089 13 16068 67
Kings 21655 9946 46 7595 35 2765 13 204 -1
Northumberland 28543 4557 16 8967 31 8779 31 5506 19
Restigouche 10586 1263 12 1274 12 3211 30 4640 44
Saint John 51759 17443 34 23426 45 7097 14 821 1
Sunbury/

Queens 16906 7437 44 6143 36 2055 12 311 -1
Victoria 21136 3087 15 1932 9 1647 8 13380 63
Westmorland 42060 16475 39 4187 10 4518 11 15072 36
York 31620 13934 44 8869 28 5849 19 692 2

Total 331120 104683 32 83384 25 48310 16 79979 24




Prince Edward Island
Ethnic Origins 1901

Appendix 9

363

Ocuhty Population E % I % S % F %

Kings 19826 2686 14 4023 20 11347 57 1499 3
Prince 40069 9600 24 8297 21 12145 30 9547 24
Queens 43364 11757 27 9672 22 18261 42 2820 7
Total 103259 24043 23 21992 21 41753 40 13866 7
Charlottetown 12080 4317 36 3729 31 3226 27 539 S
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Appendix 10

Maritime Cities, Religion, 1901

city A 3 B % M % P 3 RC %
-Halifax 10877 27 3103 8 4507 11 4864 12 16633 41
Saint John 9258 23 7460 18 5655 14 4365 11 11977 29
Fredericton 1857 26 937 13 1300 13 871 12 1427 20
Maoncten 723 8 2668 30 1342 15 1314 15 2803 31
Charlottetown 1442 12 587 5 2399 20 2468 20 4995 41



Appendix 11

Scott Act Voting In The Maritimes, 1878-1897

365

Votes Majority
Date Place For Against Far Against

October 31,78 Fredericton, NB (1)* 403 203 200
December 28,78 York, NB (1) 1229 214 1015
December 28,78 Prince, PETI (1) 1762 271 1491
March 14,79 Charlctte, NB (1) 867 149 718
April 21,79 Carleton, NB (1) 1215 69 1146
April 21,79 Albert, NB (1) 718 114 604
April 24,79 Charlottetown,

PET (1) 837 253 584
May 29,79 Kings, PEI (1) 1076 59 1017
June 23,79 Kings, NB (1) 798 245 553
July 3,79 Queens, NB (1) 315 181 134
September 11,79 Westmorland,

NB (1) 1082 299 783
September 2,80 Northumberland,

NB (1) 875 673 202
September 22,80  Queens, PET (1) 1317 99 1218
November 8,80 Digby, NS (1) 944 42 202
Jaruary 3,81 Queens, NS (1) 763 82 681
February 17,81 Sunbury, NB (1) 176 41 135
March 12,81 Shelburne, NS (1) 807 154 653
April 14,81 Kings, NS (1) 1478 108 1370
April 19,81 Amnapolis, NS (1) 111 114 997
May 13,81 Colchester, NS (1) 1418 184 1234
August 11,81 Cape Breton,

NS (1) 739 216 523
September 15,81 Hants, NS (1) 1082 92 990
Jamuary 6,82 Inverness, NS (1) 960 106 854
Jaruary 9,82 Pictou, NS (1) 1555 453 1102
February 23,82 Saint Jchn City,

NB (1) 1074 1076



Date

Octcber 26,82
Octcber 25,83
February 7,84
March 7,84
August 14,84

October 16,84

Octcber 30,84
June 26,85
November 12,85

April 19,86

April 19,86
April 20,86
Naovember 24,87

February 16,88
April 4, 89
November 28,89
April 17,90
Jaruary 8,91

November 17,91
February 9,92

September 22,92

1894

1897

Place

Fredericton, NB (2)
Qumberland, NS (1)
Prince, PETI (2)
Yarmouth, NS (1)
Westmerland, NB (2)

Charlottetown,
PET (2)

York, NB (2)
Guysboro, NS (1)
Fredericton, NB (3)

St. Jahn City,
NB (2)

