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OUR SENATORS' RECORDS 
In our last issue we promised to open the columns of the Home and 

State to those Senators who felt that we had not fairly represented their 
records. We cannot find a place for all in this issue, but we start with 
Senator Holbrook of Galveston. Others will follow in succeeding issues. 

We .have the following letter from Senator Holbrook: 
Galveston, Texas, April 29, 1925. 

Rev. Atticus Webb, 311-313 Slaughter Bldg., Dallas, Texas. 
Sir:-I am just in receipt of your letter of April 24, with-enclosures. For lack of 

time at the moment I shall only call attention to your sheet entitled, ~<Senator T. J. Hol
brook, District 17, Galveston," and will thank you to give the same publicity to what 
I have to say that you did to your circular letter of April 17. 

First, you state that on Senate Bill 106 I voted with the wets four times, with the 
drys once, and was absent when vote was taken twice. The record shows that Senate 
Bil1106 was laid before the Senate for consideration after the morning call as a special 
order of business on March 3, 1925. An amendment was offered by Senator Stuart of 
l'arrant which proposed to dispense liquor through the offices of the various county 
clerks throughout the state. Vote was-taken on the Stuart amendment, and same was 
declared lost by record of 16 to 10, and that I voted with the authors of the bill, Sena
tors Price and Woodward, against the adoption of the Stuart amendment. Senator 
Wood then offered an amendment, whereupon Senator Stuart moved that the bill and 
pending amendment be set down as a special order for 2 :00 p. m. the same day, which 
motion was declared adopted by .a vote of 22 ayes to 7 noes. I voted with the authors 
of the bill on this motion. At 2:00 p. m. the bill was again called up on special order. 
Action recurred on the pending amendment, ""hich was declared adopted by a vote of 
17 to 13. I voted aye on the amendment. The bill, as amended, was then passed to 
engrossment by viva voce vote-there being not a dissenting vote. I voted aye with 
the authors on engrossment. On motion to suspend the rules, a record vote was taken, 
which showed 29 ayes and one no. I voted aye with the authors on suspension. The' 
bill was then laid before the Senate for third reading and final passage, and was finally 
passed, the vote, being 26 ayes and 4 noes. I voted aye with the authors on final pas
sage. This is the record as made, and .I challenge the veracity of any statement made 
to the contrary. 

You have only to compare it with the statement which you claim to have sent out 
concerning me, to observe how far you were from the truth. You say that I was 
absent twice when votes were taken concerning the bill. That may be true. The bill, 
and various amendments, were brought before the Senate for attention several times 
before it was finally disposed of, and there were times when I was necessarily absent 
from the Senate Chamber, for a few moments at most. I do not remember, however., 
of missing a single roll call during the session of the 39th Legislature, and at alr times 
;was watchful and attentive to all business pending before that body. Under those cir
cumstances, why should I be criticized or calumny be brought down upon my name 
because I happened to be without the sound of the secretary's voice when a vote was 
taken. If you will take the pains to look it up, you will find that my attendance upon 
the session of the 39th Legislature was not equaled by a single other member of that 
body. 

As a summary on the comments you make concerning my attitude toward Senate 
Bill 106, I have but to say that the record shows I voted with the drys, as you choose 
to use the term, five times during the progreSs of the bill, and not a single time with 
the wets; while you say that I vote4 four times with the wets and but once with the 
drys. I refer for verification of my statement to Senate Journal dated March 3, 1925, 
pages 879-880-891-897 and 8998. 

Passing to your second observation: You state that on Senate Bill 235, I voted 
once with the wets, once with the drys, and was twice present-not voting. The rec
ord shows, and I refer to Senate Journals of Feb. 24 and March 3, 1925, respectively, 
pages 664 and 903, that this bill was laid before the Senate as a special order of busi
ness on Feb. 24, 1925. It's author, Senator Stuart, offered a corrective amendment. 
Senator Bowers moved to table the amendment. Motion to table was lost by a vote 
of 12 to 15. I voted with the author to refuse to table. Action tben recurred on adop
tion of the Stuart amendment. The amendment was adopted unanimously by a viva 
voce vote. I voted with the author for its adoption. The bill then passed to engross-· 
ment by a viva voce vote. I voted for engrossment with the author. On March 3, 
1925, the bill was laid before the Senate for final passage. I voted with its author for 
final passage. 

It will thus be seen that I voted with the author of the Senate Bill 235, at each 
recurring time when the bill was under consideration, except the two times when I was 
.marked "present-not voting." At each of these two times, the question was upon 
amendments which were not enirely clear to me at the moment, and I did not wish to 
go on record as affirming or opposing something the effect of which I did not under
stand. 

Summarizing your statement of my position with reference to this bill, your 
readers will see how faryou are from the truth by volunteering your services in a vain 
effort to put me (right?) before the people, upon matters of such vital import. 

Passing now to subdivision three of your tirade: You state that I voted for the. 
Fe-rguson Amnesty Bill, which is true; but pray, let me ask you, what connection had 
my vote on this bill toward pending liquor legislation? You seem to have "blood in 
your eye" for something else, other than suppression of the liquor traffic. You state 
that I voted for Senate Bill 187; and on all other propositions relating to the ranger 
service, I voted with the wets. The question of prohibition did not have any bearing 
on any vote cast by me, as related to the ranger forces. 

I have never during my legislative career voted for any bill, or supported anyl 
measure, that would in my judgment tend to break down, or in any way lessen the en
forcement of a single law on the statute books. On the contrary, I am and always 
have been for a strict observance and enforcement of all laws, whether they bear upon 
the sale of liquor, cheating, lying or what not. The laws must be respected and obeyed, 
and at the same time the liberties of the people which have been gaaranteed under our 
state and federal Constitutions, must be protected and preserved if this government is 
to last. I am for law and order, but against fanaticism in every form. 

You say in concluding, "his record is uniformly with the wets, on any bill that 
affects the prohibition question.'' I brand this statement as absolutely false, and un
warranted even by the wildest stretch of imagination. It is not necessary for me to 
defend my record as a prohibitionist before those who know me, and I would not give 
attention to your letter were it not for the fact that your statements necessarily reach 
and fall into the hands of high-minded and honorable people who do not know me. 
Hereafter) should you have occasion to refer to my public acts re&ardless of what your 

!nfer~nces might be, p~ease confine the things you state to be true to the record, as it 
lS wntten. If you don t, you may be assured in advance the people "will find you out." 

Yours very truly, 
T. J. Holbrook, Senator 17th District of Texas. 

Our Reply 
That is some mustard. But let us examine it in light of the Sena·te vVhew! 

Journal. 
The record Senator Holbrook gi\·es of his votes in the second paragraph of his 

letter is exactly the same as we give, except he refers to several ballots cast to which 
·we do not refer at all. Our reasons for omitting those ballots are: 

1. They in no way had any determining effect. We always hold do·wn our report 
to those ballots that had a determining effect on the bill in question. Motions to post
pone a bill, unless an "indefinite postponement," or to set tl1e bill for special order at 
a certain hour, or a "previous question" motion, and such other motions have no deter
mining effect. 

2. To include them unnecessarily fills valuable space, and tend to cau5e readers 
not to read the record because of its length. ' 

3. They clog the record and confuse the reader to no good purpose. It may be 
that Senators want these results to prevent their constituents from getting a fair and 
clear idea of their record. We gave a full record of the Senator's vote on all important 
ballots cast. 

The Senator cot:i.1plains that 've criticise him for being absent when a record vote 
was taken. vVe refer to such absence in every case not as criticising them for it, but 
simply that the record may be full and correct on the ballots under consideration. 
Absences are sometimes justified and sometimes not justified, but we nenr mean to 
infer either case, rather simply to complete the record in important ballots. 

The . Senator further says: "As a summary of the comments you make concern
ing my attitude toward Senate Bill 106, I haYe but to say that the record shows I 
voted with the drys, as you cho'ose to usc the term, five times during the progress of 
the bill, and not a single time ·with the wets, while you say that I voted four ·times 
with the 'vets and but once v.·ith the drys. I refer for verification of mv statement to 
Senate Journal elated 1Jarch 3, 1925, pages 879, 880, 891, 897 and 898." -

Our Reply 
Here is a straight challenge to the correctness of our record. vVe will quote the 

ballots in full as given on the pages he refers to, omitting non-essential votes for 
reasons above given. \Vhere we charge that he votes with the wets '"e will print the 
names of the wets ·in black face typ"e· that fl~c ·r;acler ni'ity ·se~ for i1imself. Some few 
of those in black face type may deny that they are wet. vVe have watched their 
vote at Austin for years, and we class them here not by what they say to their con
stituents_ at home, but by the vote cast on questions in.fluencing bills relating to the 
enforcement of our dry laws. vVe can not see any difference in votes cast unfavorable 
to dry bills, whether cast by those professing to be wet, or professing to be dry, at 
home. In the case of J. H. Bailey, Archie Parr, Gus Russek and Julius Real we pre
sume there is no question. Our readers will note that on practically every ballot 
cast the following Senators voted with these ackno\vledged wets: Charles Murphy

1 

I. D. Fairchild, Hardin of Kaufman county, A. J. Wirtz, and Hardin of Erath. 
Therefore we class them as wets also. vVe have many reports to the effect that in 
dry sections of their districts, and to known dry voters some of these senators clain; 
to be dry. 

Our readers will also note that the names of other senators who are regarded a" 
dry are frequently found among· this wet bunch. They doubtless claim t hat their 
''conscicntiaus scruples" force them to vote that way. Their votes hurt the cause of 
prohibition just as bad when cast for that reason as when cast for any other reason. 
vVe do not impugn the motives· of any vote cast. \Ve merely rate them wet or ·dry 
as they hurt or help the cause of prohibition. Probably because some few of these 
prohibitionists ·who vote with the wets arc found on these ballots is why Senator Hol
brook claims to have voted with the drys. W c can not allow the claim, for the. records 
arc too well established any longer to be so fooled. In the ballots g iYen below the 
wets are indicated by black-face type. 

Record of Votes Cast 
But we quote the records. The vote was on an amendment to S. B. 106 exempt

ing wholesale druggists from the provision requiring a permit before selling liquor for 
medicinal ptlrposcs. The Senate Journal says: "Action recurred on the amendment 
and the same was lost, · by the following vo te : 

Yeas-14 Nays-17 
Bailey Murph~· Blccl,;;oe Price 
Berkeley Parr Bowers Reid 
Fairchild Real Davis Smith 
Hardin of Erath Russek Floyd Strong 
Hardin of Kaufman Wirtz Lewis Stuart 
Holbrook \Vitt Moore of Htw t Triplett 
]\filler \Vood Moore of Cooke \\"ard 

Parnell Woodward 
Pollard 

The Senate Journal continues: 
''Senator \V'irtz offered the following amendmen t to the pending amendment, as 

amended: 
''Amend the pending amendment to S. B. No. 106, by striking· out all of Section 

(Continued on Page 5) 
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NARCOTICS VS. RUM 
The daily papers recently reported a plea of guilty to violating our national anti

narcotic law in the federal court at Dallas. The accused was a boy, Roy Campbell, 21 
years old, charged with possessing and selling five grains of morphine. He received 
a sentence of one year and a day in the federal penitentiary at Leavenworth. Some 
time ago one accused of violating our nati0nal prohibition law pleaded guilty, and 
received a fine of one penny, and another received a fine of five cents. Why this 
difference? 

