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SEN. MURPHY OF HOUSTON LABORING FOR THE CRIMINALS 
We do not know what Senator Murphy's m01tive might have been for introducing 

so many bills favorable to the cnminals, but we are permitted to interpret the· bills he 
introduced. In other columns of this paper will be found a discussion of his Senate 
Bill 115 on evidence, and Senate Bill 174 on SEARCH AND SEIZURE of which he 
was sponsor, both of which in our opinion would tend to prOJtect criminals against 
conviction. 

He also introduced Senate Bill No. 30 that would have taken the heart out of the 
injunction features of all of our laws. It would especially seriously cripple the enforce-· 
mcnt of our prohibition laws. 

Under our present law a distnct judge may enjoln as a public nuisance a place 
where the prohibition laws are violated and order the place locked by the court for 
one year. This is a very drastic feature of the law and similar laws in other states 
arc being used by judges in sympathy with the prohibiti~n laws to radically enforce 
these laws where juries refuse to convict. The Texas judges are not using this' phase 
of the law, but part of the fault may be with the district attorneys in refusing to ask 
for injunctions. 

In those sections of the state where juries are in sympathy with bootleggers 
judges can maintain respect for the law by the injunction method, for it has been the 
policy of the American government from the beginning to maintain respect for the 
authority of the court by giving the judge the privilege of punishing those who ·violate 
the orders of the court without any appeal to a jury. To take the authority out of 
the hands of the judge to punish for violating the orders of the court means to strip 
the judge of all authority-or practically all authority, and can not fail to make our 
courts largely a farce, and when this is done the heart of government is done. 

This was the purpose of Senate Bill No. 30 introduced by Senator Murphy. It 
passed the Senate without due consideration. It was chased down in the committee 
of the House and there killed. 

Another bill introduced by Senator Murphy. This does not relate to the prohibi
tion question in any way, but proposes to extend in a very drastic manner the privilege 
of a suspended sentence, to all those convioted of misdemeanors. At present the law 
applies only to those convicted of a felony. That law has been outrageously abused, 
but Senator Murphy would greatly extend the opportunity for its abuse by extending 
the privilege ... to those convicted of misdemeanors. 

'\V c were not able to keep up with this bill. \V. c do not know whether it was 
passed or not. 

C~>rt~dn!y, without impugning the motives of Senator Murphy, h"ts labors in \.h·~ 
last session of the Legislature was very fruitful in behalf of the criminal. 

WHEN DRY SENATORS VOTE WET 
The Texas State Senate comprises 31 members. Of these we presume that the 

following \Yould confess in their own districts at home that they are anti-prohibition
ists, namely: Archie Parr of Duvall county. ]. H. Bailey of Cuero, Julius Real of 
Kerrville, Gus. Russek of Schulenberg, A. ]. Wirtz of Seguin, and J. Roy Hardin of 
Kaufman. 

There are two. others who might admit lt~we are not sure. They arc Carl C. 
Hardin of Stephenville, and J. D. Parnell of Wichita Falls. Unless our knowledge is 
vitally defective, ·we do not believe that any other Senator, in his home district, openly 
acknowledges his opposition to the Constitution of his state and nation on the liquor 
que:;tion. 

It will be seen from the above that the wets can mobilize not more than eight 
members of the Senate who are openly wet. Why then is it so difficult to get a dry 
measure through our state Senate? This is just twenty-five per cent of the votes. 
\Vhy should a dry bill be defeated by hvcnty-five per cent of the votes? 

The reason lies in this fact: The six: acknowledged wet Senators above referred 
to can always be depended upon to -vote wet on· any kind of a proposition. Wake any 
of them at the midnight hour, announce a bill to make more effective the enforcement 

. of the constitutional amendment on prohibition, and any one of these six will rub his 
eyes and cry out "NO." Let it be remembered that the other two mentioned above 
\Yill not always vote "No'' on a dry bill. 

yet, in spite of the above facts, practically every ·favorable vote ca~t for prohibi
tion during the recent session of the Senate won by not mqre than one or two votes 
and many lost entirely. \Vhy? If the readers of H omc and State will look over 
the Journal of the Senate at the votes cast, they will f1nd seven others V\ hpse votes 
were cast almost wholly on the wet side of every bill laid l)efore the Senate, and yet 
cn·ry one of them, when at home, declares that they arc out-and-out for prohibition. 
l tow ever, they usually abuse the Anti-Saloon League for calling attention to how 
they vote. 

\Vhat we want to know i~ this: \Vhat bcneftt to prohibition is it for a Senator to 
talk dry in hh home district aud vote wet at Austin? For practical purposes, arc not 
those Senators just as vvct as is Archie Parr? 

\Ve haYc seen some of the letters written by these Senators to their constituents. 
In some case.;; they promise their constituents to vote for the dry hill, hut the records 
show that they voted against that identical bill. In other cases they were vrofusc in 
their assertions that they \Vere "out-and-out for prohibition" and for its honest enforce
ment, hut always found it convenient to ha,·e some "conscientious scruples" against 
the !Jill in question. . 

Hut even granting that these scv~n arc wet, still the vote at Austin should stauu 
sixteen dry to flfteen wet. \Vhy then do we not win? 

The reason lies in this fact. That while Archie P<trr and his wet crowd always 
cast their votes against every dry bill, there are a number of Senators who are good 
men, and who are honestly and sincerely prohibitionists, but who are not half so 
careful to vote for the dry bill as the wet bunch is to vote for the wet bill. So \Yhc.n 
each ballot is cast, if one or two of the good pro Senators are found over on the wet 
side, prohibition is defeated. 

The fact is, it is rare that a vote is ever taken in the state Senate when some of 
these "honest-to-goodness prohibition" Senators do not get caught voting over on the 
side with Archie Parr, ]. H. Bailey, and the wet crowd. But you will never find one 
of that wet bunch voting for the drys. 

So long as this is continued what can the prohibitionists of Texas hope for? If 
the Anti-Saloon ·League calls attention to this fact it is roundly cussed, sometinmcs 
by good men in the Senate. Let no honest-to-goodness prohibition voter in the state 
be misled by this cussing.· It is all politics. If by thus cussing the Anti-Saloon 
League they can weaken its influence--liquor triumphs. 

We are gtad to say, however, that they are not fooling as many folks as they think 
they are. Recently one of the leading citizens of East Texas said to the Superintend
ent of the Anti-Saloon League, "Dr. \V ebb, the people of Texas believe that you know 
what is happning in this state on the prohibition question, and they believe that you 
have the courage to tell it. vVe are getting tired of politicians who double-cross the 
cause of prohibition. If you will quietly pass to me the names of those from our 
section of the state who thus double-cross the question of prohibition I'll guarantee 
that they are not returned to Austin at the next election."· 

This spirit is being manifested more and more since the prohibitionists found that 
the fight did not end with the Eighteenth Amendment. 

OUR GOVERNOR PARDONS MURDERERS, 
BOOTLEGGERS AND OTHER CRIMINALS 

An Average of Five a Day Received Executive Clemency 
On March 24 the Austin Bureau of the Dallas News reported as foliows: "Since 

Gov~rnor Miriam A. Ferguson was inducted into office on January 20, it is estimated 
that she has granted approximately 350 applications for executive cleniency, including 
pardons, conditional pardons, restorations to citizenship, paroles and furloughs. This 
is shown by the records in the office of the Secretary of State. l\. large majority of 
th<! applications were g1 «nl-.·l.t UlJtH• n.cv.:rH•lC•H!ai;;un of th~: EoarJ. uf t A d.~u:nv-
1ng investigation by that body." ' 

Then follows a list of many of those pardoned, among whom we note t·he case of 
a notorious bootlegger of Rains county. This man headed a band of moonshiners 
near Grand Saline,· and built quite a distillery. Complaint was made to the Anti
Saloon League office, and through this office arrangements were made for Rangers 
to raid this distillery. Heavy rains prevented immediate action of the Rangers, and 
before they got into action some local officers led by some local citizens made the 
raid, and in due time the chief distiller received seven years' sentence to the peniten
tiary on about as many convictions. He is now pardoned and we trust he will not 
g.o back into the moonshining business. 

If the Dallas Nev.rs Bureau is correct in its estimate in the number of pardons 
granted, it <werages about five per day since the present governor went into office. 
At this rate there would be 1,825 criminals pardoned during the year. If this rate is 
kept up there will be scarcely any' need for the removal of the prison, but rather the 
tearing down of the prison walls, and converting it and the farms into other enter
prises. \Ve will not need the penitentiary. Also it will be useless for the courts to 
grind out convictions at a heavy expense to the state. 

We suggest that criminals be located by officers and reported to the governor, 
without trial, to receive a pardon. Instead of granting pardons why not grant indul
gence as in days of yore? To systematize the matter, the governor could issue per
mits to commit crime, keeping these permits numbered and filed, and the criminals 
could report their activities without the expense of officers . 

Really there will be no need for trials. \Ve could dissolve our courts. Our di:-;
trict judges could become useful citizens in other walks of life. There would be no 
further need for lawyers to prosecute and defend criminals. Many of them would 
make good cotton choppers. It would materially reduce taxation, and doubtless 
' ould usher in the millenium. Of course a pardon boaru shoultl be maintained to 
supply politiclans with office. 

SAN ANTONIO AFTER BOOTLEGGERS 
Since the Texas Rangers gan• San Antonio a taste of the state prohibition law, 

and have been withdrawn, Bexar county officers, and the city officers of San Antonio 
arc paying some attention to the law, and have begun to prosecute the negroes a:-.d 
Mexicans for violating the law. At least a few conviction:-; of these classes of citizens 
lla\'C resulted from their effort. 

HOW DID YOUR SENATOR VOTE? 
Lack both of time aud "t~acc prevents us giving in detail how each member of the 

state Senate voted on the dry bill3. This will appear in our ncx.t issue. Look out 
lor it. 
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DESIRED LEGISLATION TO 
AID LAW ENFORCEMENT 

Drys Not Discouraged Shall Con
tinue to Push for Needed Legisla

tion to Aid Law Enforcement 

JlESUME OF LAWS NEEDED 

Legislation Killed by Filibuster in 
Last Session of Senate Will Again 

Be Brought Before Congress 

The following is a resume of national 
legislation proposed to meet th.;! ddncul
ties of prohibition enforcement. The dry 
forces will endeavor to secure this legis
lation at the earliest possible moment. It 
includes: 

That the government through the 
proper channels be authorized to buy the 
bonded liquor now in government ware
houses. 

That all persons manufacturing cereal 
beverages be required to take out govern
ment permits, or that all persons manu
facturing cereal beverages be reqmred to . 
pay a revenue tax. 