Portland, NB (1)
Saint John, NB (1)

Charlottetown,
PET (3)

" Westmorland, NB (3)

Colchester, NS (2)
Fredericten, NB (4)
Portlard, NB (2)

Charlottetown,
PEI (4)

Charlictte, NB (2)
Saint John, NB (2)

Nortinmberlarnd,
NB (2)

Charlottetouwn,
PEI (5)

Charlottetown,
PET (6)

For

293
1560
2939
1287
1774

755
1178
403
298

1610
667
467

689
2464
43
370
124

686
1785
556

1780

734

673

Votes

252
262
1065
96
1701

715
655

31
285

1687
520
424

669
1le98
1107

302

558

700
855
715

1561

712

786

Majority

For

41
1298
1874
1191

73

40
523
432

147

43

20
766

68

930

219

22

*Bracketed mmbers following place names indicate the mumber of

times the Scott Act was contested in that mmicipality.

Ruth E. Spence, rp. 575-578

77

1064

434

14

159

136



Appendix 12

Prince Edward Island
Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite
December 14, 1893

For Aqainst Majority
3579 1513 2066
2811 768 2043
4226 1109 3117

367

% Majority

41

58

10616 3390 7226

52




Appendix 13

Nova Scotia

1894 Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite Results

County For Against % Majority VL

Annapolis 2628 350 77 4154 72
Antigenish 883 948 -4 3186 58
Cape Breton 2644 1916 16 7331 62
Colchester 3053 382 78 5287 65
CQumberland 4595 511 80 7734 66
Digby 1695 297 70 3893 51
Guysborough 1362 392 S5 2852 62
Halifax 5387 2351 39 14558 53
Hants 2698 439 72 3386 93
Inverness 1973 800 42 5083 55
Kings 3170 249 86 4572 75
Lunenburg 2567 916 48 6240 56
Pictxa 4100 1192 55 8492 62
Queens 1137 225 68 2164 63
Rictmord 978 436 38 2571 55
Shelburne 1838 166 84 3284 61
Victoria 1165 284 60 2199 66
Yarmouth 1883 501 58 4372 55
Total 43756 12355 56 81358 69

368



Appendix 14

Nova Scotia

1898 Naticnal Prohibition Plebiscite Results

369

County For Aqainst % Majority VL % VIO
Amnapolis 1989 146 86 4664 46
Antigonish 527 480 5 3327 30
Colchester 3252 171 90 6028 57
Cumberland 4444 306 87 7882 60
Cape Breton 2163 798 46 9513 31
Digby 1150 312 57 4377 33
Guysborough 1251 190 74 3854 37
Halifax 3190 670 65 15005 26
Hants 1970 134 87 4541 46
Inverness 1211 797 22 5863 34
Kings 2457 69 94 5593 45
Lunenburg 1568 286 69 6934 27
Pictou 4175 329 85 8903 51
Rictmond 317 281 6 2648 23
Shelburne 1266 46 93 3326 40
Queens 1095 49 91 2233 51
Victoria 746 186 60 2303 41
Yarmouth 1907 120 88 4508 45
Total 34678 5370 73 101502 40




1898 National Prchibition Plebiscite Results

Apperdix 15

New Brunswick

370

County Far Aqainst % Majority VL % VIO
Albert 1147 285 60 2890 50
Carletcn 2591 160 94 5849 47
Charlctte 2160 193 84 6035 39
Gloucester 361 533 =20 5374 17
Kent 524 1094 =35 5424 30
Kings 2088 370 70 6152 40
Northumberland 1619 827 32 6291 39
Restigouche 918 128 76 2456 43
Sunbary/

Queens 1832 238 77 5046 41
Saint Jchn 3686 1748 36 12619 43
Saint John City 3042 1550 33 9707 47
Victoria 467 560 -5 4623 22
Westmorland 3330 1517 37 9559 51
York 3154 372 79 7978 44
Total 26919 9575 48 90003 41
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Appendix 16

Prince Edward Island
1898 National Prohibition Plebiscite Results

For Aqainst % Majority VL % VIO
1809 299 87 4054 55
3355 409 89 9286py 41pp
4197 438 91 100485 46pp

9461 1146 89 23388 45




Charlottstown

22636
32779
38313
93728
11203

323
2086
2530
4939
1124

Apperdix 17
Prince Edward Island
Religion, 1911
$ B $ M
2 1472 7 1546
6 1677 S5 4642
7 2223 6 6021
5 5372 6 12209
10 640 6 2046

A?