~Ve do not. in the least underestimate the evils of narcotics, but certainly its evil 
can not compare with those flowing from liquor. \iVhy make such a difference in the 
penalties? The national prohibition law does not assess sufficiently heavy penalties, 
but it does allow on an average at least ten times as heavy penalties as our federal 
courts are g1vmg. Anyone acquainted \'vith the conditions knows that such penalties 
as bootleggers ate getting do not in fact suppress the violation of this law. There are 
good grounds to believe that the penalties meted out in our federal courts constitutes 
cheap licenses to continue bootlegging. Are' our federal courts constituted to main
tain respects for la'''• or to serve as a legal means of licensing violators to ply their 
outlaw business? 

Here is a serious proposition for our federal judges to consider. Their conscience 
in the matter must be the final arbiter. Their position as judges gives them absolute 
authority. In taking their oath of office they swore ·to support the Constitution of the 
L'nited States. ·Does the pittance of fines meed out maintain respect for that Con
stitution? \Ve have a very high regard for most of the federal judges in Texas per
sonally. \Ve have a very high regard for all of them officially. But we do not believe 
that any ''ell-informed man can seriously contend that the average fines received by 
bootleggers in the federal courts in Texas are calculated to maintain respect for our 
federal Constitution. It is a ·well knov;n fact that since the coming of national prohi
bition the federal courts in the south have suffered a serious loss of respect on the part 
of criminals. \Yhere is the reason? 
4-H. & S. 

Let it be understood that though the penalties assessed under the Volstead act are 
too low and a move is on foot to increase them, yet under the law as it now is a fine 
of $500 may be assessed in th'c "hip-pocket" cases, and a $1,000 fine may be assessed 
in bootlegging cases. These are for first offenses. Subsequent offenses increases the 
penalties and add prison terms. In addition to this a large percentage of the cases 
would allow the federal attorneys to charge conspiracy to violate the law. These 
cases allow a fine up to $10,000 and prison terms of several years. 

Now compare what the law allows with what the courts assess, and you can deter
mine readily the responsibility for lack -of respect for the Eighteenth Amendment. 

Generally federal judges in the south have assessed lower penalties than those in 
the north. ~Thy? To determine this would lead us too far into politics for the present. 
There has been one notable exception in Texas. Federal Judge W. R. Smith of El 
Paso adjusted his penalties to the necessity of maintaining respect for the Constitution. 
He succeeded. National prohibition is respected in El Paso. El Paso with a popula
tion of 100,000 had 1,876 arrests for drunkenness during 1924. About two-thirds of 
these were arrested at the international bridge on their return from Juarez. Really 
these ·were not El Pa.so, but Juarez, drunks. The state of Texas through its court in 
El Paso has not prosecuted one single bootlegger. These conditions result from the 
v•ork of the federal court under Judge Smith who recently died. Judge C. A. Boyn
ton, his successor, we understand, promises a continuation of the same policy. 

El Paso has about one-half of its citizens foreign-born, and iies on the border of 
1\lcx.ico. Dallas is the most solidly American city in Texas. It has the strongest local 
sentiment for prohibition, evidenced by the fact that it was the first great city in Texas 
to vote itself dry. It is in the heart of the state far from border or coast where smug
gled liquor is easily accessible. The state, through its courts in Dallas county, is doing 
tolerably good work in suppressing bootlegging. 

Yet with all this, the number of arrests for drunkenness have steadily climbed from 
about 500 the first year of prohibiti01_1 to about 3,000 for the last year. 

Do not misunderstand us. The state has its responsibility tQ suppress bootlegging, 
and its courts in Dallas and many other counties are ·woefully derelict .in thei1· duties. 
\Yc do not defend them. But because of low penalties meted out at the federal courts 
everywhere in T~xas excep in El Paso, and possibly Houston, the bootleggers are 
flocking to the federal courts. Their attorneys urge them to be taken there. They 
expect to get out "easy." Evidently they arc not disappointed, for they flock there in 
increasing numbers. Let the federal judges of Texas slap on the bootleggers the limit 
of the law and all this would cease, and our federal dockets, now loaded, would soon 
be relieved. 

The federalla\~ puts this matter strictly up to the co.nsciencc of the federal judg<'s. 
The state law specifies the penalty within limits and leaves it to the jury. So the con
science of the federal judges alone can solve this problem. Shall they continue to 
assess penalties averaging about ten per cent of \Vhat the law allows and watch the 
police dockets of drunks mount rapidly higher, or shall they assess penalties that main
tain respect for the Eighteenth Amendment? Don't charge the trouble np to the law, 
or the juries. Place it \\here it belongs. 

GENERAL liNCOLN C. ANDREWS, NEW DRY CHIEF 
It \\as our good fortune to be in El Paso during the whole session of tl1e inter

national conference between the enitecl States and Mexico, and, stopping at the same 
hotel, we had the pleastu-e of meeting several of those in attendance on the conference. 

Among the American delegates, General Lincoln C. Andrews was chief. He 
has recently been appointed by President Coolidge to direct the enforcement of the 
Eighteenth Amendment, and our first impression is that he made no mistake. He is a 
regular, not imaginary, general, ~1aving seen service as a general in our expeditionary 
forces overseas. After the war lie retired and entered business in .t\ ew York. 

On taking the oath of office he immediately climbed on the "water wagon." In 
the Hotel Del N ort~ someone said ~(lllJething about drinking privately. He imme
~liately replied that he dranh neither publicly nor 1Jrivatdy. /\ banquet was given the 

·,, -· .\. • c. 

delegates in Jua/ez. This town is across the river from El Paso and in old Mexico.. 
\Vhen Americans go to this place it is understood that they go to drink. All kinds of 
liquor were served at the banquet. General Andrews and his associates turned their 
glasses down. Mr. W. R. Vallance, assistant solicitor general of the federal govern· 
mcnt and official spokesman for the delegation said: "Officials and employes of a gov· 
crnment which prohibits the liquor traffic do well to confort!} their own conduct to the 
law of the country. It is the only way to set a good example in the observance of the 
spirit as well as the letter of the law.'' 

This is a most wholesome example for our officials in Texas to follow-both state 
and federal. Last year a district judge was arrested and spent the night in prison for · 
being drunk. \V e regret to say that within three months he was re-elected to the same 
office for the next four years. If reports are true, at least one of our federal judges 
in Texas is not above taking a drink. An officer of one of the highest courts is re· 
ported to have paid a fine for violating the Yolstead act. Reports have been numer
ous concerning drinking by district judges, prosecuting attorneys, sheriffs, and federal 
officials. 

RANGERS NOT ALLOWED ·TO PESTER BOOTLEGGERS 
Austin, Texas, May 12.-"\Vide-open saloons made it look like old times," said 

State Rangers returning to Austin Tuesday from GahTeston, \vhere they had been on 
duty guarding property on the wharves since May 1 in anticipation of labor troubles 
that did not materialize." 

"Not only did we ee numerous saloons where intoxicating liquor was served at 
reasonable price, but some of us 'vere actually invited to take a drink," said one of the· 
Rangers. 

"I was told that there is a four-block area in Galveston where liquor is dispensed 
without fear of interference of peace officers." 

Asked if the Rangers attempted to make any arrests for violation of the prohibition 
laws, the Ranger said that 1'the Rangers' mission in Galveston was to stop any labor 
troubles that might break out." 

r t 

NEW JAIL NEEDED 
(From 'Vest News) 

Atticus \\'ebb, he of Anti-Saloon League fame, is said to have started a mora! 
wave in San Antonio that has filled the city and county jails to overflowing. A11d 
now the jailer suggests that the booze-fighter should be compelled to build a jail big 
enough to hold all the prisoners. 'Vhy not? 

F~ghting. Legislative and Legal Program For the League 
By Wayne B. Wheeler 

Arouse and mobilize the church and moral forces to finisil the last and most 
difficult part of the League's program, "'Law Enforcement." 

Law enforcement is impossible without effective legislation or tools with 
which the. officers arc to \vork. This means that eyery attempt to weaken state 
and national prohibition enforcement laws must be defeated. 

Federal prohibition agents should be put under civil service; the Volstead 
act must be amended to provide for minimum penalties. Some federal judges 
arc giving fines as low as one cent, which makes law enforcement a farce in 
those communities. 

Aliens con~Ticted of Yiolation of prohi!Jition and narcotic Ia ws should be 
deported, as provided in the bill which has passed the House of Representatives 
twice by large majorities. 

If the Treasury Department docs not co111trol, by new regulations indus
trial alcohol \vhich is being diverted to beverage uses, new legislations' should 
be demanded. in this next session to locate the responsibility for all prohibition 
enforcement 111 a_ separate bureau: State enforcement codes which arc not up 
to the standard ot the federal law should be strengthened and wherever the law
less liquor interests break through existing legislation in the. state these Jaws 
must be amended. 

The state Leagues must be steadfast in their determination to stop the leak 
~Y w.hatever l.egislation is necessary. Heavier penalties must be provided for 
1ntox1cated .d~tvers; rum-runners and moonshiners who carry deadly weapons, 
and the renswn of the search and seizure laws to harmonize with the last decis
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States. Law enforcement must be 
strengthened by making the people realize the necessity of paying the price for 
c~ean government. Honest officials should secure greater coopration from indi
Vldu~l groups and organized forces like the Anti-Saloon League in every com
mumty, county and state, as well as the federal government. Absent treatment 
must be su)_.)planted by a heroic effort to back up the Coast Guard Federal Pro-
11 ibi tion Departmcn t; the Justice Department, governors, prosecu;ing attorneys, 
and executive officers who do their duty. The public official who refuses to 
fulfill his oath of office must be awakened to the danger of his cause or removed 
from office at the earliest possible opportunity. 

The for~es of l~wlessn~ss have challenged the friends of orderly govern
ment.. Guenlla V>artare .agamst the public is on and there is no place for com
~~ronHse. 1 f .they make 1t a new whisky rebellion and rum piracy, the spirit of 
16 must aga1n come to the front and the rebellion suppressed as it was in 1798 

when George Washington sent the troops to west Pennsyh·ania to restore law , 
and order. The Ameril:an people have ncvc:r surrendered to lawlessness much 
less to a liquor criminal. Keeping everlastingly at it is the price of victo:y. 