That an adequate penalty be applied for 
the forging or using of forged permits. 

That the United States marshals be 
authorized to transfer under court orders 
automobiles, boats or other vehicles 
seized transporting contraband liquor to 
the various departments ur the govern
ment for their use, a record of all such as
signments to be kept by the United 
States marshal. 

That the national prohibition act be so 
amended as to .provide a :ninimum fine 
and mandatory imprisonment for the first 
offense of manufa~ture and sale of alco
holic liquor. 

That the clause regarding transporta
tion and possession be strengthened by a 
larger maximum fine. 

That the prohibition unit be made a 
separate departm<.nt. 

That the appointment of the prohibi
tion agents be placed upon a · civil service 
basis. 

That a sufficiently large ?p.flropriation 
for prohibition enforcement be made to 
place an adequate number of officers in 
those areas where enforcement is diffi
cult. 

That a means of relieving federal judges 
where the courts are abnormally con
gested be effected. 

Most of the above legislation was in
cluded in measures which were ·ki!!ed by 
filibuster in the Senate during the closing 
days of the last session of last congress. 
The present congress is as dry or dryer 
than its predecessor and there is strong 
possibility that this legislation will be en
acted. 

BREWERS ARE CHIEF DRY LAW VIOLATORS 
Is There Any Reason to Believe That These Law Violating Brewers 

Would Obey a 2.75 Per Cent Provision Any Better Than They 
Obeyed the License Laws or Are Now Obeying the Dry Law? 

All past experience of federal atd state content, or whether they use the subtcr-
governments in attempting to regulate fuge that they are making a malt bev-
the liquor traffic shows that the brewers erage under one-half of one per cent. 
were the .most persistent law breakers of Running as Outlaws 
any class connected with the liquor in- "Experience shows that these appli-
dustry. This is a fact that ought never cants who are presumably making a malt 
to be lost sight of during these days when beverage under one-half of one per cent 
such tremendous effort is being made by without a government permit, are the 
the wets to exempt the brewers from re- chief offenders. The report of the gov-
quirements of the prohibition law. ernment last year showed that there 

Their present conduct does not indicate were 991 brewery sites; 410 were oper-
that they have in any wise changed their ating with permits and 581 breweries 
attitude toward law observance. It were suspected of making a cereal bev-
would be a complete surrender of the pro- erage or beer without any permit from 
hibition policy to legalize the manufac- the government, in fact, running as out-
ture and sale of beer, thus retoring these laws. Government agents are without 
chief law violators, the brewers, to their the same authority to inspect and enforce 
former prestige and power. the law against them as they have for the 

That part of the report of the sub-com- producer operating with a permit. 
mittee appointed by the Alcoholic Liquor Long List Found Guilty 
Traffic Committee of the House of Rep- "A long list of brewers operati.r.g un-
resentatives to investigate conditions in der permits have been found guilty of 
prohibition enforcement, which relates to violating the law and their permits have 
the so-called near beer breweries, gives been taken away. They then barricade 
an idea of the brewers' utter disregard their breweries, claim that they are mak-
for law. ing a cerea1 beverage under one-half of 

Is there any reason to believe that these one per cent, that it never increases be-
same law-violating brewers would observe yond that point, and that they do not 
a provision permitting manufacture of have to have a permit, and refuse the 
2.75 per cent beer any better than they government inspectors the right to in-
observe the prohibition law? spect the premises. From this type of 

The sub-committee's report says: brewery the high powered beer comes 
"The producers of cereal beverages or more freely than frcm others. 

malt liquors (commonly called near beer) "Both conditions cited can be remedied 
should be required to secure a permit by either a direct provision of the law or 
from the government and be subject to by requiring a small tax on bese cereal 
the same regulations whether they make beverage producers who operate with-
cereal beverages of over one-half of one out permits, thus making the provisions 
per cent and then reduce the alcoholic of the revenue laws apply to them." 

RUM TREATIES CONCLUDED AND PROCLAIMED 
Treaties With Six Powers are Proclaimed; Three Others are Signed; In 

Addition Treaty is Concluded With Canada Governing Clearances 
Following is the list of treaties concluded between the United States and foreign 

countries for the prevention of the smuggling of intoxicating liquor as announced by 
the sub-committee of the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic Committee of the national House of 
Representatives. These treaties fall into two classes, viz., (1) those which have been 
proclaimed, and (2) those which have been signed and no further action taken with 
respect thereto. 

CLASS I 

Country Signed, 1924 
Senate con- Proclaimed, 

sent, 1924 1924 
Grea-t Britain • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Jan. 23 Mar. 13 May 22 
N or\vay . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • . . • . • • • • . • • • • • • •. May 24 May 31 July 2 
Germany • • • • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • May 19 May 26 Aug. 11 
S\veden • . . . • • . . . • • • . • . . • . . • . . • • . . • • . • • 1vlay 22 May 26 Aug. 18 
Denmark . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1Iay 29 June 3 July 25 
Italy . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . June 3 June 4 Oct. 22 

CLASS II 
Panama, June 6, 1924. Nether lands, June 30, 1924. France, Aug. 21, 1924. 

On June 6, 1924, the Department of Clearances are to be denied to vessels 
State announced that a convention was carrying cargo consisting of articles the 

I , signed on that date by the United States importation of which is forbidden by SCORES THE SCOFFLAW either country, when it is evident from 
~----------~------J and Canada for the suppression of smug- tonnage, size or general character of the 

Taking for his subject "Law and 
Life," Rabbi Levi, in talking to students 
at Boston University, denounced the so
called respectable members of a com
munity who seem to think that laws are 
for some to obey and others to violate. 
Here is a paragraph of his address: 

I am not nearly so bitter against 
the crimes that furnish. news for the 
papers as I am about the people who 
lie about their income taxes or peo
ple who try to avoid customs duties, 
and particularly those who believe 
that the Eighteenth Amendment is 
foolish and absurd. I am not nearly 
so bitter against the bootlegger as 
I am against the people who produce 
the demand for liquor. 

gling operations across the international vessel or the length of the voyage or cer
boundary, the prosecution of persons vio- tain other conditions that the vessel will 
lating the narcotic laws of their govern- be unable to carry the cargo to the des
ments, and for kindred purposes. tination proposed in the application for 

It provided that each government clearance. 
should furnish information upon request * The people of the United States will 
to the appropriate officer of the other we believe, insist upon their rights to en~ 
concerning clearances of vessels or trans- *force their own laws and will support the 
portation of cargoes, shipments, or loads *Department of State and the coast guard 
of articles across the international boun- in its effort to check rum smuggling. 
dary when the importation of the articles \Ve believe that the government should 
transporte;,d by land is subject to the pay- through diplomatic conversations a\1d 
ment of duties; also information respect- otherwise continue the appeal to other 
ing clearances of vessels to any ports friendly governments to respect the laws 
where there are grounds to suspect that of this country, and to refuse to allow 
the owners or persons in possession of their own territory to be used as a base 
the cargo intend to smuggle it into Ca- from which the Constitution of a. friendly 
nadian. or American territory. nation is violated. 

WHISKY CONSUMPTION SLUMPS 
Drops from 136,000,000 Gals. in Pre .. 

Prohibition Period to Less Than 
2,000,000 Gals. Last Year 

In one of the last speeches made by the~ 
late President Harding, he said, in refer• 
ring to prohibition enforcement: 

\Vith all good intention, the major
ity sentiment of the United States 
has sought by law to remove strong 
drink as a curse upon the American 
citizen, but ours is a larger problem 
now-to remove lawless drinking as 
a menace to the republic itself. 
\Villiam G. Shepherd, writing in Col· 

lier's \Veeldy, says this statement of Mr. 
Harding gave an impetus to dry en
forcement which has not been lessened 
under President Coolidge. Mr. Shepherd 
who is known as a careful investigator, 
believes there is a steady growth in en
forcement, and he backs that belief with 
facts which will bear repetition and 
analysis. 

As for domestic whiskies, Mr. Shepherd 
says they have practically disappeared 
from the illicit market. Before prohibi
tion the United States consumed 136,-
000,000 gallons of whisky a year. When 
distilleries closed under the dry law, there 
were ~0,000,000 gallons stored in bonded 
warehouses. 

Hits the Toboggan 
During the past five years under pro

hibition, 20,000,000 gallons were released 
-an average of 4,000,000 gallons annu
ally. This seems like quite a large 
amount under prohibition, but there is a 
vast difference between 136,000,000 gal
lons and 4,000,000 gallons. It is like 
comparing a barrel of liquid to a single 
sip. 

This consumption is constantly dimin
ishing, according to Mr. Shepherd. For 
instance, in 1921 there were 5,058 per
mits given for moving whisky by truck. 
Last year the number of these permits 
had dwindled to 309. 

In 1921 there were 3,300 wholesale 
drug firms received permits to secure 
whisky from bonded warehouses, while in 
1924 there were only 446. 

\Vhile the withdrawals for the past five 
years averaged 4,000,000 gallons a year, 
but 1,800,000 gallons were released last 
year, thus showing a tremendous de
crease. Compare the whisky consump
tion of 136,000,000 gallons a year prior to 
prohibition with a little more than 1,000,-
000 gallons last year, and what becomes 
of the cry that prohibition is a failure.J. 
and that people are drinking as much as 
ever? 

Before the war, the United States con· 
sumed 4,000,000 gallons of Scotch whis· 
ky annually. · Followiing the enactment 
of the Volstead law, smuggling began on 
a large s<;,ale, and Canada, Bermuda and 
the Bahamas began importing quantities ., 
for the purpose of re-shipping it to the 
United States. 

The 850,000 gallons imported to Can
ada in 1922 dropped to 681 in 1924. In 

. 1923 the Bahamas imported $5,000,000 
worth of Scotch, although the people 
there never consumed more than $40,000 
worth in a year. They import it to re
ship it to the United States. That year 
it yielded the Islands in taxes 842,000 
N:>unds, but last year the revenue from 
this source dropped to 562,000 pounds, 
showing that the business of being a 
middle man for bootleggers is falling off. 
In Bermuda the revenue from liquor fell 
off 70,000 'pounds in 1923. 

But one conclusion can be reached from 
these figures given by Mr. Shepherd, and 
that is that the flood of liquor at the ~om
mand of bootleggers has been notably de
creased, and the law is triumphing ovel: 
lawlessnes~ 



PHILADELPHIA GRAND JURY'S REPORT 
Every Constructive Proposal Has Been Advocated by Prohibition Unit; 

Legislation Designed to Put These Proposals Into Effect Killed in 
Senate by Filibuster; Penn Legislature Derelict in Duty 

A special federal grand jury of Phila
delphia after an investigation begun last 
November into the law enforcement sit
uation in the Philadelphia area and after 
holding more than 24 sessions and exam
ining more than 150 Witnesses, failed to 
return any indictments. The grand jury, 
however, made certain speoific recom
mendations that have attracted nation
wide attention. 