14
16
13
18

7151
7172
13186
27509
2295

oo

22
34
29
21

372

R.C.

11532
16780
13682
41994

4859

o

51
51
36
45
43



Charlcttetown

20445
31520
36650
88615
12347

323
2158
2576
5057
1250

Appendix 18
i Fdward Island
Religion, 1921
% B % M
2 1342 7 1385
7 1909 6 4469
7 2065 6 5554
6 5316 6 11408
10 662 5 1973

o\

~3

6573
7052
12320
25945
2630

o\

32
22
34
29
21

373

R.C.

10241
15541
13530
39312

5646

o\e

50

37
44
46



Queens
Total

Pop.
19147
31500

37391
88038

Charlottetown 14101

244
2256
2574
5074
1263

N

I NN P

Appendix 19
Prince Edward Islard
Religion, 1931
B $ U.C.
1258 7 4330
1605 5 8122
2203 6 9527
5066 6 21979
807 6 2735

0o

23
26
26
25

3163
3566
8084
14813
2267

[

17

22
17
16

374

R.C.

9470
15523
14112
39105

6681

49
38
44
47

(204



Courtty Pop.

Kings 19415
Prince 34480
Queens 41142
Total 95047

Charlottetown 14821

288
2532
2919
5739
1411

o0

A N dN

10

Appendix 20

Prince FEdward Island

Religion, 1941

1368
1659
2416
5443

799

oo

0 & O 1 N

U. c.

4392
9139
10474
24005
2704

ov

23
27
26
25
18

3038
3477
8209
14724
2175

e

16
10
20
16

375

R‘ C.

9565
17079
16099
42743

7300

N

49
50
39
45
49



17943
37735
42751
98429

223
3121
2775
6119

Appendix 21

Prince Edward Island

o0

A N 0

Religion, 1951

1170
1779
2370
5319

A

g 0

U.C.

4109
10056
11744
25969

o

23
27
28
26

2424
3326
7633
13383

376

R.C.

9166
18534
17102
44802

o\e

51
49
40
46



Queens
Total

Pop.
22636
32779
38313
93728

Charicttetown 11203

3874
8285
10017
22176
3829

egggggiz 22
Prince Fdward Island
Ethnic Origi 1911
% I % s
17 4527 20 12271
25 6322 20 8764
26 9051 24 15737
24 19900 21 36772
34 3290 29 2951

54
27
41
39
26

1620
8935
2562
13117
604

o\

27

14

377



County Pop.

Kings 20445
Prince 31520
Queens 36650
Total 88615

Charlottetown 12347

4281
8615
10417
23313
4119

Appendix 23
Prince Edward Island
Ethnic Origins, 1921
% I & S
21 4115 20 10437
27 5877 19 8651
28 8751 24 14349
26 18743 21 33437
33 3613 29 3528

51
28
39
38
29

1402
7910
2659
11871
864

378

o

25

14



19147
31500
37391
88038

3764
8541
11093
23398

gg;zgzigg 24
Prince Edward Island
Ethnic Oriai 1931
% I % S
20 3812 20 9958
27 5762 18 8217
30 8124 22 14314
27 17698 20 50187

e

52
26
39
57

1380
8402
3180
12962

379

oo

27

Ve]



Pop.
19415
34490

41142
95047

E

4191
10230
12962
27383

Appendix 25

Prince Edward Island
Ethnic Origin, 1941

]

22
30
32
29

3826
5817
8816
18459

20
17
21
19

9530
8362
14777
32669

e

49
24
36
34

1470
9559
3770
14799

380

o\

28

16



Pop.