., r' \ 
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ONTARIO BEER RUSH SUBSIDES 
Wets Find 4.4 is a Disappointment; 

Drys Say It's Intoxicating; Will 
Precipitate Contest at Polls 

Demand for Canada's new 4.4 beer 
seems to be waning. Observations of 
conditions in vVindsor have · convinced 
American enforcement agencies in De
troit that enforcement problems there will 
not be seriously affected by the beer 
problem. 

The first rush of thousands across the 
border, principally at Detroit, was very 
heavy, but the second day it fell down in 
volume, and has dwindled steadily since. 

Major Roy A. Haynes, federal prohibi
tion commissioner, who went to Detroit 
as soon as the Canadian beer was placed 
on sale~ together with E. C. Y ellowly, his 
chief assistant, and Thomas E. Stone, 
prohibition director for the Tenth Dis
trict, has declared that if the Canadian 
situation has an effect at all on enforce
ment it will make it easier rather than 
harder. 

Smuggling has Lulled 
It is pointed out that the beer is not 

of the actual "kicking" strength the wets 
believed it to be, and there will not be the 
demand that was forecast. Thomas H. 
Brennan, chief of federal agents at De
troit, is quoted as saying that liquor and 
beer smuggling has lulled. 

Major Haynes declares Detroit . is dry
ing up. A factor in its increased aridity 
has been the report that from 40 to 80 
agents of the Department of Justice are 
working there under cover; ferreting out 
not only the bootleggers themselves but 
also the instances of official connivance 
with bootleggers. Many of these boot
leggers are said to be seriously alarmed 
and to have quit business. 
· R. N. Holsaple, superintendenl: of the 

Anti-Saloon League of Michigan, says 
that inadequacy of ferry transportation at 
Detroit will forestall the most serious re
sult he has anticipated from Canadian 
beer sales. Drunken driving is not looked 
upan as a menace, for practically all ma
chines are left in Detroit to avoid the 
jam. 

Only First Step to Restore Saloon 

Mr. Holsaple believes, and his belief 
is shared by others, that legalization of 4.4 
beer was only the first step of the wets 
to bring back the saloon to Ontario. 
N. N. Mosseau, license inspector at Wind
sor, declared there need be no concern 
on that point. He declared: 

"We will not have to inspect the beer 
until Detroiters get suspiciously numerous 
over here. If they ever come as thick as 
the first day, we'll know the beer is get
ting too strong, and there will be trouble." 

"I consider this merely the first step 
on the road to wines and real beer," says 

... 1 Mayor Mitchell of 'Windsor. The con
\.~.-. sensus of both wet c-nd dry opinion is 

that the question now is whether Ontario 
will insist on real prohibition or legalize 
the sale and use of stronger liquors. In 
other words, sale of 4.4 beer which is 
m,anifestly against the wishes of the vot
e r.s as expressed in last fall's referendum, 
whh a majority of 40,000, quite likely will 
precipitate a conclusive campaign. 

' In the meantime, the wets contend that 
the 4.4 beer is not intoxicating, and the 
drys contend that it is. The drys also 
p¢int out that legal sale of 4.4 beer will 
u~doubtedly act as a cover for illegal sale 
of stronger liquors. 

·The American government has in
creased its activity along the border and 
on the Great Lakes, to stop smuggling. 

·Chicago's 26th brewery has been pad· 
IRtked. fQ! .Y~~ ~ ir9~to~ g 

A NEW CATBOAT ALONG OUR LEAK FRONT 

-Ireland in the Columbus (0.) Dispatch. 
But this "Great Leaks" are doomed to go the way of the Atlantic Rum Fleet. ,· 

Uncle Sam is preparing to launch a lake fleet of fifteen armed cruisers which will be 
in operation within a month-then these Canadian-American booze criminals better 
make themselves scarce. 

GRAND JURY .DOESN'T LIKE LAW--REFUSES TO INDICT 
May Grand Jury of Philadelphia Follows Example of March and April 

Bodies and Refuses to Find True Bills Against Liquor Law Vio
lators Because Jurors Don't Like the Law 

The Philadelphia May grand jury made · 
the startling admission in a final present
ment May 29 that its members had ig
nored indictments in many cases because 
of personal pre,.judice against the liquor 
laws. 

Of 296 cases charging offenses against 
the dry law the jury dismissed 114. At 
the same time in another branch of Quar-
ter Sessions Court before Judge 1lcCul
len, Director of Safety Butler's belief that 
"a crisis has been reached in the enforce
ment of the liquor laws in Philadelphia," ,. 
was related in connection with the effort 
by the Department of Public Safety to 
prosecute some of the 150 liquor cases 
thrown out by the April grand jury. 

The fiat acknowledgment of the May 
jury that it was not in sympathy with the 
prohibition law not only brought a re
buke upon the jurors by Judge Monag
han, presiding in Quarter Sessions Court 
No. 1, but caused the court to dismiss the 
jury without the customary expression of 
thanks for their services, says the Phil-

Court Rebukes Jurors 

Judge Monaghan after hearing the re
port read in which admission was made 
that the jury refused ·to act in many liqour 
cases because of jurors' hostility to the 
prohibition law, addressed them as fol
lows: 

Gentlemen of the Jury: Refer~ing 
to the comment on the last page of 
your report, I wish to remind you that 
I instructed you that as grand jurors 
you were not to be influenced by any 
feeling of sympathy or prejudice of 
any kind one way or the other, but 
to be guided and controlled strictly 
by the evidence, that it was not with
in your province to say what the law 
ought to be or what you think it 
ought to be, or whether any particular 
law meets with your approval or dis
approval. I instructed you that it 
was your duty to determine ·all cases 
strictly on the evidence, free from 
sympathy or prejudice of any kind. 
That is all. 

adelphia Public Ledger. The report -
Three successive grand juries disre

garding the evidence and refusing to in
dict ·on the ground that they do not ap
prove of the law, indicates at least one 
big reason why dry law enforcement is 
difficult in Philadelphia. Bootleggers 
would be indeed dull of comprehension 
if they didn't accept this attitude as an 
invitation to continue their violations of 
law. 

Page Three 

PROSECUTE NAVAL RUM WAR 
Increase. Activities of Fleets on All 

Coasts ; Encouraged by S uc'cess · 
in East 

Announcement was ni.ade on May 26 
of the expansion of the government's na
\"al rum war. A lake fleet of fifteen armed 
.rum cruisers will be in operation within 
a month or two utider the direction of 
James Brereton, federal prohibition agen't 
of Chicago, according to the announce:.. 
ment. 

On three other fronts-the Atlantic, the 
Pacific and the Gulf of Mexico-an im~ 
mediate increase of vigilance is contem
plated. Marked success of the rum block~ 
ade on the eastern seaboard as evidenced 
by lessened activities among the rUJ11 run
ners, has encouraged this expansion. 
Lincoln C. Andrews, chief _of federal en
forcement, announced at El Paso that 
plans had been laid to expand the enforce
ment fleet on the Atlantic to 100 or more 
craft. 

He also saiq that the sea prohibition 
forces on the Pacific coast would be enl 
larged to make available for the coast 
guard at least one boat for every liquoi' 
smuggling ship off shore. Activity also is 
reported on the Gulf with three armed 
roast guard cutters enroute from Pen-. 
sacola, Fla.J to Biloxi, Miss., where they, 
will make a base. 

A STUDY IN CONTRASTS 

Over 180,000 Persons Without Work in 
Scotland; Breakdown of Industrial 

System is Threatened 

In a recent speech in the British Parlia
ment according to the London Times, 
Captain W. E. Elliott, under-secretary for 
health, Scotland, said that the country 
was laboring under difficulties; that there 
are 180,000 persons without work and that 
those responsible for the health of the 
country fear that the depression and, to 
some extent, the under-feeding involved in 
the partial or complete breakdown of the · 
industrial system would depress the health 
an_d lower the vitality of the people. 

He thought the unemployment greater 
than last year. The general death rate 
which in 1923 was 12.09 per thousand 
moved up to 14.04 in 1924 and infantile 
mortality rose from · 79 to 98 \vhile insur
ance returns show an increase of sickness 
of from 15 to 20 per cent. It also in
creased in France and Denmark. Adult 
sickness increased in England and Scot
land by 15 to 20 per cent. 

The same day that Captain Elliot made · 
his speech the annual general meeting of 
Booth's Distilleries was held in London. 
A dividend of 10 per cent was declared on 
ordinary shares and Sir Charles Cottier 
who presided said that it gave him much 
pleasure to be able to !eview a very satis
factory year's tr:J.ding. 

These two items may have some· con
nection with each other. 

FOSTER DIVISIONAL CHIEF 
which Judge Monaghan reported filed for 
whatever future action is to be taken, is 
the third expression or indication by as 
many successive grand juries of open hos
tility to the prohibition laws. Because of 
the April jury's dismissal of so many liq
uor prosecutions, Director Butler is now · 
attempting to reopen prosecution by re
arresting the defendants on similar com
plaint. The March grand jury in throw
ing out so many cases condemned the po
lice melhods of obtaining evidence, to 
which Director Butler replied that the 
police mcthod·s were legal and proper no 
matter what the jurors thought about 

~ 

In its achievements during 32 yeai"S, 
the Anti-Saloon League has again proved 
the invincibility of the church when it pre· 
~ i §Olid ~0111. 

Appointment of John A. Foster of Bos
ton as divisional chief of general prohibi
tion agents for the eastern division of 
Pennsylvania, with headquarters at Pl~il
adelphia, and designation of Divisional 
Chief Reuben B. Sa;ms, formerly in 
charge at Philadelphia, as head of the 
field force for the state of New Jersey, 
were announced April 30 by Federal Pro
hibition Commissioner Haynes. Both ap- · 
pointmenta. are effective immediately. 

There is something amazingly practical ' 

f.bout ill~ 9~efa.t!~ !lt t.h~ P._adlQ..~ J,..!b 
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The President Urges Co-Operation 
In his Memorial Day address at Arlington, President 

Coolidge again urged that greater respect be shown by 

the people for constituted authority. His appeal for law 

observance and law enforcement is void of any sugges

'tion of a plea for the support of any particular policy or 

law. He did not even ask for the observance or en
fo·rccment of any one law merely because it happens to 

be the law, but rather because he believes that our .sys

tem of government is at stake. This system he declared 

to be the greatest American contribution to the system 

of government over great populations and wide areas. 
Defining it he said: "I mean our federal system distrib
uting powers and resr))nsibilities between the states and 
the national government." This was in fact the basis of 
the President's address-discussion of the dual system of 
f{overnment which in operation may be briefly sum
marized as 14efficient cooperation." 