1

Among its re~ommenda
tions are the following: 

Civil service appointments for dry 
agents and employees. 

Change of prohibition enforcement 
from Treasury Department to the 
Department of Justice. 

Prohibit sale of alcohol from one 
distillery to another distillery. 

If alcohol is to be denatured re
quire that that be done where it is 
manufactured. 

Strangely enough this grand jury made 
no reference whatever t'o the fact that 
Philadelphia did not give a vote in the 
Legislature to enact the United Dry Bill 
which was designed to remedy 2mong 
other things the industrial alcoho! evil. 
Certain newspapers unfriendly to prohi
bition have hailed this grand jury's find
ings as evidence that the national prohi
bition unit is falling down on its law en
forcement program. 

It must be remembered that the states 
have responsibilities .as well as the federal 
government in the enforcement of the 
prohibition law, and Pennsylvania is one 
of the states in the Union where state re
sponsibility has been shirked. Governor 
Pinchot did his utmost and the various 
'teinperance organizations of the state did 
their best to secure legislation that would 
give state officers more authority in con
trolling the brewery and industrial alco
hol situation. The jury's recommenda
'tion that the prohibition enforcement 
unit be transferred from the treasury de
partment to the department of justice is 
not in accord with the judgment of the 
prohibition enforcement chiefs ·who, be-. 
cause of their experience, are better qual
ified to speak on this matter than anyone 
else. This question was thoroughly dis
cussed and considered from all angles 
when the matter of reorganization of the 
prohibition unit was before Congress and 
those most interested in bringing about 
more effective enforcement of the law 
were convinced that it is not the practi
pl plan. The fact is, in ,Philadelphia one 
of the chief reasons for lax enforcemc n t 
is the failure of the courts and the United 
States district attorney to use the ful! 
power of the law in suppressing lawless
ness. Therefore Wayne B. Wheeler's 
statement is fully justified in comment
ing upon this grand jury's recommenda
tions, that the communities where the 
iustice department's agents arc least ac
tive arc loudest in their demands for 
tuniing the' prohibition department over 
to the justice department. Mr. Whee er 
said: 

Justice Dept. Not Doing Its Duty 

The Philadelphia grand jury centers its 
criticism on the federal prohibition offi
cials and ignores dl the failures of state 
officials and of federal officers within the 
city of Philadelphia. 

Every constructive recommendation 
made by the grand jury has been advo
cated by the prohibition forces and the 
prohibition unit, such as denaturing alco
hol at the manufacturing plant, Civil Ser
•icc, reorganization of the department, re-

vision of regulations, control of industrial 
alcohol, and a better control of the whole 
alcohol supply to prevent its diversioi1. 
The bills introduced into Congress to 
remedy this were defeated by a filibuster. 

The grand jury ignored the fact that 
Philadelphia did not give a vote in the 
Legislature to enact a code to remedy the 
situation. The state is just as much re
sponsible for the existing lawlessness as 
the federal government. The federal 
government has few officers, while Phila
delphia alone has 7,500 policemen and 
many other city and county officers. 

The greatest weakness of prohibition 
enforcement in Philadelphia is the failure 
of the courts ancf the United States dis
trict attorney to use the law to suppress 
la·wlessness. There is enough evidence 
available but too few prosecutions. 

At first the courts unexpectedly re
fused to permit injunctious until crimi
nal case's were prosecuted. Then the 
representative of the justice department 
at vVashington and the prohibition unit 
insisted upon libel cases against breweries 
because of this unprecedented ruling. 
This plan was started but is not being 
followed up. They now refuse to start 
injunction proceedings where libel cases 
have been prosecuted. 

Should Use Injunction 
If the justice depal"tment represen..tative 

and courts in Philadelphia will use the in
junction process there will be better en
forcement. The recommendation to give 
the state prohibition director full control 
will not help. This wa:s practically done 
in Pennsylvania at the beginning of na
tional prohibition and two directors were 
indicted. H there were no check from tlie 
outside there vvould be worse conditions 
in these states that \\"ant full control. 

Another significant fact is that the 
communities where the justice department 
representatives arc least active are loud
est in their demands for turning the pro
hibition department over to the justice 
department. There is nothing in Phila
delphia to indicate that this would im
prove law enforcement. 

IRISH TRADE DISAPPOINTED 

Indignant That No Representatives of 
Their Organization Appointed on 

Liquor Commission 

The liquor ' trade in Ireland has pro
tested to the goYcrnmcnt tha't the trade 
has not been treated fairly in the appoint
ment of the intoxicating liquor commis
sion. 

The secretary of the Licensed Grocers 
and Vintners Association, speaking for 
'that association, has made known the 
surprise and indignation of the trade at 
the failure of the goYernment to appoint 
two or !norc members of that organiza~ 
tion on the personnel of 'the commission. 
The association says that the majority of 
the members were appointed because they 
were biased against the trade as made 
known by the views to which they had in
dividually given utterance from time let 
time. 

In reply to the protest the Minister of 
Justice said that after due consideration 
he came to the conclusion that it '\VQuld 
be inadvisable to give direct reprcsenta· 
tion to the licensed trade or to organized 
temperance bodies. Both these sides will 
have every c.pportunity of putting 'their 
views before the commission, however, he 
said. 

CURRAN DEFIES WET ENEMIES 

Rev. J. J. Curran, of Wilkes-barre Not 
Intimidated by Threats of Boot

leggers; Will Continue Fight 

' Rev. J. ]. Curran, of vVilkcsbarre, Pa., 
has received letters threatening his life 
and threatening to blow up his h"use if 

. he does not cease his prohibition enforce
ment activities. In a statement issued 
March 21 Father Curran deii.es his ene
mies, branding them as cowards. He 
furthermore says that he has no inten
tion of ceasing his law enforcement .ac
tivities. He says: 

If there is. any lion's blood in me it 
has now been stirred to the boiling 
point. It \vould be foolhardy for me 
to do anything unless th~ prohibition 
officials make an honest effort at law 
enforcement, but if conditions are not 
changed I intend to resort to all the 
powers at my command to curb this 
wholesale violation of law. \Vith 
honest cooperation on the part of 

' government officials I am willing to 
carry this proposition through to the 

· end, with a conference with Presi
dent Coolidge regarding the situ-a

' tion as my ultimate goal. 
A · guard is being maintained 

around Father Curran's house. 

UNITED DRYS OF ENGLAND 

Meet the United Distillers and Contest is 
on Which Has for Goal Prohibition 

Following the news that the big dis
tilling interests of Great Britain have 

,merged into the greatest liquor corpora
tion the world has ever seen, comes the 
announcctnent that the 37 temperance 9r

ganizations of Great Britain have joined 
forces for a forward movement, the final 
goal of which is prohibition. "If prohi
bition is a failure in America that is the 
sort of a failure we .wanl over here," is 
the slogan of the amalgamated dry forces. 

At the head of the forces are such men 
as former Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Philips N odin, Lord Astor, conservist, 
Isaac Foot, liberalist, and Sydney Vvebb, 
laborite. The temperance forces are 
steadily. gathering strength and plan o 
popularize the idea of prohibition and 
then introduce legislation in Parliament. 

Judge E. S. Farrington of the United 
Stales district court, Carson City, N evacla, 
ordered closed under abatement proceed
ings for the period of one year, 24 places 
where liqnor was being sold contrary to 
law. 
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WOULD PAY GERMAN WAR DEBT 
Drink Bill for Individual is Ten 

Dollars Annually; . Teaching 
Children Temperance 

1 Prohibition would pay the German war 
debt and have millions of gold marks to 
subsidize a grape juice ,industry, accord
ing to the Germany's National Commit
tee for Prohibition. The cot1lmittee an
nounces that Germany is the '\vettest 
country in the world, and has published 
results of a survey which discloses Ger
mans drink just a sip or two less than 
two quarts of alcoholic beverage for 
eyery quart consumed in France. 

The · annual German consumption is 
500,000,000 quarts, of which 132,000,000 
quarts are of l~ard liquor, brandy, Equors 
and the like. France consumes 300,000,-
000 quarts of intoxicating beverages an
nually, if the red wine as served in every 
Fren•h home as estimated can be called 
ii1toxicating. More than two billion gold 
marks, or approximately $500,000,000, is 
the bill for hard liquor that Germany 
digs deep to pay each year. 

For his wine, beers and liquors each 
German is said by the committee to 
spend 40 gold marks, or $10, annually. 
"Since the burden imposed on Germany 
by the Dawes plan amounts to 40 marks 
per capita," the committee sets forth, 
"Germany may vYin her freedom by cut
ting out booze." 

Leaflets a~e being distributed to arrest 
the national thirst. Considerable atten• 
tion is being devoted to "':'inning German 
children away from the 'ta.stes of their· 
elders. One such contains nursery 
rhymes extolling temperance and expos
ing the evils of drink. . Another pro
claims: "This leaflet I am going to show 
to my playmates and I shall tell them 
that alcohol neither strengthens nor 
warms nor heals nor nourishes. Alcohol 
neither makes riches nor health. There
fore we must never drink alcohol." 

The committee pictures the prohibition 
policy in the United States as a goal to. 
be emulated by Germany. 

BOOTLEGGER DRUGGISTS 

Liquor dispensing druggists must go, 
declared R. J. Liggett, head of the Retail 
Drug Association, speaking to 500 drug
gists at the ·Hotel Sherman last week. 
The bootlegging druggist .must be put 
out of busil!ess, he said, by .removir:g the 
sale of liquor from the hands of all drug
gists. 

The Worker Now Stockholder in Dry U. S. 
(From the report of the sub-committee of the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic Com

mittee of the House of Representatives) 

With th~ saloon no longer affordiing an 
outlet for much of his wage, the worker 
today has become a part of the investing 
power of the nation. Labor is becoming 
a capitalist. This· is not alone through 
the many great labor banks which are 
today playing a prominent part in financ
ing industry, b'ut also through individual 
purchases of corporation stock by em
ployees, many of whom, under the license 
system, had no marginal funds to invest 
in anything. The number of holders of 
stocks and bonds has doubled since the 
Eighteenth Amendment was adopted. In 
February, 1925, over 41,000 employees of 
the New York Central Lines subscribed 
for 96,900 shares of that road's stock, 
thus over-subscribing tlte offering of 35,-
000 shares by 176 per cent. This sub· 
scription means that over one-half of the 
atockholders of the road are employees. 