17943
37735
42751
98429

Appendix 26
Prince Edward Island
Ethnic Origins, 1951

British

Isles F
16304 91 13238
26753 71 10059
37612 88 4089
80669 82 15477

381

e

27
10
16



County Fop.

Anmapolis 18581
Antigonish = 11962
Cape Breton 83240
and Victoria

Colchester 23664
Qmberland 40543

Dighy 20167
Guysborough 17048
Halifax 80257
Hants 19703
Inverness 25571
Kings 21780
Lunenburg 33260
Pictou 35858
Richmond 13273
Shelburne 24211
and Queens

Yarmouth 23220
Total 492338

Halifax 46619

13420
510
19826

6272
21820
8831
5514
35252
9094
1303
15211
6038
5155
964
16505

11316
177701
22342

Apperdix 27
Nova Scotia
Ethnic igins, 1911

% I $ ]
72 931 5 1236

4 1163 10 7571
24 10326 12 43317
27 5415 23 10071
54 4688 12 8486
44 567 3 335
32 3370 20 4436
44 15507 19 11743
46 3316 17 4993

5 1107 4 17653
70 2056 9 1874
18 913 3 1077
14 2364 7 25730

7 1003 8 4059
68 1109 5 2460
51 409 2 494
36 54244 11 145535
48 11145 24 6800

o0

63
52

43
21

26

25

69

72
31
10

30

259
2304
4127

574
3466
9591
1710
4800

237
4860

188
1880

969
6999

239

9543
51746
2105

382

o0

19

\0

48

W PN

53

41
11



County Pop.

Annapolis 18153
Antigonish 11580
Cape Breton 86296
Colchester 25196
Cumberland 41191

Digby 19612
Guysborcugh 15518
Halifax 97228
Hamts 19739
Inverness 23808
Kings 23723
Lunenburyg 33742
Pictou 40851
Queens 9944
Richmond 12577
Shellburne 13491
Victoria 8814
Yarmouth 22374
Total 523837

Halifax 58372

E

12665
440
23869
9441
21898
6748
5706
47990
10792
1379
16977
9109
7251
5092
957
9164
1464
11164
202106
30902

Appendix 28
Nova Scotia
Ethnic Origins, 19231

% I % s
70 1055 6 1606

4 1260 11 7012
28 11762 14 37951
38 3912 16 10002
53 4622 11 8584
34 764 4 8385
37 2400 16 3907
50 16325 17 14424
55 2319 12 4539

6 1092 5 15749
72 2223 9 2279
27 892 3 1316
18 3218 8 26728
51 609 6 1057

8 954 8 3455
68 866 6 1549
17 719 8 6405
50 720 3 542
39 55712 11 148000
53 10985 19 8245

o\

61
44
40
21

25

23

66

10

65

28

12

73

28
14

363
2452
5526

457
3975
9727
1727
5995

211
5166

390
2026
1555

419
6796

350

173
9311

56619
3000

o\

21

10

22

54

42
11

383



Caurty

Amnapolis
i gonis!

Cape Breton

Colchester
Cumberland

Digby

Guysborough

Halifax
Hants

" Inverness
Kings
Lunenburg
Pictou
Queens
Richmond
Shellurme
Victoria
Yarmouth
Total

Pop.

16297
10073
92419
25051
36366
18353
15443
100204
19393
21055
24357
31674
39018
10612
11098
12485
8009
20939
512846

11239
456
25299
7910
20393
5821
5217
48601
9602
1425
15466
8647
6420
5122
721
9050
1910
9871
193170

Appendix 29
Nova_Scotia
Ethnic Origins, 1931

% I % S
69 911 6 1472
5 1173 12 5892
27 13381 15 37586
32 4156 17 10622
56 3884 11 6633
32 907 S 980
34 2622 17 3566
49 . 15974 16 14529
50 2743 14 4475
7 987 5 13299
64 2606 11 2794
27 865 3 1589
17 3192 8 25010
48 661 6 1190
66 794 7 2742
73 539 4 1259
24 397 5 5457
47 661 3 897
38 56453 11 139992