J n recounting the moral and economic progress made 
by this country the President said, "We recognize that 
v. hat has been accomplished here has largely been due 
to the capacity of our people for efficient cooperation.'' 
The address \Yas an appeal for the states to niect their 
full obligations for the responsibilities reposed in them 
under this dual system of government. He declared a 
<"ommnnity comprising half a continent and more than a 
lmndred million people could not possibly be adminis
tered under a single government organization. He 
warned against a growing tendency on the part of the 
s1ates to disregard their responsibilities in the enforce
ment of what he referred to as national demands, and 
recalled that the state which fails to meet its obligation 
in this respect will have the law enforced for it and 
thereby surrenders to that extent its right of self-gov
ernment. He deplored this tendency of the smaller units 
to shift responsibility to the larger. Only once did he 
mention prohibition of the liquor traffic by name, and 
then merely as an illustration to prove his contention 
that if a state does not enforce a national demand on its 
ov;;n account it w:ll have that demand enforced for it by 
the t~tional government. Carrying his argument stilt 
further, the President appealed to the , individual within 
1he state as well as to the state to render cooperation 
'\vith the national government in the enforcement and 
'ohsen·ance of law. 

The address furnishes further evidence that the na
~ional administration is standing solidly against those 
forces trying to popularize the idea of what might be 
called local option in law observance on questions of 
r;atio~al demand. Coming directly to the point, the na
ti,:>JJal ·administration has no S) mpathy with the proposal 
~o permit states to chooc;c whether they ~hall obey and 
enforce the national prohibition law. 

Mr. Root Again 
T n a · recent banquet address Elihu Root said that in 

his opinion the Eighteenth Amendment was a mistake, 
that "it \\'Ottld ha,-c been v,;iser to ha' e seen whether in
<!:vidual impro,emcnt would not haYe been fostered 
,., bile the law sought to regulate the sale of intoxicating 
l)C\"erages." He said that prior to the enactment of the 
prohibition law there had been a ste~dy. ~ecrea_se in in
tt mperance which "was the result of mdn'Hlual lmprove
l11t nt of right-mindedness." 

The wet press· has given a great deal of space to Mr. 
Hoot's utterances not because they presented any new 
argument from the wets' standpoint but hec·au~e. of the 
1-romincnce of the man \\ ho mad~; them. It n11ght be 

HOME AND STAT~ 

well to remember that Mr. Root was chosen by the liq
uor forces to represent them in a trcmcn~ou~ legal cf~ 
fort to have prohibition declared unconstttutwnal,_ an 
that in doing this he also represented _hi.s. own ': 1_ews, 
having always been oppose<t to the prohtbttlon pohcy. 

In this banquet speech he referred to the fact that cdu~ 
cational work in behalf of temperance rcfo~m,_ togeth_e~ 
with the total abstinence requirements of btg mdustn~ 
concerns, was gradually decrcas·lfig drunkenness. Th.ts 
he thinks was the better way. It is a matter of 

1
:ec01 d 

that the liquor interests never greatly feared the m~ral 
suasion" method of combatting their business. Dunng 
all the years of "personal appeal" campaig_ns, consump
tion of intoxicating beYerages continued to mcreasc. T_he 
educational methods of the drys could not compete wtth 
the work of the commercialized liquor traffic to popu
larize intoxicating beverages. Mr. Root's objection to. 
'the prohibition law is that it 11compcls" abstinence on 
the part of the individual. He says it woul~ have been 
,.,-iser to foster individual' improvement wlule the law 
sought to regulate the sale of intoxicating beverag_es? . 

How would Mr. Root suggest that the sale of mtoxt
cating beverages be regulated by law without compul
sion? Regulation has to do with percentages of alcoh_ol, 
with equipment and location of drinking plac~s, wtth 
drinking hours, etc. What is that but compulswn? Is 
it not compulsion to say to a man that he must not 
drink after midnight or in an unlicensed bar, or that the 
drinker must not drink a certain kind of intoxicant wl1ile 
some other kind may be permitted? 

Mr. Root is a great lawyer and an able statesman, but 
his assertions concerning prohibition and its enforcement 
indicate that his logic is influenced by prejudice. 

Discards the Mask 
Captain Stayton, national head of the Association 

Against the Prohibition Amendment, is quoted in the 
press as saying: 

The increased' activity of the coast guard in con
centrating its ships off rum row is futile and a waste 
of money. In the old revenue days the entire British 
navy was sent to these coasts to stop smuggling. 
The immediate result of this action was the making 
of real sailors out of the American smugglers. The 
vigilance of the coast guard will now make skilful 
seamen out of the rum smugglers. The so-called 
bottling-up of rum row is nothing less than a farce. 

This utterance reveals the true character and purpose 
of the organization which Captain Stayton represents. 
Here all pretense and sham are discarded and the head 
of this nullification crowd shamelessly sneers at the gov
ernment's efforts to defeat the enemies of his country 
who are attempting to override its laws. These boats fly 
foreign flags and here we have the spectacle of a citizen 
of the United States sneering at his government's efforts, 
declaring in the public press that his- government will not 
be able to suppress these alien enemies. 

This declaration ought to drive:: from his organization 
every loyal, patriotic citizen who is enrolled under its 
standard. There is more than booze itwolvctl in this. 
These men and women who have lined up with Captain 
Sta.yton arc no doubt actuated principally by a desire 
again to have the privilege of obtaining intoxicating liq
uor as easily as they did in the days of license. Will 
they go all the way -with him in sn('ering at their coun
try's efforts to suppress an enemy fleet stationed of£ our 
coast watching for an opportunity to trample under foot 
our Constitution and laws? 

No Proof Needed 
The Association Against the rrohibition /\ mcndment 

in a statement issued May 30 declared that this country 
loses $100,000,000 annually because American vacation
j,.,ts opposed to the prohibition law spend that much 
abroad. The statement estimated that 500,000 Ameri
cans would go out of the country for their \ acations 
this year and wonld spend about $200,000,000. 

'
1At least half of the tourists,'' it continued, "will ha\e 

heen influenced by the Volstead law in choosing their 
summer playgrot\nds. Therefore, charge $100,000,000 to 
be spent outside the country this year to prohibition." 

No explanation is made as to how conclusion was 
rrached that half of the tourists are going abroad for a 
drink. The Association Against the Prohibition Amend
ment merely guesses at it and then gives th~ guess to 
the press as an actual fact. If the Association Against 
the Prohibition Amendment had said that nine-tenths of 
1 hr estimated number of vacationists going to Europ'e 
"ere actttalcu by a de~ire to get a drinl. of booze, the 

t ·tement would receive the same amount of publicity sa . 
and would have been believed by JUSt as many people 
and would have carried just as much \veight. The fact 
is, folks who accept these wet arguments do not dct.lland 
proof; mere statement is enough, and that settles 1t. 

Wet Representatives of Dry Nation 
According to Geneva press dispatches of May 29, the 

American delegation gave a dinner to the League of Na
tions officials and its conferees in the arms traffic con
ference, at which high-priced \\ ines were served. One 
dispatch reads: 

The delegates from dry America at a dinner to 
be paid for by the American taxpayers who can not 
get a drink ,,·ithout the danger of going to jail, 
served to begin with an extra strength dry Mar
tini cocktail. These were followed by good old 
white Bordeaux. Before the glas:;es were emptied 
of this nectar old reel Burgundy was served. The 
next drinking course was a good j) quality French 
champagne, and to finish Napoleon brandy, char
treuse and Kirsh were served. In between these 
courses food was served. 
No wonder some European countrie; look upon pro

llibition in the United States as a joke. One way to im
press the governments of Europe that this country is in 
earnest about its prohibition policy is for its official 
representatives in those countries to obey the mandates 
of the Eighteenth Amendment, Vl·hich amendment they 
are morally if not legally bound to respect even Ot;l for
eign soil. 

Neither Have We 
According to the Philadelphia Public Ledger 11f 

May 28, Senator Edge of Nd.v Jersey fired a broadsid~ 
against "the reckless use of firearm.; by the ruri'l chas
ers," in a telegram to Secretary Mellon requesting im
mediate cessation of hostilities. Ha:; anyone ever heard 
of Senator Edge protesting against the activities of the 
rum-runners on the Atlantic coast who arc attemptinG 
to override the laws and Constitutio.:1 of this country? 

Former Brewery Company Prospers 
Under Prohibition 

Announcement comes from St. Louis that the All
heuser-Busch, Inc., a St. Louis brewing company, 
formed fifty years ago with a capitalization of $240,000, 
·will be reincorporated for $18,000,000 on J un~ 9 when tbc 
original Missouri charter expires. 

This announcement may perplex our friends over seas 
and . even some friends in this country who have been 
Jed to .believe .that prohibition pauperized the brewers of 
the United States. Others uninformed may think that 
they see in it proof that prohibition doesn't prohibit. 

The explanation is easy. . Prohibition merely took 
from the Anheuser-Busch Company the special privilege 
of making beverage intoxicating liquor. It did not de
stroy its vast holdings in real estate and other tangible 
r"ropcrty. Much of this real estate is in the form of 
choice business corners in many of the principal cities 
of the United States. Prohibition has really increased 
the value of these corners. The company has made 
good investments and the president, August Busch, says 
that the capitalization is on a parity with the actual worth 
of the properties. The company has also utilized its 
plant in the manufacture of various commodities. In 
addition to making a ncar beer it is making other soft 
<:rinks and fruit juices of various kinds. One part of the 
plant is devoted to the manufacture of glucose. Another 
department manufactures automobile and wagon bodies 
and the company operates an automobile paint shop. 

Prohibition has proved a blessing even to the brewer" 
'"' ho han had the good sense to seize the opportunities 
it has presented them, making money by manufacturing 
useful commodities in tl;eir plants. 

Fe""cr men than ever before arc boasting of "my boo~- ' 
legg~." This is a good ::.ign. ' 

vVhat's worrying the brewers is that here in the ' 
'Cnited States they own ne·ither the government nor tht! 
people. 

Write President Coolidge and commend him for his 
earnestness. and determination in enforcing the dry law. 