The per capita liquor bill of the license 
states before prohibition was over $60. 
The actual per capita expenditure of 
drinkers naturally was many times that 
sum. Each patron of the saloon con
sumed the value of several "baby" bonds 
each year. Much of that sum is novv 
available for the investment market. 

There are apQroximately ·six million 
more holders of the capital stock of cor~ 
porations today than there \vere when 
prohibition '\Vas adopted. Per capita 
holdings of the $66,584,420,424 of suclt 
stock in 1917 averaged 77.3 shares. At 
the close of 1923, the last year reported, 
the total capital stOck amounted to $71,-
479,464,925, held by 14,400,000 persons who 
average 49.7 shares each. This means a 
wider distribution of ownership and the 
development of a new class from whom. 
capital for industry may be drawn. 
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Germany Invaded by Spanish Wine Interests 
Spanish wine interests apparently have capable fdends 

in court. 

How Spain compelled little Iceland to surrender her 
prohibi~ion law on threat of refusal to renew thf.! com
mercial treaty with Iceland opening Spanish market for 
Iceland's dried cod, unless Iceland would agree to ad
mit Spanish wines, is an old story. 

,_.hese same interests also succeeded in compelling 
Norway to increase the alcoholic content of permitted 
'\Vines under similar threat. 

Now c-:mes the story from Berlin that the commer
cial treaty between Spain and Germany admits Spanish 
wine under su<;h a low duty that the German. wine grow
ers say ordinary Spanish wine can be sold in Germany 
for about 41 cents a gallon, and as a result native 
brands are being driven from the market. ,:Portuguese 
and Greek wines under similar treaties also threaten to 
add to the troubles of the German wine growers, and 
French wines as well sell at lower prices than ihe -Ger
man wines. 

All of which indicates aggressiveness on the part of 
the united wine interests of Spain, Portugal, Greece and 
France that the prohibition forces ·may well take note 
of. It is these same interests that boast of their activ
ities in Canada, claiming to have contributed liberally to 
the wets' campaign in certain of the provinces which 
resulted in putting those provinces under the so-called 
government control system. J 

Tbese wine interests are working on an interna tiona I 
scale and nothing short of a world-wide dry program 
will successfully combat them. 

A Fear less Priest 
Loyal Citizens throughout the nation greatly admire 

the fearless attitude of Rev. ]. ]. Curran, pastor of a 
Vv'ilkesbarre, Pa., Catholic church, who refuses to he 
intimidated by threats of the lawless booze gang whom 
he is fighting. Father Curran's life was threatened sev
eral times when negotiations were on incident to the 
1902 strike in which he and Theodore Roosevelt were 
the central figures, so i~ is no new experience for him 
to receive threatening letters. 

His answer to these criminal booze makers and Looze 
sellers and their friends is that he will continue the 
ilght until liquor lawlessness ceases in \Vilkesbarrc. 

Dr. Marvey \V. Wiley, former chief chemist of the 
Uuiteu States Department of Agriculfure, says, ''I 
think beer is probably the most dangerous to health uf 
all ordinary liquors." 

There are so~e fellows . wh~ will argue that this coun
try has never had a spring since the advent of prohibi
tion, and the dcr~r1t:rc of the Bock beer signs. 
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Congressman Hill Has Two Rivals 
No more ludicrous spectacle can be ima ined than 

that presented by the two Wisconsin state S_enators 
grandiloquently boasting to the Senate Comn11ttee of 
their violation of the prohibition law. 

One of these Senators so impressed a Chicago Trib· 
ttne reporter with his noise that special mention_ was 
1nade of his loud speaking qualities in the Tnbune 
story. Congressman Hill had better look to his laurels. 

A statement made by one of these Senators is worthy 
special mention. He told the committee that prior to 
the going into effect of the Eighteenth Amendment he 
never had wine in his house, but now he has three 
kinc!s on tap all the time. · What better proof is needed 
than this that prohibition has driven men to drink who 
never thought of drinking be'fore? The wets' publicity 
me11 will overlook a good argument if they let this sen· 
ator's antics escape their attention. 

Oh yes, the purpose of all this grandstand play on 
the part of these two worthy senators was to impress 
the Senate that a state law ought to be enacted permit
ting the manufacture of beer · and wine in the home, 
Constitution or no Constitution. 

President CooHdge on Law Enforcement 
President Coolidge's authorized statement on the law 

enforcement situation made public last week doubtless 
will greatly encourage those who arc fighting for en
forcement of the prohibition law. Reading between 
the lines, it is notice from the -chief executive of the na
tion ·that the government has no intention of surrender
ing to the outlaws who are attempting to trample under 
foot the Constitution . Specifically, it outlines what in 
his opinion is the duty of the federa~, state and local 
authorities. 

It is a reminder to the states that they arc ec;ually 
responsible with the federal government for the en
forcement of this law. 

No doubt the comment was called forth by the rec
ommendations of the Philadelphia grand jury. This 
grand jury after many months of investigation and 
hearing of about 150 witnesses, failed to return any in
dictments but contented 'itself with issuing a statement 
of recommendation. Every constructive recommenda
tion made by this grand jury h<1s been advocated by 
the prohibition forces and the prohibition unit. They 
perhaps .all of them meet with the approval of the pr'<'J
hibition unit with the exception of the suggestion that 
the enforcement unit be put under the justice depart
ment of government. It is understood that President 
Coolidge held this view for a time, but after consulta
tion with the heads of the enforcement unit has chang
ed his opinion and is in sympathy with some such plan 
as suggested by the Cramton bill which was defeated 
by filibuster in the Senate. 

President Coolidge in his statement suggests that the 
states may well take care of the individual violators of 
the law, the little fellows, back alley peddlers for in
stance, and that the federal government ought to be free 
to devote its time to looking after the smugglers and 
taking care of the withdrawals of liquor from bond. 

The Presjdent's suggestion no doubt will meet with 
popular approval for it is a known fact that the_law is 
best enforced in those states where state and loc .d offi
cials arc cooperating with the federal government. 

House Committee's Report Available 
The report of the sub-committee appointed by the 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic Comluittec of the national 
House of Representatives to investigate conditions of 
prohibition e~forcement, is packed full of information 
that will be greatly appreciated hy people who are de
sirous of knowing the real facts of the enforcement sit
uation. 

The report also gives ·a comprehensive resume of the 
outstanding benefits accruing as a result of the outlaw
ing of the legalized liquor iraffi.c in the United States. 
These results -were obtained by the committee by means 
of a questionnaire covering cYery state of the Union. 
The questionnaire was sent to state officials and the facts 
given arc thoroughly reliable. The information also is 
based on statements from officials in the various depart
ments of the federal government located within the 
:-;tates. American Issue shall publish from time to time 
excerpts from this report, but no doubt many American 
Js:;ue readers would appreciate having the report in tlwii· 
library. A copy may he had hy addr('ssinr..; \Vaync g. 
\\ hr'ekr, 30 Bli ss Bldg., \\'a.~ll i ngton, D. C. 

THE GREAT MISSION OF THE ANGLO-SAXON 
Dr. George McGinnis 

The Anglo-Saxon race, or shall we say Nordic race, 
has a great and God-inspired destiny in world affairs 
and the drys are determined .that booze shall not dcstro:w ~--
this mighty people but that 1t shall be saved to perforxn · 
its divine mission. 

The tripod of Anglo-Saxon superiority consists of 
three books, the spelling book, the pocket-book and the 
Book of Books, or education, business, religion. On 
these three rest all its efforts to destroy demon rum, 
the enemy of childhood, the home, business and the 
nation. 

Education: There was a time when everybody in 
Amerka drank, even the preachers. They drank when 
they were cold to warm up ·and when they were hot 
to ccol off. They drank when depressed to revive their 
spirits an~ when revived they drank to celebrate the oc
c.'.ts;.on. They drank when they were sick to be cured 
anJ when cur'!d they drank to get more pep. But they 
have become educated to the evil effects of alcohol ou 
the hum,an system. -They know now that alcohol burns 
out the brain cells, rots the kidneys and hobnails the 
liver, hence prohibition. 

Business: It was discovered long ago that booze was 
a great detriment to business. The great human asserts 
of the nation were being wrecked and ruined by alcohol. 
Babes were being born in America by tens of thousands, 
deaf, dumb, blind, insane, idiotic and the vast majority 
of these little innocents were in that defective condition 
owing to the drink habit of one or both of the parents. 
Accidents and wrecks of all kinds were caused by booze. 
Loss of wages due to sickness caused by booze was 
enormous. Saloons were receiving over two billion dol· 
lars for liquid damnation and the people would have 
been better off if they had flung that money on the gar-
1. :tge pile. That money has now gone into legitimate 
business and has given us unprecedented prosperity. 

Religion: The Bible is the unerring guide of men 
and nations and over three hundred passages denounce 
the man who drinks, the man who sells and the man who 
would license it. All of its fiery denunciations of strong 
drink were not said about ' whisky, beer, gin, brandy, for 
they did not have those strong drinks in Bibie times, but 
about the so-called light wines concerning which wets 
are singing praises today and trying to bring back and 
re-establish in our American life. The overwhelming 
preponderance of people who believe in the Bible ar 
against strong drink. 

Hence, because we have been educated and know the 
harmfulness of alcoholic poison to our health and be
cause it is a handicap and a detriment to business and 
because religion and the Bible are against it, the reason, 
the common sense and the better judgment of the Amer
ican people have guided them in their determination to 
destroy the liquor traffic. Now we will grow a new race 
untainted by alcohol that wi!l lead in the movement for 
a sober world and universal peace. 

Satisfactory to Drys 
J olm G. Sargent, newly appointed attorney general of 

the United States, was asked by newspaper correspon
dents what l<. attitude would be toward the campaign 
for stricter enforcement of the prohibition law. Mr. 
Sargent replied: "I intend to do my duty. I will do 
my best to enforce that as well as other laws." 

This is cert·-1.inly all that friends of prohibition can ask 
or expect. Those who know Mr. Sargent best say that 
he will perform his duties without fear or favor. The 
drys therefore have every reason to feel assured that the 
enforcement of the prohibition law will not suffer through 
the appointment of Mr. Sargent to this important post. 