=N

27

438
2182
6461

626
3309
9177
1728
6859

318
4842

569
2207
1963

439
6516

200

147
8647

56629

~

23

NN Y9N

41
11

384



County Pop.
Carleton 21446
Charlotte 21147
Gloucester 32662
Rent 24376
Kings and

Albert 30285

Northimberland 31194
Restigouche 15687

Saint Jchn 53572
Sunbary ard

Queens 17116
Victoria and

Madawaska 28222
Westmorland 44621
York 31561
Total 351889
Sz:u'nt Jchn

city 42511

Apperdix 30

New Brunswick

Ethnic Oriqins, 1911

E

10428
9345
1224
2411

16064
5851
1917

16380

6134

4055
18035
14173

106017

13256

%

49
44

10

=l O

36

14
40
45
30

31

6244
6620
2740
1397

8044
8825
1826
19175

5957

2333
3484
7925
74570

13766

a0

29
31

27
28

36

35

25
21

32

3418
4115

806
2786

3697
8720
3455
6626

2473

1757
4127
5969
47949

5135

N

16
20

28
22

14

274
244
27732
17436

357
6818
8136

995

347

18480
17081

711
98611

530

385

o

85
72

22
52

66
38

28



Carleton
Charlotte
Gloucester

Madawaska
Northumberland

Restigouche
Saint John

Victoria
Westmorland
York

Saint Jchn
City

Appendix 31

New Brunswick
Ethnic Origigg, 1921

oe
-
)

Fop. E

8607 4981 58 1616 19
21100 10973 52 5391 26
21435 10830 51 5234 24

38684 1609 4 2394

23916 2191 9 1211

20399 10742 53 5485 27
20138 467 2 375 2
33985 8299 24 8498 25
11679 5474 47 3232 28
22839 2598 11 2035 9

60486 27497 45 18962 31
6162 3150 51 1404 23

12800 4572 36 2106 17

53387 23617 44 3557 7
32259 14664 46 7170 22
387876 131664 34 68670 18

47166 23241 49 13333 28

836
3603
4360
1399
2308
2970

148
7964
1772
3681
7967

680
1925
4133
7562

51308

5892

Lol BL &G

94
280
266

33051
17983
327
18915
8264
406
14057
2397
324
3125
20866
466
121111

1601

386

oe

85
75

94
24

62

24

39

31
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Appendix 32

New Brnmswick

Ethnic Origins, 1931

County Pop. E 3 I % s % F %
Albert 7679 4752 62 1276 17 752 10 84

Carleton 20796 12167 59 4223 20 3285 16 233

Charlotte 21337 11760 55 4692 22 3948 19 348

Glaucester 41914 2043 3145 1527 34872 83
Kent 23478 1882 1076 2003 18160 77
Ki.ngs 19807 9905 50 5232 26 3307 17 292 2
Madawaska 24527 764 3 446 2 416 1 22685 93
Northumberland 34124 6304 19 8498 25 9636 28 8530 25
Queens 11219 5489 49 2923 26 1634 15 347 3
Restigouche 29859 3607 12 2563 8 4383 15 18588 62
Saint John 61613 24278 40 19426 32 10038 16 3631 6
Sunbury 6999 3898 56 902 13 946 14 705 10
Victoria 14907 5066 34 2109 14 1673 11 4582 31
Westmorland 57506 21249 37 4351 8 6535 11 23210 40
York 32454 16747 52 6011 19 6478 20 732 2
Total 408219 129911 32 66873 16 56561 14 136999 34



Courty Pop

Annapolis 18581
Antigonish 11962

Victoria 83240
Colchester 23664
Quberland 40543

Digby 20167
Guysborough 17048
Halifax 80257
Hants 19703
Inverness 25571
Kings 21780
Lunenbury 33260
Pictou 35858
Rictmond 13273
Shelburne/

Queens 24211
Yarmauath 23220
Total 492338
Halifax 46619

Appendix 33

Nova Scotia, Religion, 1911
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Congregationalists have been cmitted from this chart.
They formed 1/2% of the populaticn.