,·) 

Some of the vigor of the federal governmC'nt in the 
enforcement of the dry law 1s needed in some oi the ' 
btatc'!:) l:OUntic:, dllcl citiu. ". 
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OUR SENATORS RECORDS 
(Continued From Page 1) 

44." (This meant to strike out of the bill the provision requiring physicians to secure 
the sworn applications from patients as to their desire for liquor for medicinal use 
stating for what ailment.) ' 

The Journal continues: 
"Senator Price moved. to table the amendment, which motion to table vvas lost, 

by the following vote: 

Yeas-14 
Rled~oe 

Bowers 
Lewis 
Jvfoore of ITunt 
Moore of Cooke 

Price 
Reid 
Smith 
Strong 
Stuart 

Bailey 
Berkeley 
Davis 
Fairchild 
Floyd 

Nays-15 
Murphy 
Parr 
Real 

J >arnell \Vood Hardin of Erath 
Kaufman 

Russek 
Ward 
Wirtz 
\Vitt l'ollard \\r oodward Hardin of 

Holbrook 
Ab:;ent-Miller, "Triplett. 
The amendment , .. ·as then lost by the follovv·in.g vote: 

Yeas-14 Nays-lS 
Derkcley 
Bledsoe 
Davis 
Fairchild 
Hardin of Erath 
Hardin of Kaufman 
Holbrook 

Murphy 
Parr 
Real 
Rm:sek 
\\lard 
Wirtz 
\\"itt 

Bailey 
Bowers 
Floyd 
Lewis 
Moore of Hunt 
Moore of Cooke 
Parnell 
Pollard 

Price 
Reid 
Smith 
Strong 
Stuart 
Wood 
Woodward 

Ahsent-Miller, Triplett. 

The Senator's One Dry Vote 

Senator Stuart intruding a substitute to S. B. 106, providing for a dispensary sys
h m. In some respects it was probably a dryer bill than the original, but the pros 
<•bjected to it because it put the government into the liquor business, and is generally 
regarded; as a bad public policy. . 

Again quoting Senate Journal, pages 879, 880: "After discussion action recurred 
on the .amend.ment, substitute for the bill, and Senator Price moved to table the same, 
which motion to table was adopted, by the following vote: 

Berkeley 
Hledsoe 
Bowers 
Davis 
Floyd 
Holbrook 
l.ewis 
:Moore of Hunt 

Yeas-16 
Moore· of Cooke , 
Parnell 
Pollard 
Price 
Triplett 
Ward 
Wood 
Woodward 

Bailey 
Fairchild 
Hardin of 
Hardin of 
Miller 

Nays-10 
Murphy 
Real 

Erath 
Kaufman 

Russek 
Stuart 
Wirtz 

Absent-Reid, Smith, Witt. 
Pair Recorded-Senator Strong (present), who v.-ould vote yea; with Senator Parr 

(absent) who would vote nay. 
"Senator \Vood offered the following substitute for the bill." (This Wood's sub

:;;titute is too long to quote but was very defective from the standpoint of correcting 
the evils that had arisen under the prescription business and was rejected in toto in 
the House committee.) The vVood's substitute passed the Senate. \Ve quote again 
the language of the Senate Journal (page 897). "The Wood substitute bill as on 
~mendment and as amended, was adopted, by the following vote: 

Bailey 
Berkeley 
Bowers 
Hardin of 
Holbrook 
Miller 
Murphy 
Pa1T 
Real 

Yeas-17 Nays-13 
Davis Bledsoe Reid 
Fairchild Lewis Smith 
Floyd Moore of Hunt Strong 

Kaufman Russek Moore of Cooke Stuart 
Ward J?arnell Triplett 
Wirtz Pollard Vl ood\\'ard 
Witt Price 
Wood 

Absent~Hardin of Erath. 
"The bill as amended, was passed to engrossment.'' 
Our reader J inspecting the above ballots will see that our statement that "S. B. 

106 correcting evils arising from too freely writing and filling liquor prescriptions, 
Senator Holbrook voted with the wets four times and with the drys once," is absolutely 
correct as shown by Senate Journal. We find, however, that he was absent three 
times instead of twice. Of course we do not know how he would have voted then, and 
~o omit those ballots. 

Senator Holbrook Votes on the Anti-Jake Bill 
This was S. B. 235, offered by Senator Stuart, and proposed to make our state 

l);ohibition law read <lS prohibiting "all dis<tilled, malt, spirituous, vinous, fermented, 
or alcoholic liquors, and all alcoholic liquids or co111pounds _such as Jamaica ginger, 
Lyko, Force, Monticello Tonic or other alcoholic preparatlons by whatever name 
called containing more than one per cent by volume of alcohol and which are capable 
of being used for beverage purposes." The author of the bill, at the request of Jud~e 
Chas. A. Wilcox, attorney for the druggists of Texas, offered an amendment to h.ts 
own bill, providing that the black-face. type in the abov: be cut out. The reader ':111 
readily see that that was taking the heart out of the b1ll, for those who were selhng 
Jamaica ginger, Lyko, Force and Monticello Tonic could at once soak the labels off, 
and put other laqels on, and go right on selling them. :rherc was .~10 such da:1gers to 
t be druggists in the language objected to as they beheve there 1!' • . Ever smce the 
Dean Act was up for consideration the Anti-Saloon League ha,s had ~o mce~ J udgc 
,\.ilcox and the druggists in a fight O\ cr this very language. fhe· c.vtls can not he. 
correct<ld till this lan~uage becomes the law. Reader:. of Home :.~.nd State need to 

AND STATE rage ~tve 

remembe.r this fact when complaining about how druggists, grocers, and cold drink 
stands are selling the liquor substitutes. If they want -it stopped they must support 
the League in its fight with the organized druggists over this very language. aOfficers 
report that three-fourths of the drunks occurring in the interior of the state <~;re pro-
ducerl by drinking these very substitutes. · 

The fact that the author of the bill, who himself is a good prohibitionist, offered 
this.amendment, misled a number of our best pros, and their names will be found in 
this ballot along with those old time wets, Archie Parr, John H. Bailey, Gus Russek, 
Julius Real and others. 

Referring to the above amendment the SenateJournal (page 664) says: 
"The amendment was read, and Senator Bov .. ·crs moved to· table the same, which 

znotion ·to table was lost, by the following vote: 

Yeas-12 
Eerkcley 
Elcdsoe 
Bowers 
Floyd 
Lewis 

Moore of 
Parnell 
Pollard 
Russek 
Strong 

Cooke Bailey 
Nays-15 

Real 
Hardil;l of Erath 
Hardin of Kaufman 

Moore of Hunt Woochvard 

Holbrook 
Miller 
Murphy 
Parr 
Price 

Smith 
Stuart 
Triplett 
Ward 
Wirtz 
Wood 

Present, not voting-Fairchild. 
Absent-Davis, Reid, Witt. · 
_The amendment was then adopted. The vote was not a record vote, so we can 

not give it here. 
There was some discussion, in which the effect of this amendment dawned on 

some of 'the Senators. Senator \Voodward then moved to reconsider the motion, and 
made an able speech strongly aided by Senator Bowers. Again quoting the Senate 
Journal (page 664): "Which motion to reconsider was adopted, by the following vote': 

Y eas-14 Nays-12 
Berkdey 
Bowers 
Floyd 
Holbrook 
Lewis 
Moore of Hunt 
Moore of Cooke 

Parnell Bailey Real 
Pollard Hardin of Erath Reid 
Price Hardin of Kaufman Stuart 
Smith Miller \Vard 
Strong 
Triplett 
vVoodward 

Murphy 
Parr 

Wirtz · 
Wood 

Present, not voting-Bledsoe, Fairchild. 
Absent-Davis, Russek, Witt. 

The Senate again had before it the Stuart amendment, and Senator Woods offered 
a substitute adding to the language these words: "And which will produce intoxica
tion when taken in such quantities as may practically be drunk." The objection to 
this amendment is that it would req;tire the state in every trial to prove that the liquor 
substitute in question would make one drunk, even though court and jury knew well 
it would do so. The state would have to find witnesses who could testify that it 
would do so. Those best qualified so to testify wo11ld refuse to tcstifJ, or probably 
say that it would not 111ake one drunk. The defendant would put a lot of witnesses 
on the . stand who would vehemently claim that it would not make them drunk, even. 
though everybody knew that a lot of drunks were being produced by drinking it. The 
lawyers would quibble over the question as to when a man was drunk-and lay em
phasis on "reasonable doubt," etc. The amendment offered by Senator Wood would 
defeat convictions in a very large per cent of the trials, and largely neutralize the law. 
J;t is by such amendments that the adequate enforcement of our laws are defeated. 

On this question and on Senat'or Fairchild's amendment to reduce the penalty for 
violating the Dean act to a fine of $25, Senator Holbrook was recorded-"present
not voting." 

Space fails us t.o go into details further. \Ve stand by our previous statement that 
"His record is uniformly with · the wets ox1 any bill that affects the prohibiti<in ques
tion." 

Let the readers from other sections of the state note how their dry senators are to 
be found so often voting with Archie Parr and the wets. 

ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE STARTS CLEAN-UP IN SAN ANTONIO 
(From San Antonio Light) 

District Attorney C. M. Chambers' recent vice crusade and cleaa-up was accorded 
warm commendation Wednesday in a circular letter broadcast by the Rev. Atticus 
Webb, superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League of Texas, to all members of the 
League in the state. 

"I learn from the press and some friends that the district attorney of Bexar 
county is doing excellent work in enforcing the law and have already written him my 
sincere and enthusiastic appreciation. I wish that each of you would <.lo the same," 
said Mr. Webb in one passage of the letter. 

Had Condemned S. A. 
On a recent visit to San Antonio Mr. Webb was quoted in a local newspaper as 

condemning San Antonio as the worst city morally in the state, and his condemnation 
aroused indignation and resentment on the ground that it was unjust and unfounded. 

Mr. \\.ebb's letter solicits support for the district attorney in his law enforcement 
program. Parts of the letter read: · 

''T now ,,.-ant to urge that each of you render to the utmost your cooperation with 
the district attorney. It takes a good deal of cool-headed common sense, an unfalter
ing courage and frequent counsel with those in authority to render efficient help to 
officers. 

Urges Support 
"Remember that the criminal element '\\ill fight Mr. Chambers to the limit. At 

least let him know you appreciate his efforts and stand ready to assist him, and if he 
calls for help don't fail him. 

"Remember also .that the Anti-Saloon League is ~s eager to render COilStt-uctive 
counsel, assista.nce anrl encouragcme11t a:> to oi!-a criti'cism. There arc times whcu . 
~h i~ l1CCCi>t-ary." 

-
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WHAT THE CURRENT MAGAZINES ARE SAYING ABOUT 
PROHIBITION AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 

(Reviewed by Em rna L. Transeau) 

,(McNaught's Monthly, Feb., 1925 and 
May, 1925) 

~HE TRUTH ABOUT KANSAS 
A Scofflaw's Confession 
THE KANSAS MYTH 

By Avis D. Carlson 
If there were no people who wanted to 

(!rink, there would be no law, and no need 
of laws against manufacturing and selling 

of the high seas surrounding the Ameri
can coa~t. In the face of that treaty, .a 
British subject and, moreover, a man of 
distinguished title and high standing, un
dertakes to violate the American laws 
and collects a fund for that purpose. 
The question arises whether or not the 
permitting of this enterprise, in full light 
and without concealment, does not come 
close to being an unfriendly act of negli
gence on the part of the British govern
ment. 