Recruited From the Bartender F rat~rnity 
.:. The following news item from the Chicago Daily 
'rribune of March 20 is enlightening. Here is a boot
legger who belongs to the old school of the saloonkeep
ing fraternity. Saloonkeepcrs of the "good old license 

days" brought the saloon into s-uch disrepute that even 
the wettest of the wets of this prohibition era declare 
that they never want to see the saloon restored. It 
would be interesting to know just how many of the 
present-day bootleggers got their training as bartenders 
in the old-time saloon. The item reads: 

.T ohn D. Curtin, saloonkeeper at Root and Hal
stead streets for 35 years, wa.s fined $200 and costs 
yesterday hy Judge Hayes in South Clark Street 
Court for scll~ug liquor and running a gambling 
device. 
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WET BILLS PASSED BY THE LEGISLATURE 
Fro?1 othcer edito~ials in this issue it will be seen that the administration during 

the ~ession of the Legislature ~c~omplished nothing to redeem its pledge honestly and 
~ffic1ently to enforce our prolu_bition laws. Headers of the Home and State may be 
mterested to know that some b1lls passed that are unfriendly to the enforcement of the 
prohibition laws. It will be a little bit difficult for the average reader to catch the full 
J"orce of some of t_hese bills. Th_ey "; ere shrewdly written, but designed to handicap 
the enforcement ot our dry laws. · . 

Senator Murphy of Houston introduced Senate Bill tis.. The provisions of this 
bill are, "No evidence obtained by an officer or other persons in violation of the Con
stitution or laws of the state of Texas sl~all be admitte.d as evidenc;e ag~inst the accused 
in the trial of any crimi11al case." There is a well defined line of court decision that 
protects all the rights of the citizens under the Constitution and the laws. and if this 
bill was intended to protect these rights it was useless. 

The real purpose of the bill seems to us to be to . throw handicaps around officers 
in enforcing the prohibition laws and is especially aimed at officers who arrest, ,~ith· 
out waiting to get a search ,,..Tarrant, those bootleggers passing through their jurisdic
tion v.:ith loads of liquor. This is an attempt to force the officers to seek a search 
warrant while the bootlegger escapes. However, we are not sure that the courts will 
~ustain that purpose. Really,_ we will need two or three years in which to allow court 
decisions to determine just the force of this bill. In the meantime judges who are 
more in sympathy with the bootlegger than the law, and there are many such district 
judges, some of them patrons of th~ bootleggers, these will take advantage of this law 
to render decisions favorable to the bootleggers and turn them loose. The state has 
no right of appeal. 

Toho~e judges who favor the law rather than the bootlegger we believe will con
tinue to render their decisions just as they have in the past. rhen the attorneys for 
the bootleggers will "except" and appeal their cases to the Criminal Court of Appeals. 
They will bring up 1,001 technicalities in behalf of the bootleggers. Our opinion is 
that the sum total of this bill will be to double the loopholes and quadruple the tech
nicalities through which the bootleggers may escape. It passed both Houses and has 
been signed by the governor. 

Search and Seizure 
This is another question in which well defined court decisions adequately protect 

the lawful rights of the citizens but have not protected the bootleggers as well as the 
friends of liquor desire. 

Senate Bill No. 174, introduced by Senators Wirtz of Seguin, Holbrook of Gal
veston, Murphy of Houston ,and Russek of Schulenburg, aims to throw more safe
guards around the bootleggerl and more wire entanglements in the way of prohibition. 

The bill, in Section No. 2, repeats in substance Senate Bill No. 115. Why they 
~hould want to pass two such bills Home and State is not advised, unless to make 
doubly sure that the bootleggers escape. Section No. 3 however, adds another para
graph, and in its original form read as follows: "Any person or peace officer, or state 
ranger, that should search the premises of any person without having first obtained a 
search warrant as required by law shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon convic
tion shall be punished by confinement in the state penitentiary not more than five 
years, or by confinement in the county jail for a period of not less than six months. 
This passed the Senate, but in the House the penalty was reduced to a misdemeanor 
with a fine not less than $200 nor more than $500. 

This hill proposes to penalize officers who are too enthusiastic for the enforcement 
o'f the law. Why not also penalize those officers who are derelict in the enforcement 
of the law. vVhy not add another paragraph saying that if any officer fails to enforce 
the law he sh'all be guilty of a felony and sent to the penitentiary. Clearly the ain1 of 
this law is to intimidate honest officers from adequately enforcing our dry laws. It 
also introduces a lot of loopholes and additional technicalities to the delj.ght of the 
defense lawyers, and as in the preceding bill, it will be necessary for years to intervene· 
to see the full force of this .law. 

WIJAT BECAME OF OUR PROHIBITION BILLS? 
The public will be interested in learniug what became of the prohibition bills. 

The dry forces had two bills before the Legislature. One bill, called Senate Bill 106, 
or Price-Woodward bill, aimed to restrict the liquor prescriptions. The other, Senate 
Bill 235 by Stuart to prohibit "jake" and other liquor substitutes. The House Bill 
207, by 'wallace, of Teague, was a similar bill to Senate Bill 106. The main fight by 
the pros was in the Senate where they correctly anticipated the hardest fight would 
be made by the wets. 

The Price-Woodward Bill 
Senate Bill 106 by Price and Woodward was the bill intended to redeem the 

platform pledge of last year's campaign, and make good on the administration's clait_n 
to "take liquor out of the drug stores." The bill was unfortunately dra\vn. but tlus 
criticism does not apply to Senators Price and \iVoodward. The bill was dra\-vn by 
some friends of temperance and given to these Senators to introduce, and after reshap
ing it, and without giving particular attention to its plans t? accomplish its purp~ses, 
these Senators introduced this bill at the req11est of these fnends of temperance. fhe 
bill had many serious objections, and on the other han? was not calcula:ed to. accom
plish the purposes rlesircd. The Anti-Saloon League d1d not ask for a Tlval blll to be 
introduced lest confusion · should arise, but did usc its best offices in attempting to get 
a more efficient bill. 

Senator Price of Daingerfield said that he was willing to support any bill that the 
temperance forces united upon. This is a splen~lid _attitude to take to\\'ard temp_eranc_c 
legislation, and if every Senator who, at home, claims to be dry would take tlus attJ
tude then the responsibility for legislation would be put up squarely to the temperance 
forc~s of the state, ai1d each Senator could legitimately claim that hi s skirts were 
cleared. H the legislation failed, the tcmpcrance forces could be held responsible. 
\V c most heartily commend Senator Price's attitude on this question. 

Senator Price made good his profession in a sincere effort to get a satisfactory 
bill to substitute for the one t·hat he and Scuator Vvoodward had already oJTcrctl. 
The measure he framed was not as strnng a:> desired by the Anti-S:lloon Lt·;tguc·. lJ11t 

on the wh 0 k was a. .splendid bill. lie .Lnd Senator ·woodward both iought :.tro11gly 
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to put it through, and were assisted by some of the other Senators, especially Senator 
Bowers. After amendments to it, weakening the bill, on the final vote to engross
ment the entire bill as presented by Price and Woodward was displaced by another 
substitute offered by Senator Wood. 

Senator Wood is one of our honest-to-goodness prohibitionists. Few, if any, 
Senators in the state Senate has a more consistent · ret'ord in castit1g his vote always 
for prohibition than has Senator Wood. But the bill that he caused to be substituted 
for the Price-Woodward bill was so very defective that the House committee \Vould 
not accept it whatever when it came to the House, and they wrote another bill, which 
was offer~d to the House in lieu of the one passed by the Senate. As re-written by 
the House committee, it was a fairly good bill, but not as strong as we would like to 
see, . but still a very effective bill. This bill died on the calendar. Credit is due 
Representative Wallace of the House for this work before the ·committcc of the House. 

What Became of the Anti-Jake Bill? 
This bill prohibited ''jake," Lyko, Force, and Monticello Tonic, and all prepara

tions "by whatever name called" capable of being used as a substitute for booze. 
The wets centered their attacks on that last phrase. They were willing to prohibit 
''jake" Lyko Force and Monticello Tonic but not willing to make it include other 
simil~r pr~pa~ations.' So an effort was made to cut out that provision. The amen<i
metlt carried, and on motion of Senator Woodward was reconsidered and loot. So 
the bill passed by the Senate was as originally written, and was a very strong bill. 

It then went to th~ Hous,e and the commit tee of the House cut out the clause 
making it apply to other similar preparations and in doing so took the heart out of the 
bill. Had the bill passed, sellers of Lyko, Force, "jake," etc., could have removed the 
label at night and put a different one on it and sold the same thing the next day 
under a new name. The chairman of the House committee is Judge N onnan G. Kit
trell, Sr., of Houston. 

If the reader would know of the great importance of this bill he may judge from _ 
the fact that recently in a federal case a witness testified that one drug store in his 
town had a daily sale of Jamaica ginger to the amount of $500. The records show 
that during the months bf November and December last there was shipped into the 
city of Dallas of "jake'' and other preparations designed to get around the prohibition • 
laws a freightage that amounted to 100,000 pounds. This Senate Bill No. 235, by 
Stuart prohibiting "jake" and similar preparations is the best bill that has been intro
duced into the Legislature since the adoption of state-wide prohibition, but it died on 
the calendar. 

"CRIME. OUR NATIONAL SHAME" 
Mr. Arthur S. Mathis, secretary of "Hold Fast America" committee, received the 

following letter from Hon. Thos. S. Henderson, of Cameron, Texas, concerning the 
book sponsored by that committee. 

"I must crave your pardon for my seeming. delay in answering yours of February 
. 13, concerning Dr. Webb's book. Fact is, I had put it aside for careful reading and 
had not had an opportunity to consider it sooner. I have read it with genuine pleas
ure, not only because of my regard for the author but because of its very strong pre
sentation of the subject. I consider 'CRIME OUR NATIONAL SHAME' a classic 
in its way, and Dr. Webb is to be congratulated because he has brought to its author- , 
ship not only a thorough knowledge of the subject but the very best scholarship. 
I am very grateful indeed to see the fine reception the work has received in our state. 

"THOS. S. HENDERSON." 
Cameron, Texas. 

THE ·RANGER LAW SUSTAINED BY THE APPELATE COURT 
Readers of the Home and State will recall our discussions of Judge Minor'? 

injunction against the Rangers on the plea that the law was unconstitutional. It 
will be recalled that the Home and State took a strong position against the decision 
of JUdge Minor, and claimed that the law authorizing Texas Rangers is constitutional. 

An appeal was taken to the Appellate Court and Chief Justice W. S. Fly of the 
Fourth Court of Civil Appeals rendered his decision in which he claims that the law is 
constitutional and ordered a reversal of Judge Minor's injunction order. We under
stand that the case has been appealed to the Supreme Court. This is one of many 
instances in which, under the present editorial management, claims have been made 
ior· the constitutionality of laws that were under fire by the enemies of prohibition, 
and if we remember correctly the Home and State has never taken a position that 
any law is constitutional that has finally been declared unconstitutional by the higher 
courts. The editor is not a lawyer, and applies only common sense interpretation to 
the language of the Constitution and of the laws. Readers of the Home and State 
can usually safely follow the cou~sc indicated by its editorials, even those involving 
legal and constitutional questions. 