P

644
1105

27172
13610
7941
134
1955
11407
5742
6729
1499
3620
23755
2652

1143
452

109560

5133

O &=

33
58
20
-1
2
14
29
26

11
66
20

[\SIV)}

22

RC

637
10306

37471
943
6333
10454
5474
27027
1050
17019
1255
507
5603
9836

733
10344

144991

19334

388

o

45
16
52
32
34
67

16
74

30

42



Conty Pop.

Annapolis 18153
Antigonish 11580
Cape Bretcn 86296
Colchester 25196

Qumberland 41191
Dighby 19612
Guysborcugh 15518
Halifax 97228
Hants 19739
Inverness 23808
Kirngs 27723

Lunentury 33742
40851

Queens 9944
Rictmond 12577
Shelburne 13491
Victoria 8814
Yarmuth 22374

Total 523837

Halifax 58372

Corgregationalists have been amitted from this chart.

Appendix 34

Nova Scotia, Religion, 1921
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Appendix 35

Nova Scotia, Religicn, 1931

390

County Pop. A % B % P % uc % RC %

Amnapolis 16297 3113 19 9017 S5 g9 -1 3039 19 668 4
Antigonish 10073 169 2 159 2 329 3 652 7 8736 87
Cape Breton 92419 10936 12 2582 3 10126 11 16033 17 49558 54
Colchester 25051 2719 11 4582 18 3711 5 12508 50 1099 4
CQumberland 36366 4737 13 8587 24 2848 8 13575 37 5577 15
Digby 18353 1173 6 5242 29 43 -1 13%0 7 9823 54
Guysborough 15443 3222 21 3314 21 1124 7 2016 13 5562 36
Halifax 100204 32956 33 8568 9 4827 5 16787 17 34106 34
Hants 19393 4469 23 3542 18 1635 8 8234 42 1075 6
Inverness 21055 78 -1 293 1 1928 9 3767 18 14949 71
Kings 24357 4051 17 12592 52 455 2 5118 21 1370 6
Lunenburg 31674 10258 32 5220 17 2121 7 6417 20 588 2
Pictou 39018 3983 10 1446 4 15509 40 9754 25 7655 20
Queens 10612 2688 25 3491 32 53 1 2860 27 712 7
Richmond 11098 272 2 2 -1 1107 10 860 8 8801 79
Shellurme 12485 2414 19 5843 47 11s 1 3438 28 184 2
Victoria 8009 609 8 43 -1 2880 36 1834 23 2626 33
Yarmouth 20939 891 4 7555 36 46 1 2306 11 9665 46
Total 512846 88738 17 82098 16 48960 10 110548 22 162754 132



Appendix 36

New Brunswick, Religion, 1911

391

County Fop. A 3 B % M % P 3 RC %
Carleton 21446 2331 11 11487 54 2939 14 1843 9 2424 11
Charlotte 21147 3643 17 6928 33 3224 15 2956 14 2262 11
Gloucester 32662 871 3 51 =1 497 2 1044 3 30148 92
Kert 24376 875 4 5S40 2 772 3 2827 12 19172 79
Kings/ 30285 6059 20 13935 46 4213 14 2712 9 2939 10
Albert

Northwmberiand 31194 2608 9 1751 6 1878 6 8258 27 16298 52
Restigouche 15687 1174 7 481 3 454 3 3266 21 10205 65
Saint John 53572 12446 23 10765 20 7075 13 5952 11 15426 29
Suntury/ 17116 2625 15 9076 53 2221 13 1223 7 1759 10
Queens

Victoria/ 28222 2099 7 3454 12 461 2 1237 4 20428 72
Madawaska

Westmorland 44621 2545 6 12442 28 5982 13 3099 7 19914 45
York 31561 5588 18 11196 36 4842 15 4790 15 3914 12
Total 351889 42864 12 82106 23 34558 10 39207 11 144889 41

Congregationalists have been amitted from this chart.
They formed .2% of the pcpulaticn.