The in1mediate occasion for the remarks 
is the announcement that our coast guard 
service seized large amounts of the liquor 
which "Sir Broderick" so blithely boasted 
a short time ago he would run to "rum 
row" and sell, and for which he quite 
openly solicited British investors to fur
nish the funds. Now he has cabled his 
investors his "deepest regrets," large 
amounts of his cargo have been seized and 
he is returning "as soon as possible." 

Some of the editors call .h~ hard 
names, such as, "unpr·incipled Baronet," 
a "fine flower of knighthood," • • • "fur
nishes additional proof that a so-called 
knight may make himself just as despica
ble as any habitue of the slums." But 
even worse is the intimation from the 
New York World that he · may have 
double-crossed his investors: 

, Suppose he decided to retire from busi
ness? Suppose, again, that being a man 
to whom the law is a mere scrap of paper, 
he cast about for a way to make his last 
argosy pay an extra large dividend-to 
himself, not to the stockholders. What 
more natmal than that he should dispatch 
the ship, sell the liquor, pocket the money, 
and then tell the stockholders that the 
United States authorities had seized 
30,000 bottles of Scotch? . • . The boot
legger tradition, or something that looks 
like it, casts its shadow over this case. 
And Sir Broderick, never forget, is a 
bootlegger. 
, The Washington Star cartoonist pic
tures Uncle Sam, policeman, confiscating 
the bottles and jugs, and the dumbfounded 
British investor exclaiming, "vVe jolly 
well expected him to take our product. 
but not ex~ctly that way." 

. liquor. We all know there are people 
;who want to poison themselves with also
hoi, just as there are people who want to 
commit suicide, and do. We know there 
are people who do what they want to do 
regardless of whether or not it is in ac
cordance with moral or civil law. Kan
sas no doubt has her share of these. 
though Irvin Cobb thinks she makes up 
in moral Himalayas what she lacks in 
natural scenery. A vis Carlson says there 
always has been drinking in Kansas and 
always will be. And all the scofflaw's 
"truth" about Kansas amounts to is that 
there are people there who drink, himself 
among them. On the real question as to 
their comparative numbers he has no evi
dence. As he associates with that class 
h~ naturally sees more of them than a 
non-drinker would. 

SOME FACTS ABOUT THAT DIABETES -lWORTAUTY 

Carlson says that Senator Capper owns 
newspapers and weeklies that go into 
three-fifths of the homes in the state and 
that he knows, better than any other poli
tician "how to keep his ear to the grass
roots." And a letter from Senator Cap
per, published on the last page of the 
same number (May) says the Scofflaw 
article is "a tissue of lies," that "nine
tenths of the people of Kansas believe in 
prohibition." This is corroborated by 
Carlson who says that although every 
village and country-side have their sots, 
every town its bootlegger, and most in
dividuals a few youthful sprees, his gen
eration "makes prohibition one of its pri
mary faiths." Only degenerates would 
want a law that really promoted drinking. 

There are other things to judge prohi
bition by than the places where knowing 
ones can find drinks. One traveller who 
investigated Kansas when it had state 
prohibition took into account the number 
of dolls he saw in the stores. How dared 
the proprietors lay in such stocks? Be
cause they sold. Kansas, that investi
gator found was a land of happy chil
dren. \Vould it have been, and would 
the voting strength of the state make no 
question of maintaining prohibition if un
der it the doll exhibit were chiefly in the 
pawn shops, where the fathers left them 
to get money for drinks? 

According to Carlson, the automobile, 
the radio, the phonograph, the movies and 
cheap reading matter are leveling down 
boundary lines. Kansas is becoming cos
mopolitan, like the rest of us. And they 
have had prohibition there so long that 
soon there will be no one who remem
bers ante-prohibition conditions. Let 
some old Kansan talk. 

(The Literary Digest, May, 1925) 

A BRITISH BOOZE BARON 
11BUSTED" 

Some of the newspaper comment gath
ered under this alliterative title sounds 
not a little like what has been called the 
screaming of the American eagle. At 
least, it is refreshing. This from ths 
Washington Star: 
. Great Britain has a treaty with the 
.United States which, in effect, recognizes 
the prohibition law of this country and 
p.tcnds ~e area of ~~ in t!le ~a.ter.§ 

Cora. Frances Stoddard 
. ! 

Once more the claim is made that pro
hibition is responsible for an increase in 
diabetes cases, on the assumption that 
drinkers now deprived of alcohol become 
"food drunkards" and try to appease their 
craving for alcohol by foods containing 
large amounts of sugar. No data arc 
given in support of the theory. 

One is moved to ask why former drink
ers should be compelled to resort to rich 
foods if "there is just as much drinking 
a sever," and if there "is no trouble in · 
getting all the liquor you want" under 
prohibition, as the wet protagonists claim. 

Dr. Haven Emerson, former health 
commissioner of New York City in a dis
cussion of th.is ·question a year ago said: 
"It has been claimed that prohibition has 
directly caused a rise in diabetes owing 
to increased sugar consumption, but 
there was a rise in the diabetic deaths be
fore prohib-ition." (Jour. Amer. Med. 
Assn., June 7, 1924.) Confirmation of 
this statement is found in both United 
States Registration Area mortality re
ports an din the statistics of the Metro
politan Life Insurance Company concern
ing their more than 15,000,000 industrial 
policy holders. 

In the United States between 1911 and 
the year 1915 when the diabetes death rate 
reached the highest point of the immediate 
pre-prohibition years, the diabetes mor- · 
tality increased by 2.6 per 100,000 (four 
years). In seven years, 1915-1922, the 
rate increased by only 0.9 per 100,000. 

In the Metropolitan experience, the rate 
increased 2.2 per 100,000 between 1912 
and 1916, four years, reaching in 1916 
the highest point of the immediate pre
prohibition period. Between 1916 and 
1922 (six years) the rate increased only 
1.3 per 100,000. 

In 1923 and 1924, there was a decrease 
in the rate in the Metropolitan experi
ence, possibly due to the increasing use 
of insulin during this period. 

If diabetes is to be reckoned in terms of 
prohibition, why should not mention be 
made of the fact that there was a de
crease in its mortality rates in 1918 and 
1919, during the period of war restrictions 
on liquor and the first six months of pro
hibition? The fact is, of course, that dur
ing this period there was also more care .. 
ful 9loic~ and us_c; 2f. f,oQd fo~ Waf LC:i-

sons; but it would be just as reasonable 
to attribute all the decrease to lessened 
use of alcoholic liquors as to attribute 
the rise of diabetes mortality again after 
the war entirely to prohibition. 

The truth about diabetes probably lies 
in other directions. Dr. Emerson, in the 
symposium mentioned, thought it was a 
matter of over-luxurious habit of life a 
combination of injudicious feeding w'ith 
inadequate exercise. A San Francisco 
physician, Dr. E. S. Kilgore, believed 
that a chart "showing the amount of au- ' 
tomobile distribution in the last decade 
would correspond closely with the geo
graphic distribution of diabetes," on the 
theory that "inadequate exercise" is a fac
tor. Dr. Elliott P. Joslin, a Boston spe
cialist on diabetes, pointed out that with 
the reduction of the death rate from in
fectious diseases, there ·is save a class of 
children and young adults who are candi
dates for diabetes; also that there has been 
a marked gain in longevity, and "with in- . 
creasing longevity diabetes is more corn,;, 
mon." Owing to certain changes in types 
of foods consumed, Dr. Joslin did "not 
believe we are getting much more sugar 
than formerly." 

Diabetes is receiving earnest attention 
from hygienists who seriously give due 
weight to all its factors. Slapstick state
ments that prohibition is responsible be
cause former drinkers use sugar to satisfy 
alcoholic craving are easy to make, but 
the wise reader will use his intelligence. 
It is not certain that there has been a 
permanent incerase in diabetes mortality 
since prohibition. What increase showed 
itself was smaller in proportion than that 
in preceding pre~prohibition years, and, to 
quote Dr. Emerson, "increase in deaths 
does not mean increase in the incidence 
of the disease." 

If prohibition has anything to 'do with 
diabetes, its most probable effect would 
run through raising the standard of living 
as a result of the money released from the 
old drink bill. This might result in some 
cases in injudicious choices in diet and 
less exercise. But so might an increase 
in wages or any one of half a dozen other 
circumstances which would give the in
dividual or the family more money to 
s~eud o_H fp_od ~d ~o.rme~ 

PLAN POUTICAL ACTIVITY 
Japanese Dry Convention Considers 

Proposals for Advance Reform 
Legislation by Djet 

,(By Mark R. Shaw, Special Correspond-
ent American Issue, Japan) 

, Over 200 official delegates registered 
.for the sixth annual national convention · 
of the Nihon Kokumin Kinshu Dome! ; 
(National Temperance League of Japan) " 
:which met in the Red Cross headquarters · 
at Niigata on Saturday and Sunday, April 
25 and 26. The larger enrollment this 
year was almost a surprise to the leaders 
.themselves, for it came, it is said, not so · 
much as a result of greater publicity from 
headqaurters but rather as an expression 
of a growing interest in the prohibition 
cause throughout the country. 

The temperance organizations in Japan 
enter upon a new era with the adoption 
of universal manhood suffrage which, it 
is expected, will be a material advantage 
to the already rapidly growing anti-alco
hol movement. vVhile in some countries 
prohihition or partial prohibition regula
.tions have been decreed by arbitra.,ry rul- . 
ers, as in the case of the prohibition of . 
:vodka in Russia at the beginning of the 
.war, or passed by more or less responsi
ble governments in advance of a general : 
popular demand, more often, especially . 
during recent years, the attitude of the 
people has been in adv:ance of the govern
ment on the matter. The action of the 
legislati:ve bodies, indeed, as in the case 
of the United States Congress and most of 
the individual state Legislatures, has come 
onl yin resopnose to the expressed de
sire and determined demand of a majority 
of the people themselves. 

The program of the convention listed 
over thirty propositions to be considered 
by the delegates, chief of which were the 
following: 

(1) The adoption of prohibition as a 
political issue. 

(2) The possible formation of a dry 
party and the election of dry members to 
the Diet under universal suffrage. 

(3) The election of dry candidates in 
local assemblies as a first step in political 
reform. 

( 4) l\Ieans. for the crystallization and 
more effective organization of the grow
ing temperanc~ and prohibition sentiment 
throughout the country.-

(5) Cooperation with and development 
of the student prohibition movement. 

(6) A more adequate program for 
scientific temperance education. 

(7) More effective enforcement of the 
juvenile prohibition law. 

(8) Proposals for advance legislation in 
the next session of the Diet. 