One of the prominent district judges of Dallas a few years ago took issue with 
the editor and in doing so made that statement that 99 times out of a 100 the higher 
courts sustained his views on the questions involved, but in that case then under dis
cussion the higher courts reversed his reviews and rendered a decision in harmony 
with the position taken by the editor. 

How does a legislator fulfill his oath of office to support the Constitution when he 
doe,; not support legislation to make the Constitution operative? 

MASONS ACT ON LAW OBSERVANCE 
The Gr:mtl Lodge of Masons 0f Oklahoma, at the conclusion o{ the 17th 

::~nnuat' commtwication, adopted. a rule providing for the expulsion of member: 
of the Masonic Order who violate the national prohibition act by transporting, 
p~sscssing, or manufadtlring liquor, and denied membership to candidates who 
JltHChase narcotics or intoxicants. Although Maso11ic rules arc stringent on the 
point of purchase or sale of li~iuor, the new Oklahoma code is <i.rastic in its 
proYi:-;ions, a!'<l iollmv:-. the procedl.trc already adopte<i by Ke~tncky. 



FINLAND'S NEW PRESIDENT IN SYMPAffiY WITH NATION'S PROHmiTION POLICY 
His Election Gives Added Assurance That Finland Will Continue to Hold Aloft the Prohibition Torch in Europe; Prohibition Movement Began. 

Sixty Years Ago When Finland Wa~ One of the MQSt Alcoholized Countries in the World; Enforcement Problems Are Being Solved and: 
People Are Giving Strong Support to Government in Its Fight Against the Illegal Rum Traffic. 

(By CORA FRANCES STODDARD) 
' As stated in news dispatches on March~=====================================================:=======.-...;;::: 
first, Dr. Lauri Kristian Relander became 
President of Finland for a six years' term. 

Dr. Relander is known to be an ab· 
stainer and a supporter of the principles 
of prohibition to which the Finnish vot
ers have reaffirmed their adherence in re· 
cent months by the election not only of 
Dr. Relander but of a parliament with a 
strong prohibition majority. 

In September, 1923, the writer was one 
-the only American-in an international 
group which, after the Copenhagen Inter
national Congress against Alcoholism, 
visited the northern nations, Finland, Es· 
thonia and Latvia. The party was 
shown special courtesies by the govern
ments of all these nations, and particu
larly in Finland where it was entertained 
socially in Helsingfors by Government 
Ministers, and the journey abot,tt the 
country w;:1s facilitated by government 
consideration. 

A Visit to Karelia 
The. tour in Fin1and"incruded a visit to 

Viborg, the seaport of the most eastern 
province, Karelia, situated only two 
hours' distance by rail from the city 
then called Petrograd. Dr. Relander, 
now President of Finland, was then Gov· 
ernor of Karelia, and with his family wel
comed us with delightful cordiality and 
hospitality, charming in its simplicity and 
sincerity, at his summer home on a lake 
some miles from Viborg. All were im
pressed with the personality of the gover
not:., the ,evident high ideals which he had 
for his country. In his little address to 
the visitors he referred, frankly to · the · 
difficulties of the prohibition task. of Fin· 
land as the only prohibition nation in 
Europe. He reminded us that for some' 
sixty years Finland had been· a local 
option country and as a result had so far 
overcome the legal sale of liquor that 
many had grown up without acquaintance 
with its evils. Yet under prohibition, de· 
spite the smuggling, he believed condi
tions were better than before, although 
much remained to be done. He empha· 
sized the fact that the alcohol question 
should not be allowed to become a purely 
police matter, but that educatipn of pub· 
lie sentiment must continually lead the 
way. The alcohol question, Finland's 
experience clearly showed, was no longer 
one with which a nation can deal alone. 
It was a m~tter for all nations and for 
all humanity. 

The Anti-Smuggling Treaty 
vVithin a few months, a treaty has been 

drawn by the northern l!..ttropean nations 
which, it is believed, wit materially as
sist in ending the pest of liquor smug· 
gling which has grown to be a serious 
problem for non-prohibition countries as ... 
well as for Finland. A letter just rc· 
ceived from a university professor in Fin· 

• land states that nearly all the govern· 
ments concerned have signed the treaty 
which is likely, therefore, to go into effect 
in the near future. · 

Rising Sentiment for Law Enforcement 

-courtesy Bo.ston Transcrip~. 

DR. LAURI KRISTIAN ·RELANDER 
Who has just been elected to six-year 

tenn as President of Finland. 

importance of law enforcement. "There 
is a popular movement to assist with en
forcement. The latest letter states that 
there are about 500 parishes in the na· 
tion . and in many of these there are from 

' 150 to 500 men who have pledged them
selves to help enforce the prohibition law. 
I was told when in Finland that even at 
that time over 300 municipalities had lo
cal committees in cooperation with the 
government department for enforcement. 
The Prohibition League, I was informed, 
had half a million members in a total 
population of about 3,360,000. Present 
information is that many new temperance 
groups are . being organized. 

Educational Work 
For years a large educational work was 

done among the young people in which 
the late · Dr. Helenius-Seppala and his 
wife, Alii Trygg Helenitts, were hard
working and effective leaders. Since her 
husband's death, Mrs. Helenius has car
ried the work on to the best of her abil· 
ity. Her last words to me in Helsingfors 
were to urge temperance people every. 
where to plan for and work for t11e tem
perance education of young people. 
Among the news in recent letters is that 

a new proposition concerning teaching 
the subject of alcohol in the university 
and schools has been made in parliament 
lately. It is hoped it will be adopted and 
will give fresh impetus to the anti-alco· 
hal instruction which, I was told, had de· 
pended considerably on the good will of 
the individual teacher. 

The Rural Sections 
About eighty-five per cent of the pop

ulation of Finland is rural. The agrarian 
party and the labor party strongly sup· 
port prohibition . • A farmer-labor journal 
of Kupio, in an editorial welcomiing our 
visiting group bade us clearly understand 
that the prohibition law is not merely 
supported by "a few fanatics," but that 
"the laboring classes, especially the farm
ers, are ,steadfast for prohibition." Some 
difficulty ha been experienced with 
smuggling and an illicit trade in sections 
back of remote sea inlets where · the 
temptation for illicit gain proves strong. 
One has only to sail for hours among the 
thousands of green islands which fringe 
the coast of Finland and dot her inland 
waterways to realize that she has a stern 
task to cope with the illegal traffic that 
seeks to extend itself through hidden ave
nues of approach to her people, and young 
people who have never known the evils 
of the liquor traffic might quite easily be 
tempted by the lure of easy gain. 

The New Nation's Progress 

That the people of Finland wilt get and 
hold the u~per hand over this ene}lly to 
their vigor and prospenty · can not be 
doubted. Unquestionably the laws can 
be strengthened and enforcement im· 
proved. But the nation has had much to 
do since it achieved independence sii 
years ago. There was the . civil war of the 
"Whites" and the "Reds" which defeated 
the incursion of Bolshevism. The nation 
has to reorganize its government, its 
finances. Its people, though non-com. 
batants in the World War, had suffered 
deeply from privations due t'o it. During 
this period of reorganization ~nd recov
ery, it would not be strange if the prohi· 
bition law did not receive all the attention 
which was required. But Finland has 
made remarkable recovery. Already at 
the time I was there, it had balanced its 
budget. It has no floating debt. It \vas 
second only to Great Britain in funding 
its indebtt!dness with the United States. 

How Foolish . to Talk About Congress Increasing Alcoholic 
Content of Beer 

Thirty-eight states now prohibit malt liquor containng as large a percentage 
o_f alcohol as one-half of one per cent. How foolish it is therefore to talk about 
Congress in.,creasing the percentage of permitted alcohol in beverages. Under 
the Eighteenth Amendment Congress can not legalize any kind of alcoholic 
liquor in a state where it is prohibited by state 'law. On this point the sub· 
co~mittee of the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic Committee of Congress in its report 
satd: 

"As long as the majority of the states hy their O\Vn choice maintain the 
on~-half of one per cent standard and the Eighteenth Amendment obligates Con
gress to make prohibition uniform and efficacious, there is no good reason why 
Congl'ess should give any serious consideration to a change in the law to increase 
the alcoholic content of permitted beverages. 

I saw under way at the wonderful falls <9f 
Imatra in\portant projects for hydro-elec. 
tric development which, we were told, 
would furnish light and power to large 
sections of the nation. 

Sobriety and Prosperity 
]. Pierpont M:organ once said in sub· 

stance that a man's most important finan
cial asset is character. A few days ago 
an advertisement announcing the sale of .. 
Finnish government bonds, the money 
from which is to be used for extending 
agricultural credits a·nd hydro-electric de· 
velopment, placed high in the description 
the fact that "the people of Finland are 
law-abiding, thrifty, industrious, and the 
standard of education is high." 

The character of the Finnish people 
has nowhere showed itself more clearly 
than in its struggle against alcohol. Sixty 
years ago. as Dr. Helenius-Seppala re
lated at Washington, Finland was "one of 
the most strongly alcoholized nations in 
the world. There were thousa ds of le· 
gal home distilleries and a large number 
of illegal ones. Even the women were 
given to intoxicating drinks. . . . The 
Finnish people would have been ruined if 
prohibition legislation had not come to 
their rescue." They began with the home 
distilleries. The Finnish farmers sur· 
rendered in 1866 by prohibiting it, their 
right of home distilling in expectation 
that this would end drinking. They 
found that much more had to be done, 
and continued to do it with purpose. But 
who will say· that the vision and patriot:. 
ism of the "Finnish people who took this 
first step six decades ago and followed it 
courageously until the liquor traffic was 
prohibited, are not responsible in large 
measure for the high place which Fin· 
lanl holds today in character. education, 
and financial strength. 

Dr. Relander becomes president of the 
republic at a promising period. And no 
one who knows Finnish temperance his· 
tory doubts that this prohibition nation 
will continue to hold the prohibition torch 
in the north of Europe. And from pres
ent indications that torch is being 
trimmed to burn brightly. 

HIGH CLASS OFFENDERS 

Federal Judge Scores Ex-Senator and 
Milwaukee Physician for Law De. 

·fiance; Gives 'Em Prison 

A former \Visconsin state Senator and 
one of the prominent physicians of Mil· 
waukee head a long list of violators of 
the liquor law who received prison sen· 
tences when brought before the federal 
judge at Milwaukee. 