County Pop.

Albert 8607
Carleton 21100
Charloctte 21435
Gloucester 38684
Kent 23916
Kings 20399
Madawaska 20138
Northumberland 33985
Queens 11679
Restigouche 22839
Saint John 60486
Sunbury 6162
Victoria 12800
Westmorlarnd 53387
York 32259
Total 387876
Saint John 47166

Congregationalists have been amitted from this chart.
They formed .2% of the population.
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New Brunswick, Religion, 1921
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County Pep.

Albert 7679
Carleton 20796
Charlotte 21337
Glaucester 41914
Kent 23478
Kings 19807
Madawaska 24527
Northumberland 34124
Queens 11219
Restigouche 29859
Saint Jahn 61613
Sunbury 6999
Victoria 14907
Westmorlard 57506
York 32454
Total 408219

Saint Jahn 47514

Appendix 38

New Brumswick, Religion, 1931
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Nova Scotia 1920

Appendix 39

Provincial Prcohibition Plebiscite

394

County v.L. For Against VIO Majority % Majority
For For

Antigonish/ 14540 3626 1308 34 2318 47
Guysborough

Cape Breton/ 50408 14219 3897 36 10322 57
Victoria/
Rickmord

Colchester 15235 7363 1101 56 6262 74

Cumberland 20563 7302 1786 44 5516 61

Digby/ 15941 6692 747 47 5945 80
Ammapolis

Halifax 41711 6497 7046 32 =549 -4

Hants 10135 4853 848 56 - 4005 70

Inverness 12231 3921 1075 41 2846 57

Kings 12378 6052 882 56 5170 75

Limenburg 18216 3860 1511 29 2349 44

Pictou 25683 8660 1929 41 6731 64

Shelburme/ 12610 5416 519 47 4897 83
Queens

Yarmouth/ 15624 4961 1225 40 3736 60
Clare

Total 265275 83422 23874 40 59548 56

Nova Scotians were asked if they were in favour of or
against prehibiting the importation of alcchel.



Appendix 40

1920 New Brunswick

Provincial Prchibition Plebiscite

395

New Brunswickers were asked if they were for or
against the retention of the Prohibition Act.

Courntty For Aqainst Majority % Majority For
Albert 2035 332 1703 72
Carletcon 3209 724 2485 63
Charlotte 2163 705 1458 S1
Glcucester 1970 930 1040 36
Kent 1244 954 290 13
Kings 3875 1281 2594 50
Madawaska 318 635 -318 =33
Nortihnmberland 3301 2731 570 10
Queens 2276 660 1616 55
Restigouche 1627 928 699 27
Saint John City 6421 5060 1361 12
Saint John 1659 1128 531 19
Sunbury 755 352 403 36
Victoria 1308 596 712 37
Westmorland 7156 3017 4139 41
York 4922 2063 2859 41
Total 44239 22096 22143 33



Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite (comtimued)

Appendix 41

1920 New Brumswick

396

New Brunswickers were asked if they were in favour of or
aqainst the sale of wine ard beer.

Caunty For W&B Aqainst WaB Majority % Majority
Aqainst Against
Albert 295 2016 1721 75
Carleton 687 2844 2157 61
Charlctte 719 1882 1163 45
Gloucester 1224 1493 269 10
Kent 1549 748 -801 =35
Kings 1330 3788 2458 48
Madawaska 658 253 -405 -45
Northumberlarnd 2677 2750 73 1
Queens 591 2219 1628 58
Restigouche 1036 1570 534 21
. Saint Jchn City 5554 6178 624 5.
Saint Jaohn 1225 1632 407 14
Sunbury 350 586 236 25
Victoria 646 10285 379 23
Westmorland 3567 6418 2851 29
York 2290 4516 2226 33
Total 24398 39918 15520 24