DRY PROGRESS IN FRANCE 
Things are stirring over in France ac

cording to Edmond Boucly of the Inde
pendent Order of Good Templars. He ·' 
writes to the vVorld League Against AI- . I 

coholism that at Saint Quentin there re
cently was held a big meeting to which 
the wets came to insult the dry workers. 
He feels that some progress has been 
made and that there is justifiable hope for 
bigger victories in the future. 

SMUGGLING BOARD PROPOSED 
AccJrding to a vVashington dispatch, 

creation of a permanent intelligence board 
in Washington to help combat smuggling · 
across the Mexican and Canadian borders 
and the American coast line,· has beeri ; 
proposed by immigration officials and ' ! 

probably wilJ be considered at the confer- ' 
~nee on smuggling to be held between 
the United States and Mexico May 15 a« ' 
i.l @o. I_~ 
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LEGAL NOTES 
Edited by Wayne B. Wheeler, General Counsel and Legislative Superintendent, 

and Edward B. Dunford. Assistant 

CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD GOV
ERNMENT OF SEIZED AUTO
MOBILES 

The Circuit Court of Appeals of the 

Sixth Circuit, in the case of Cagle v. 

United States, 3 Feci. (2), 746, was called 
upon to review the suffic!ency of an in
dictm:!t!t for conspiracy to defraud thl! 
;;ovcrnment of the title and possession 
cf an automobile which had been seized 
ry the marshal while being used in the 
t~anspot tation of intoxicating liquors. 
The indictment was in two counts, the 
~ccond count charging the felonious tak
~·,g and carrying away of the personal 
!'roperty of the United States, describing 
the automobile and the custody thereof. 

Two principal questions v.·ere sought to 
be raised by the defendants: First, 
whether after the automobile was seized 
for the alleged illegal transportation of 
liquors and before a judgment of for
feiture had been entered, there existed 
upon the Fart of the United Sta~es :such ' 
an intetest in the property as would sus
tain the charge contained in the indict
ment. It was also insisted that a very 
material factor in the case was whether 
the act of the officers in seizing the au
tomobile was lawful, it being contended 
that if the original seizure was unlawful, 
the government had no such right to pos
session of the machine as would justify 
the counts contained in the indictment. 
Upon the suffitiency of the character of 
the interest of the government in the car 
in question the Circuit Court of Appeals 
said: 

"Whether the automobile was obtained 
by a legal or an illegal seizure is imma
terial in this case. Possession at least 
had obtained by the United States through' 
its marshal's seizure. Even as against 
the owner or former possessor, the Untied 
States would have the right to have its 
claim thereto determined in a court, and 
not to be defrauded of this right by a 
forcible recapture or seizure. Clearly, 
th.~refore, a conspiracy to deprive it of 
such right and interest in the property is 

'"a conspiracy, within Criminal Code No. 
37 (Comp. St. No. 10201), to defraud the 
United States of some property interest. 
A positive allegation that the United 
States was in actual possession at the 
t:Ine of the consummation of the alleged 
conspiracy is unnecessary. It suffices to 
charge that at the time of the conspiracy 
the United States had an interest therein. 
The allegation of the possession of which. 
the United States was to be defrauded is 
sufficiently proven by evidence of posses
sion through the custody of a garage 
keep':r holding by dil'ection of the mar
shal." 

Upon the question of whether the evi
dence established the conspiracy the court 
declared: 

"One of the defendants, who had. 
pleaded guilty, testified that he had 1~1et 

the other defendants, who were talkmg 
about the automobile, and that defendant 
Cagle said he would give $100 i_f it was 
delivered to Blue Ridge, Ga.; tha-t later 
in the day the other codefendant told wit
ness he would give him $50 if he would 
h<'lp him get it out and take it down to 
Georgia; that h~· o dc.ys later they took 
the car, and were driving it to Blue Ridge, 
when they found a hriclge blockaded by 
prohibition officers; that they then turned 
ba!=k, and finally abandoned the car in 
front of the former custodian's garage. 

"Under ~Jis testimony, Cagle's connec
tiq.n with the alleged conspiracy was his 

tmretracted offer to pay $1 CO if the car 
was taken fl"om the custodian and driven 
to Blue Ridge. That offer was accepted, 
not in 'vords, it is true, but by the acts 
of the codefendants. Thereby not merely 
the actors, but Cagle, the offerer, pursu
ant to whose offer the others were acting 
in order to carry into execution the com
mon purpose, were clearly ~ngaged in -~ 

common enterprise. It is up necessary to 
detail further circumstances. These alone, 
if believed as they were by the jury, suf
ficed to establish the conspi_racy as 
charged." 

BILL TO IMPRESS LIEN UPON 
SALOON PREMISES SUSTAINED 
The Supreme Court of Illinois, in the 

case of Cronk et a1. v. Gieseke, 146 N. E., 
478, reversed the action of the Circuit 
Court of Cook county and of the first 
branch Appellate Court of the First Dis
trict of Illinois in dlsmissint; a bill to im- . 
press a lien upon premises formerly occu
pied as a saloon. The Dram-Shop Act of 
Illinois of 1874 grants to persons injured 
in their means· of support by reason of 
the furnishing of .intoxicating liquors a 
right of action to recover damages. 

The plaintiffs in this case who were the 
widow and minor children of William 
Cronk, deceased, brought a suit in 1913 
against one Ricker, alleging that Ricker 
had, on divers times, sold and given on 
his saloon premises intoxicating liquors to 
Cronk, which caused him to become 
habitually intoxicated, so that he squan
dered his money and failed and neglected 
to support the plaintiffs. The issue was 
submitted to a jury which returned a ver
dict of $5,000 damages in favor of the 
pl;Untiff. This judgment was never sat
isfied and the present action was brought 
against the owner of the saloon premises 
to impress a lien thereon to satisfy the 
judgment. The defendant demurred to 
the bill filed by the plaintiff and relied 
upon two principal points: 

First: That it was insufficient in law 
since the j'!ldgment which was entered in 
the civil case ran in the name of the 
plaintiff only and did not designate the 
minor children as beneficiaries therein. 
Second: That since more than seven years 
had elapsed since the cause of action 
arose, the plaintiffs were guilty of laches 
in not br1nging their bill ·sooner to im
press the lien upon the saloon property. 
The Supreme Court overruled both con
tentiotJS, hoiding that since the sta.tute 
gave to the wife and minor children the 
right to recover and the evidence sup
porting the judgment as to the wife, that 
tJ1is fact and the pleadings were sufficient 
to show that the judgment included the 
minor children as well as the widow. The 
court also held that under the statute, the 
plaintiffs could not bring their action to 
impress the lien against the saloon prem
ises until final judgment had been en
tered in the civil action brought against 
the saloonkeeper, and that since the civil 
action against him had been pending in 
the courts for more than seven years, the 
plaintiffs were not guilty of laches in not 
sooner filing their bill to impress the lien. 

NORWAY TAKES SMUGGLER 

According to a copyright special cable 
to the Chicago Daily 1\'ews carrying an 
Oslo, Norway, dispatch of May 26, the 
biggest haul of contraband liquor ever 
made near Norway was accomplished 
May 25 when a German runner was 
caught with 16,000 quarts aboard. 

BACK TO WET ENGLAND 

Baroness Says She Went Through Pro
hibition Well in New York but Glad 

to Get Home 

The New York Times quotes Baroness 
Bliss in an interview obtained as she was 
boarding the White Star liner Adriatic 
en route from Nassau, Bahama Islands, 
to her London home, as saying: 

"Bootlegging in Nassau is finished and 
the respectable people in Nassau are glad 
that the contraband business is coming 
to an end. I was informed that the boot
leg business was dying· out in Nassau be
cause those engaged in the traffic find it 
cheaper to ship direct acros3 the Atlantic 
to the rum row or to Havana." 

When asked what she thought of 
American prohibition the baroness re
plied: "I have gone through New York 
and prohibition well but will be glad to 
get back home." 

WORSE THAN WAR SAYS BUTLER 

Fighting Vice ·is More Strenuous Than 
War on Field of Battle Says Phila

delphia's Safety Director 

General Smedt<:y Butler, director of 
public safety of Philadelphia, is quoted as 
saying: "Cleaning up Philadelphia's vice 
is worse than any battle I was ever in. 

"I have never seen a war," he continued, 
"that was as wearing and continually an
noying as the fight against vice in this 
city has been. 

"In a battle you can dvd<le wl1at you 
ought to do. Your enemies are in front 
of you and you know about where they 
are. In fighting vice your enemies are 
everywhere and you never know where 
you are going to find them next." 

The tactics of those supporting vice 
will not cause General Butkr to change 
his campaign. He says that he will stick 
to it and fight the vice rings to a finish. 

CAPTURE SCHOONER 
The two-masted schooner vVilliam A. 

Morse was captured by two coast guard 
patrol boats May 30 fifteen miles off At
Ian tic City. Violating the navigation 
la\vs is charged. The Morse is the first 
vessel captured by the coast guard since 
the patrol >vas established on rum row. 
Her captain admitted that she at one time 
was a rum runner but said that he pur
chased her from the government for $600 
and that she had since been used solely 
for fishing. 

WETS NOW CRY "ECONOMY" 

Philadelphia Newspaper Says Wets 
Seize President's Economy Pro

gram as Booze Argument 

According to the Philadelphia Public 
Ledger's \Vashingtoq correspond(.nt, the 
economy program of President Coolidge 
at:d the national aspiration for lower fed
eral taxes are to be t:sed next winter by 
the \Vets to raise the issue of modifica
tion. The charge that the effective en
forcement of the sort now directed against 
rum row and the border smugglers would 
cost $100,000,000 next year, !cads the wets 
to hope anew for a test vote. The wets . 
propose to blame taxes on prohibition 
says the Public Ledger correspondent, 
just as in the past the Volstead act has 
been blamed for short skirts, indecent 
plays, the ·smallpox scare and bad golf 
scores. The new device is calculated to 
be just about as effective. The wets are 
conducting their campaign through the 
Association Against the Prohibition 
Amendment of which Captain Stayton is 
the head. Stayton in launching his at
tack against what he termed 'the raid' . 

. f !, upon the United States treasury 111 a u-
tile effort to enforce the Volstead act,''( 
questions the sincerity of the administra-'r. 
tion program. 

"It is absolutely impossible to believe t 
that the rum blockade is successful," Cap-

. tain Stayton declared, "when 01~e takes 
into consideration the miles of coast line 
and the small number of boats in oper
ation against the rum row." 