Judge Geiger heard the case against 
Dr. Simon Luban and sentenced him to 
one year in the house of correction in 
Milwaukee. In passing sentence on the 
doctor, Judge Geiger said: "You have 
disgraced an honorable profession. I am 
tired of seeing before me on liquor law 
charges men of your mentality and stamp 
who should know better." Dr. Luban•s 
home is in the fashionable district on the 
west side of Wilwaukee. 

Former Senator Albers was ' sentenced 

This correspondent writes, as do oth
ers, that throughout the country there is 
a rising of public sentiment for enforce• 
ment of the prohibition law. ORe states 
•this this is true not only of the Finnish 
iPeople, but also of the Swedish element 
10f the population in Finland which, in 
jgeneral, has been less favorable to pro
hibition, but which now begi~~s to s~e the 

"If the one-half of one per cent standard which was suggested by the liquor 
dealers was a proper standard in determining what kind of intoxicating liquors 
should pay the tax and to prevent the competition of bootleggers with the license 
trade, if a proper standard for that purpose it is manifestly a proper standard for 

I' dealing with bootleggers violating the Constitution." 

• to serve three months in the Milwaukee 
house of correction, and his son was 
given three months and a fine of a thou· 
sand dollars. 

f 
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M • SPEAKER, I WANT TO NOW ' ' • • 
CONGRESSMAN JOHN G. COOPER, OF OHIO, ASKS SOME POINTED QUESTIONS RELATING TO THE OLD LICENSE DAYS-

~ BEER, BREWERS, PROHIBITION, LAW ENFORCEMENT, LAW OBSERVANCE 

Congressman John G. Cooper, of Ohio, has been a consistent opponent of the 
liquc,r traffic during his entire service in Congress. He is a locomotive engineer by 
profession and a member of organized labor. His dry record in Congress is in accord 
with his life record and when he was first ,.sent to Congress his attitude toward the 
liquor traffic was well known and understood by his constituents. However, the wets 
have made desperate efforts at each election of Congress to defeat him for re-election 

, but he has always been returned by a large majority. 
On Tuesday, March 3, 1925, Congressman Cooper made a speech consisting of 

short, snappy questions. He began his address with the statement, ''I want to know." 
Then followed the questions: 

Who is behind the repeated attempts. to break dowl'l tlle prohibition enforcement 
law? 

Why is it that the advocates of legalized beer protest so earnestly that they are 
total abstainers and that they are not holders of brewery stocks? 

Is it possible that the brewery interests which once corrupted American politics, 
controlled legislation, and dictated to state and nation are not sufficiently grateful to 
at least pay the expenses of their volunteer champions today? 

How much would it be worth to the brewery interests to secure a law legalizing 
the sale of 2. 7 5 per cent beer? 

· Does anyone actually believe the wet propaganda that the country as a whole is 
consuming as much intoxicating liquor as ever or that if the saloons were opened 
drinking would decrease? 

Since the transportation of intoxicants in license days was one of our most serious 
traffic problems, does anyone believe that we can today transport clandestinely one
tenth of the amou~t of intoxicants we consumed in 1917 or one-tenth of the raw mate
rials needed to produce them? 
· Does not the experience of Quebec, where the sale of beer increased 15 per cent 
and the sale of hard liquors increased 32 per cent in two years suggest the failure of 
licensed beer to satisfy whisky thirsts? 

How can the American brewery advocates of 2.75 per cent beer explain the failure 
of the Quebec law to prevent the alcoholic content of beer from climbing from 2.51 
per cent to 6 and 8 per cent even with the sale of hard liquor? 

Would the success of the drive against prohibition repeat here the Quebec e:xperi· 
ence where brewery stocks jumped from $15 to $185 per share in a single year? 

Are any ignorant that bootlegging and moonshining existed long before prohibi
tion and are today as troublesome to government control in Quebec and Britis\1 Co-
lumbia as to prohibition enforcement in the United States? · 

Who warits to go back to the days when we used to sing "Where is my wandering 
boy tonight? Down in the licensed saloons?" 

What have the brewers done for the country that entitles them to make a lazy 
living out of the weakness of their fellow men? _ 

As a former locomotive engineer I would like to know how many opponents to 
prohibition want to ride on a train with a drinking engineer? 

Do labor-union members want to exchange the great labor banks built under pro
hibition conditions for the bartender's cash register? 

Is there any intelligent labor leader who questions that under prohibition labor 
has made greater advance, with fewer strikes and fewer defeats when strikes were 
inevitable? 

Since we can't "rush the can" and "run the tin Lizzie'' on the same dollar, which 
will the worker choose? 

Would it pay to trade our 17,000,000 self-starting automobiles for 100,000 bung .. 
starting bartenders? 

Did anyone ever get a job simply because he dr~k liquor? • . . 
Is any home made happier by drink or any boy gtven a better chance m life if he 

uses liquor? . 
Does the victim who has been blinded or who has lost his health or JOb through 

booze believe the drink was worth the cost? 
Does the temporary elation created by intoxicants offset the aftermath of the 

morning after the night before? · 
Shall we empty our schools again that our boys and girls may go to work to sup-

port the families while father spends his wage check in a 2.75 beer saloon? 
How many mothers, da~ghters, wives, and families join in the request that the 

brass rail be re-established for father's feet? . . 
Whoever heard of a woman getting a divorce because her husband did not drink, 

or a man committing a crime because he was sober? 
Will the bankers indorse the brewers' plea for the billions of dollars saved since 

the nation took the pledge? . . 
How many insurance policies of the $13,000,000:000 total now ~1tten annually m 

this country must be canceled if m"Q.ch of the prenuum payments lS spent once more 
for beer as in the old days? . . 

Why should we re-establish the slums a~d halt ~ur ho~e-butldmg program that 
has developed since prohibition merely to ennch the hquor mtere.sts? . 

Has the movie magnate forgotten that 177,790 saloons were his competitors before 
the Eighteenth Amendment closed them? . 

What would happen to the present in-creased milk and dairy products consumption 
under prohibition if the Eighteenth Amendment were re~ealed? . 

If we had to sneak into the speakeasy to buy a radto outfit or furmtu.r~, . do you 
think it would increase their production and sale as the wets say proh1b1tion has 

boomed the sale of liquor? . . . . • . 
Why is the United States the richest nation in the world if proh1b1tion rums a 

country? 
How ~any groceries, shoe stores, and furniture stores shall we have to close up 

if we bring back the sale of beer? 
Where would 100 000 business men find a place to do business if they had to move 

from the former salo~n sites, even if enough prosperity and good business survived 
to make their stores profitablel 

Whose daughters shall we draft to fill the brothels which thrived with licensed 
intoxicants but have languished under prohibition? 

Will the buyers of unused jails, sold since prohibition, sell them back to the states, 
cities, and counties at bargain prices if we permit beer once more to manufacture crim .. 
inals wholesale? 

What kind of selective . draft shall pick out the 250,00Q workmen to be maimed 
annually by industrial accidents if we cancel the prohibition of beer, which reduced 
such accidents by that total? 

Which of the welfare activities of philanthropic societies, now maintained by the 
$74,000,000 once spent to support the drunkard's family, shall we cancel if we again 
legalize the beer which made that drunkard and pauper? 

What has become of the greasy beggar who sat on the saloon corner and asked 
for a nickel for a sandwich and then spent it in a cafe instead of a cafeteria? 

Did you ever know a wet who now claims that lJ,e is against the return of tho 
saloon who helped to vote it out? · 

Is not a business man who is now reaping the benefits of prohibition an ingrate 
when he fails to support it? 

Who would dare drive an auto or cross a city street if legalized intoxicants were 
sold to drivers or pedestrians in 177,790 saloons as in pre-prohibition days? 

Since gasoline and booze do not mix what about dry goods and wet goods? 
Which is worse, blowing holes in a money vault or shooting holes in the Con .. 

stitution? 
How can a banker expect his employes to obey the law against theft and forgery 

if he encourages the violation of the provision of the Constitution which· prohibits the 
liquor traffic? 

Whose boys shall we pick out to fill the thinning ranks of -booze victims if we 
weaken prohibition enforcement? · 

If drinking was a bad habit before prohibition is it not just as bad now, besides 
being an unpatriotic act? 

Why will drinkers of hooch gamble with death and their health in order to satisfy 
a bad habit? 

Since prohibition has been a principal factor in saving a million lives in five years, 
shall we sentence another million to needless death by recalling the beer which sapped 
vitality, lowered disease resistance, and caused premature death? 

Did the brass rail in the beer saloon ever support any principle or government, or 
only its paralyzed victim? 

Is citizenship license or is it liberty under the law? 
·If a judge buys liquor from a bootlegger, is he not as guilty as the prisoner whom 

he sentences for violating the law? 
How can you expect other than blind tigers if you have blind officers? 
Can a nation endure half sober and half drunk, half lawless and half loyal? 

' If the drink habit is a cancer on the physical body, is not lawlessness a cancer on 
the body politic? 

If law breakers control law makers, what becomes of the law? 
If there is a reaction against prohibition, why do the people return to Congress a 

greater dry majority every two years? 
If prohibition is not the will of the majority of the people, why does not the 

alleged wet majority repeal it? 
If prohibition was put over when the people were off guard, why do they keep it 

after they are on guard? 
What would happen to the bootlegger if every officer of the law took his job seri· 

ously and tried to do his full duty? 
Who is injured by law enforcement except law breakers? 
Can a liquor law violator ask the government to protect his property rights when 

he violates the Constitution and the right of the government to law obe.dience? 
Do not illicit liquor dealers who corrupt an occasional weak or underpaid officer 

prove the viciousness of the liquor traffickers rather than the failure of prohibition? 
Is the rum runner any better than a pirate? 
Why do advocates of drinking for revenue believe it is right to make a public 

profit from a private vice? 
If, under license, the American people spent over two billion dollars per year for 

drink to get a half billion in liquor tax revenue, and received premiums of crime, pov
erty, and insanity, is it not good business to spend $11,000,000 for enforcement to 
receive widespread prosperity, health, and order? 

When a small minority defy the enforcement of law, shall the nation surrender? 
Does a governor, judge, mayor, or policeman who fails to enforce the law have a 

right to the respect of law-abiding citizens? 

A SENSIBLE CONCLUSION 
The steering committee of the National Conference on Street and Highway 

Safety has recently finished a long session in Washington in which Herbert 
Hoover, Secretary of Commerce, took an active part. The committee declares, 
after a thorough study of conditions, that the rigid enforcement of e..xisting 
traffic laws will do more than anything el~e to reduce the automobile accident 
rate. 