Appendix 42

1921 New Brimswick

Provincial Prchibition Plebiscite

397

County For Adqainst Majority For % Majority For
Albert 1986 241 1745 78
Carletcn 3330 804 2526 61
Charlctte 2463 499 19564 66
Kent 799 779 20 1
Kings 3281 789 2492 61
Madawaska 346 685 =339 =33
Northumberland 3272 2290 982 18
Restigouche 1384 1080 304 12
Saint Jahn City 5047 3055 1992 25
Saint John 1895 525 1370 57
Sunbury 514 129 385 60
Victoria 1044 304 740 S5
Westmorland 7627 2287 5340 54
York 4386 1581 2805 47
Total 37374 15048 22326 43

Nadanmsmdmrswereaskedlftheywereinfavcurofcropposedto

p:du.b:.tzng the importation of alcchol.

This poll is not camplete. The

Daily Telegqraph (Saint Jchn, NB) Octcber 11, 1921, did not have the results

ofallofthepollsorofanypollsformeensandGlmcstar
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Appendix 43

Prince Edward Island
1923 Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite

Caunty Yes No Majority % Majority
Queens 4603 1430 3173 53
Kings 1557 778 779 33
Prince 3507 1402 2105 43
Total 9667 3610 6057 46
Charlottetown 1800gT 900gT 900y 33

Islanders were asked whether they were in favour of or opposed to prechibiting
the importation of alcchol into the province. The above figures came from
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Appendix 44

Nova Scotia 1929
Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite

Courtty Pop. For- Against VL % VIO % Majority % Majority
For Against

Annapolis 16297 4094 1408 9340 62 47

Antigonish 10073 546 2587 5891 58 60
Cape Bretory 103517 7497 15676 45627 51 31

Richmend

Colchester 25051 5297 2563 13487 63 32

Qumberland 36366 5601 4360 21163 52 11

Digby 18353 1871 2478 10159 50 12
Guysborough 15443 1865 2193 8587 53 7
Halifax 100204 6428 22097 46471 66 51
Hants 19393 4402 2129 10276 64 35

Inverness 21055 1984 3180 12360 52 1S
Kings 24357 5720 2650 13614 66 34

Lunenburg 31674 2515 3381 18742 35 13
Pictoua . 39018 4903 6556 21008 59 13
Queens 10612 1794 1164 5016 68 18

Shellxamne 12485 2484 912 6729 55 42

Victoria 8009 1131 1035 4632 53 4

Yarmauth 20939 3281 2972 10900 61 5

Total 512846 61413 77341 264002 58 10

Nova Scotians were asked whether they were in favour of retaining the
Nova Scoctia Temperance Act.
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Appendix 45

Nova Scotia 1929
Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite (contirmued)

County F.G.C. Agt. G.C. % Majority % Majority
) For Against
Amnapolis 1558 3902 41
Antigonish 2782 477 68
Cape Bretony/ 18560 6250 46

Richmond
Colchester 2977 4699 20
Cumberland 5070 4631 4
Dighy 3074 1583 29
Guy=borough 2497 1513 22
Halifax 23786 5839 59
Hants 2001 3802 27
Inverness 4088 1572 39
Kings - 2956 5319 26
Lmenburg 3852 2281 24
Pictou 7207 4300 24
Queens 1495 1523 1
Shellxnrne 1170 1780 16
Victoria 1271 850 17
Yarmcuth 3303 2761 8
Total 87647 53082 23

Nova Scotians were asked if they were in favour of or against the goverrment
control of alcchol sales. Note The percent majority for amd against
prohibition and goverrment camtrol may be slightly off because these
percentages are based on the mmber of total votes polled, amd do not allow
for the 5659 spoiled and rejected ballots.
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Appendix 46

i Edward Islard
1929 Provincial Prohibition Plebiscite

F.P. F.G.C. Majority For % Majority For
4533 2968 1565 21
4844 3039 1805 23
2094 2073 21 -1

11471 8080 3391 17
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