A sensible conclusion. 
Apply the same remedy to violations of the prohibition law and the same 

result will be secured. In communities in which the dry law is rigidly enforced 
and heavy penalties assessed against violators, there is little liquor lawlessness. 
In communities where there is lax enforcement and penalties are light and 
cases are dismissed or are not speedily brought to trial, violations are numerous. 

Apply common sense to this as to other problems. 

.. -
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200 PADLOCKS HOLD BREWERY 

New York City Brewery Closed for 
Four Months; Forever Prohibited 

From Making Near Beer 

Judge William Bondy in Umted States 
district court March 19 ordered padlocks 
placed on the brewery of the Ebling 
Brewing Company of New York City for 
four months beginning March 28, 

The decree was issued after William 
Ebling the seventy-two-year-old presi
dent; Theodore Heibler, secretary and 
treasurer; and Solomon Berringer, had 
pleaded guilty to · information charging 
them with manufact-ure, sale and posses
sion of real beer. They paid fines of 
$1,000 each. 

Under the decree the officers of the 
company, as well as its 150 employees, 
are forever prohibited from manufactur
ing even near beer, nor can a purchaser 
of the plant make near beer in the plant 
for a year. The company fac~s penalties 
which may be recovered by the Treasury 
Department through suits of $170,000. · 

The New York Times from which the 
above information was obtained, says that 
the Ebling brewery is one d the oldest in 
the city, having been founded in 1868. 
The action padlocking the brewery was 
the result of a raid made by the federal 
prohibition agents at the brewery Febru
ary 25. 

Negotiations between United States 
District Attorney Buckner and Michael 
Edelstein ,attorney for the Ebling inter
ests, lea to the signing of the padlocking 
decree by consent. 

Two hundred padlocks will be required 
to carry out the order of the court. A 
separate lock will be placed on each of 
the two outlets of the 75 vats. The re
maining 50 locks will be required in other 
parts of the building. 

Mr. Buckner said that he had recom· 
mended that the period of closing he made 
for four months because of the alacrity 
with which the defendants acknowledged 
their guilt. Altho~gh this is the first 
brewery padlocked, similar proceedings 
are pending against the Ringler brewery 
and against the Kumlin brewery at Ellin
ville, N. Y. 

Mr. Buckner is quoted as saying that 
the rrecommendations by the tinited 
States district attorney for the rapid ad
justment of this case are in line with the 
sound policy of extending leniency to 
those defendants who promptly surrender 
and save the time of our congested federal 
c0urt<J which would othu·wrse be devoted 
to trial. The time actually occupied by 
the court in this instance was barely fif
teen minutes. 

ANOTHER N. Y. CLUB 
PADLOCKED 

The Club Moritz was added March 26 
to the list of fashionable supper clubs of 
New York City that have entered a 
month of padlocked doors as a result of 
United ·States District Attorney Buek
ner's prohibition campaign. Earlier in 
the dAy padlocks werl! placed on the 
Club Bargo. Moquin's, the Piping Rocks 
Restaurants, and the Beaux Art3 Clul> 
had previously been padlocked. 

ROBERT J. HALLE DIES 
Robert J. Halle, for many years editor 

and publisher of the Champion of Fair 
rlay, a Chicago liquor paper, dropped 
dead on February 26 as he was crossing 
the North Clark street bridge in Chicago. 
1fr. Halle \\as formerly secretary of the 
National Retail Liquor Dealers' Associa
tion and was one of the most aggressive 
and earnest opponents of prohibition in 
the ranks of the liquor dealers of Chicago. 

HOME AND STATE 
-------- ··-- -- · ~=========== 

OREGON GOVERNOR TESTIFIES 

Peter Gulbrandsen, Danish newspaper
man now on a tour of America, sends the 
following communication to American 
Issue under a Salem,Oregon, dateline of 
March 23: 

On March 20 I had an interview with 
Governor Walter M. Pierce, of Oregon. 
in his office in the state Capitol at Salem 
on the results and effects of prohibition 
in Oregon. Governor Pierce wa.s very 
outspoken as to "the vast improvements 
in conditions in Oregon since prohibition 
came into effect." 

He expressed the opinion that if the 
question of prohibition would come be
fore the people in Oregon today the state 
would vote two to one, if indeed not 
three to one for the prohibition policy. 
Nobody is accepted to work for the gov
ernment in Oregon without first pledg
iing the observance of total abstinence 
and the Governor frankly informed me 
that he ir.tended to use rvery possible 
effort to enforce this law as long as he 
is Governor. 

DECISION AIDS ENFORCEMENT 

U. S. Supreme Court Decision of 
Nation-wide Interest; State') 

May Apply Injunction 

The action of the United States Su
preme Court in dismissing the writ of 
error to the Supreme Court of California 
in the case of Brambini vs. the United 
States, is of nation-wide interest in the 
enforcement of the national prohibition 

act, said \Vayne B. · Wheeler, general 
counsel of the Anti-Saloon League of 
America, who with Arthur W. Hill, Eel
ward B. Dunford, and U. S. \Vebb rep
resented the government. 

The national prohibition act provides 
that the prosecuting attorney of any state 
or its subdivision may institute an action 
in equity iu the name of the United States 
in a state court for the abatement of a 
liquor nuisance under the Volstead act. 

The action of the United States Su
preme Court in dismissing the writ of 
error sustains the judgment of the Cali
fornia Supreme Court committing- Bram
bini for contempt for violating an injunc
tion brought by Arthur vV. Hill, district 
attorney of Humboldt county, Calif., in 
the Superior Court of that county under 
t~e Volstead act. Citizens of every state 
have the right to have the Eighteenth 
Amendment enforced by both state and 
federal officers through the courts. 

Communities in states with no enforce
ment codes or inadequate codes may .ex
ercise this provision of the Volstead act 
to enforce the law. This act gives every 
·prosecuting attorney in the states author
ity to maintain an action in the name of 
the United States to abate as a nuisance 
places where intoxicating liquors are sold 
in violation of law. 

This procedure is not novel in principle 
but only in its application to. prohibition 
enforcement. The Eighteenth Amend
ment provides for the largest possible co
operation. between state and federal agen-

. cies for the enforcement of prohibition. 
This is appropriate because of the nato* 
rious difficulties always attendant upon 
the suppre$sion of the beverage liquor 
traffic. 

WHAT IT COSTS TO DEFY PROHffiiTION 
The cost in life, health, happiness and public income for the defiance of the pro

hibition law is graphically illustrated in the chart below, reprinted from the Clip Sheet 
of the Board of Temperance and Public Morals of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 

The chart describes copditions in Baltimore which .are duplicated in New York 
City. The lack of a state law, the opposition of newspapers to prohibition and the 
handicap of a wet governor all apply to this state as they do to Maryland. 
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This chart is suggested by one which appeared in the Baltimore Evening-Sun of 
February 12, 1925. lt is a graphic demonstration of what i1 costs a city to defy the 
prohibition law. Note the following facts: 

Prohibition, beginning with war prohil>ition July ·1, 1910, brought an immed1ate 
and enormous decrease in the number of arrests for drunkenness. 

BUT the state had a wet governor. 
The legislature failed to pass an enforcement act in support of national prohibition. 
The newspapers of the city of Baltimore bitterly fought prohibition and its friends 

in a way calculated to !>ring the law into contempt and to incite to violation of the 
law. 

As a result of this opposition, the number of arrests for drunkenness began to 
arise. 

Even now, with not half a chance, indeed with no chance at all, the level of 
arrests for drunkenness is considerably below the pre-prohibition figures. 

Bl1T Baltimore is paying with vast sums of money, with loss of civic prestige, 
for the organized opposition to the prohibition law. 

BOAST OF LAWLESSNESS 

Two Wisconsin Senators Tell Com
mittee They are Violating Law; 

Defy Officers to Make Arrest 

Two vVisconsin state Sepators appeared 

before the Senate committee on state af

fairs on March 24 and declared that they 

and their wives are violating the Sever .. 

son state dry law. 

Senator Bernard Gettleman, Milwau· 

kee, added to his remarks that he defied 

anyone to come to his home in Milwaukee 

and make arrest, and he shouted his street 

address in a voice that carried to all parts 

of the committee room, says a special dis
patch in the Chicago Tribune. 

Senator James A. Barker, Antigo, in
formed the committee and the audience 
that since prohibition has gone into effect 
he has always had three kinds of wine in 
his home. His home had no wine before 
the Eighteenth Amendment was adopted, 
he asserted. 

The two Se.nators appeared in support 
of the Gettleman bill which would per
mit the manufacture for home use of beer. 
wine and cider. In supporting the bill 
Senator Gettleman declared that 90 per 
cent of the people of the state are violat
ing the state dry act by making beer, 
wine and cider in their homes. 

The bill was opposed by representatives 
of the W. C. T. U. and the Anti-Saloon 
League. The committee will recommend 
the bill into the upper House for passage, 
it is said. 

A Washingto~ dispatch of March 26 
quotes Federal Prohibition Commissioner 
Haynes as saying that he has ordered no 
investigation of the public admission of 
these two Wisconsin Senators that they 
are violating the law but he assumed that 
if inquiry was warr2.nted it would be 
made by the prohibition forces of Wis
consin. 

SPANISH WINES IN GERMANY 

Spa:1ish Wine is Driving Out Native 
Brands Because of Low Duty 

Permitting Underselling 

Spamsh wine is drivin6 German wine 
out of the German markets, says an As
sociated Pres·s dispatch carrying a Ber: 
lin. dateline of .March 16. Therefore, con
tinues the dispatch, the domestic wir.e ia
dustry is appealing to the gove ·nment for 
a modification of the commercial treaty 
between Spain and Germany which ad
mits Spanish wine under such a lov.· duty 
that German wine growers say ordinary 
Spanish wine can be sold in large quan
tities in Germany at 45 marks, or about 
.$11 a hectoliter .. The hectoliter contains 
26 gallons. So the cost of Spanish wine, 
a gallon in large quantities is about 41 
cents. German wine grower<> say it costs 
them from two to four times this amount 
to produce wine. 
. ·Portuguese wines also enter Germany 

under fayored nation treatment and 2~1 
agreement has been reached with Greece 
·which the wine industry says threatens 
to giYe Greek \\'ine a chance in the Ger
man market . Ordinary French wines 
also sell on the German market at lower 
prices than ord:nary German wines. nut 
the wine producers get little sympathy 
for the wine consumers of the land. The 
latter recall the high retail prices when 
the wit1e market was in German hands 
not long ago, and avet t~1at this grasp
ing attitude resulted in legislation which 
accounts for the kceu compelition of to-
day. 
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