SCORE OF YEARS IN WORK 

Celebrates Anniversary of Joining the 
Catholic Temperance Organization, 

Cercle La Cordaire 

In N ev; England is an organization 
called Cercle La Cordaire. It is a Ca th
olic temperance organization working 
among the French. Rev. Father ]. Jac
quemet, Falls River, Massachusetts, is 
the founder of the organization and the 
editor of the publication which is issued 
in its behalf. · 

Joseph Conrad Corrivau -at Bradford, 
Maine, recently celebrated his. twentieth 
anniversary of joining the order and a 
banquet was held in recognition of this 
eYent. Governor Brewster was one of the 
speakers and lauded the work of Mr. Cor
rivau. Father Jacquemet was one of the 
guests of honor. 

PLEBISCITE ON PROIJIBITION IN NORWAY IN 1926 
. Norwegian Prohibition of Brandy to be Put to Supreme Test in 

According to Announcement of Prime Minister; Drys Hopeful of 
Retaining Law; Enforcement Conditions Improving 

1926 

(David . Ostlund, Special Correspondent, American Issue) 

Oslo, Norway, May 13. attained. The whisky smuggling has 
The Norwegian Daily Dagbladet in been fought so valiantly, that even the 

anti-prohibition papers Aftenposten and 
Oslo has asked the .prime minister how Tidens Togn in the capital have declared 
the Norwegian government now stands time and again, that now the bigger smug
to the question of a plebiscite about the glers have been driven out of the busi-
prohibition law. The prime minister ness and that only smaller ones remain. 
states that the government will, in 1926, The scandal of selling whisky on doctors' 
lay before the Parliament a proposal con- prescriptions for beverage purposes has 
cerning such a plebiscite to be held dur- heen fought so effectively by the govern
ing the year, the definite time to be set- ment that for many months now only 
tled later. one-eighth as much of such liquors have 

The continuous fight against prohibition 
. ·has led to this plan. Since the present 

government came into off-ice (in July, 
1924) a strong and stea<.ly effort has been 
made by the government to enforce pro
~ition, and very good results have been 

been sold by the drug stores as before. 
This good enforcement gives splendid 

hopes to the drys of Norway that they 
will be ahle to keep l)rohibition after the 
coming plebiscite and even make it 
stronger · than it is now. 
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THE GOVERNOR'S PARDON RECORD AND THE BIBLE 
A strange situation arises when considering pardons from the viewpoint of Chri.;;

tians. Dr. Dienst at Temple, my good Methodist friend, calls it "divine." Numerous 

writers have assumed that the Bible teachings sup.port the governor's pardon record. 

Some have de~10unced Dr. Knickerbocker, saying that were it not for the pardoning 

record of heaven he would have no chance to enter the pearly gates. But does the 

Bible sustain such a view? 
Ministers of the Gospel arc supposed to know the Bible as few others do. It is 

their life study. Some of them may agree with those attempting to defend the gov

ernor, but the vast majority arc vigorously opposing sm.:h a policy. Are these min

isters hypocrites? Or numbskulls? From the best we can discern the vast majority 

of those most closely atta~hed to the church agree with the pastors in this view. The 

fact that the church conferences and vonventions are passing vigorous resolutions of 
protest indicate that our survey of the church opinion is accurate. Those who defend 
the governor's pardon record from Bible teachings do not seem to be church leaders 
at all. .Many of them are not even church members. It must be remembered that as 
usual there are exceptions to these statements. 

These facts raise serious questions. Are those most loosely attached to the church, 
and those who do not belong at all, most truly representing the Bible teachings? Do 
those least disposed to labor in His vineyard best know the mind of Christ? Are the 
ministry and those who devote most of their means and their life to carrying forward 
the work of the Kingdom of our Lord the ones who least understand the Master? 
Or. are they. all hypocrites? If the Bible teaches that the defenders of the governor's 
pardon record claim it teaches, we are forced to conclude that goodness and ·wisdom 
must be mainly sought without the pales of the church, a rather violent assumption. 

A distinction usually overlooked is vital to an understanding of this question. This 
is the distinction between a personal pardon and an official pardon. \Vhen I am per
sonally wronged. not only have I a right to pardon the one who wronged me, but the 
Bible enjoins me to do so (Matt. 6:15)-How often? "Till seven times seven?" No, 
"Until seventy times seven" (Matt. 18 :22). This means that just so long as one who 
offends us_ comes asking forgivene:,s vYe must forgive, no matter how many times, even 
though it be 70 limes 7, or 490 times. 

Now, no one can seriously contend from this Scripture that our government would 
be justified in pardonintt one criminal 490 times. Governments could not stand if such 
a policy of pardoning was adopted. Y ct we are not left to choose whether or not we 
shall thus adopt a pardon policy for those who have personlaly wronged us. Christ 
says it must be done. We wonder if our "Christian Governor" has obeyed Christ's 
injunction to forgive her personal enemies "seventy times seven"? 

Those whom she has pardoned have never wronged her. They have wronged 
society. ·when one has wrong~d me only, I am supreme in my right to forgive that 
wrong, for th';! rights of no o,ne else are involved. God demands of me to grant the 
pardon when I have the supreme right in my power. But, when others have been 
wronged, no supreme right rests with me. 

As governor the Constitution grants Mrs. Ferguson the ·right to grant pardons, but 
upon the supposition that she will, in doing so, violate no right belonging to anyone 
else. She was elected not to be governor of criminals alone, but to be governor of 
every man, woman and child in Texas. All over Texas arc to be found women made 
\viclows, children made orphans, and men in their graves made so by murderers who 
are now in the penitentiary. These all have rights involved in this question of pardons, 
even to men now in their graves who died at the hand of the assassin, but died with 
a faith that his government would avenge the wrong. \!\Then Mrs. Ferguson pardons a 
murderer, and she has pardoned many, she does violence to the right of every ·widow 
and every orphan made so by these murderers. The widow felt like driving the dagger 
to the heart of the murderer of her husband. The orphan felt like doing the same. 
Justice demanded it (see Gen. 9 :6). The state stepped in saying, "I am responsible for 
keeping order in society. I will mete out justice in this case. Stay the dagger's 

' thrust, that chaos may not be ours." The widow and the orphan bows to the author
ity of the state. Then comes the governor and grants a pardon. Every rigl t of the 
aggrieved is violated and the very foundations of orderly government ars undermined. 
Though our Constitution grants the legal right, our governor has no moral r:ight thus 
to violate the rights of those citizens who respect law and trust the government for 
justice and protection. No prisoner can claim a right to a pardon on such terms. To 
forgive a personal wrong is dh inc.. To pardon one guilty of a crime against another is 
not divine, but devilish. 

It wi11 be well for the public to distinguish the difference between a personal par
don ~ud an official pardon. It would be well for our governor to give more attenti<;>n 
toward obeying the Lord's commatHl., to grant personal forgiveness "seventy times 
seven". to her personal enemies. over which she has supreme right, and less attention to 
pardoning those who have do~1c her no wrong, but whose wrong against society is 
grievou" in the extreme. She has no right to pardon them. The same is true of all 
those county officials and others who have never been wronged by the criminals, but 
who arc so freely signing petitions for a pardon \vhere no right belongs to them to do 
so, and who by doing so are outraging the rights of others. 

If you want to know what God wants you to do in the case read Deut. 19:13: 
''Thine eye shall not pity him, but thou shalt put away the guilt of the innocent blood 
from Israel, that it may go ·well with thee." Read further, Numbers 35:30, 31, 33: 
"\Vhoso killeth any person, the mnrdcrer shall be put to death by the mouth of wit
nesses: but one witness shall not testify against any person to caus~ him to die. 
Moreover, ,ye shall take no satisfaction for the life of a murderer, which is guilty of 
death; but he shall be surely put to de<tth .... So ye shall not pollute the land 
wherein ye are; for blood it defilcth the land: and the land it can not be cleansed of 
the blood that is shed therein, but by the blood of him that shed it." 

But did not Christ do a·way with such horrihle teachings and introduce a code of 
mercy? It was Christ, afterwards made manifest in the flesh. who gave these orders 
of the Old Testament to Moses. \~Vhcn he came to earth He did not contradict Him
self.. Those who think He did are simply confused and can not clearly distinguished 
J>etwcen personal pardons and official pardons. ~ 

God Himself d .. istinguished . between a per<;onal pardon and an official pardon in 
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dealing ,,·ith us. If \VC sit , genuinely repent and belieYe on the merits of the atoni~c 
blood of His Son, He grants us a personal pardon, and restores us to a plat't in the 
realm of grace, but thi:; doec.; not carry with it a release from all the consequences of 
our sins in violating His !a ws. \Yhen David sinned against Uriah, God forgave him, 
but David had to pay in full the penalty for his deed. \Vhen we 'iolate God's law, He 
may forgive, but He does not release us from the consequences. "Be not deceived; . 
God is not mocked; for whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he also reap." These are 
the words of Paul, the best itrterpreter of Christ. 

There can be no question but that a thorough unde.rstanding of the Bible reveals 
that we should brgive our personal enemies, even that we may forgive the criminal, · 
but that he should be kept in prison till he pays the penalty for his deeds. 

I agree with Dr. Knickerbocker that there is no Scripture that justifies a pardon 
unless evidence of the convict's innocence is strong enough to justify it. Some may 
contend that, if the penalty is too severe. the condemned becomes innocent when suffi
cient punishment has been tpet. But does not this transfer to the governor the func
tions of judge and jury? Should we not preserve inviolate the seaparatc departments 
of government? But, in case of those pardoned by our present governor seldom do 
these conditions enter. 

GENERAL ANDREWS TO ENFORCE DRY LAWS 
President Coolidge has appointed General Lincoln C. Andrews, retired, who, as 

assistant secretary of the treasury, will have four jobs; namely, to enforce the custom 
laws, to direct the activities of the coast guard, to enforce the anti-narcotic laws, and 
to enforce the prohibition laws. Really the four are very closely connected. 

General Andrews held a very important conference at El Paso while we were 
there on a trip to .that section of the state. He met those high-up in Mexican govern
ment affairs in a conference over matters relating to smuggling goods, liquor, narcotics 
and aliens across the Mexican border, and other matters of concern to both republic:.; 
as they become common problems along our border. The authorities in Mexico are 
manifesting every desire to deal in an honorable way, and are making heroic efforts 
to suppress vice along the border. 

V\T e are sorry to learn that much of the trouble is produced by American bootleg
hers and their allies, thirsty business men who trample the Constitution of their coun
try underfoot in honor of John Barleycorn. 

General Andrews on Drinking Liquor 
\Vhile at· El Paso General Andrews and his party were recipients of many social 

courtesies. At a dinner at the Toltec Club he spoke his mind on liquor drinking. As 
reported by the press referring to his job of enforcing the dry laws, he said: "No 
man ever undertook any task more seriously. I have had many proffered prayers 
from churches and church organizations. Bootlegging, a business in defiance of law. 
is making a rotten, vile fabric. It seriou~ly menaces our social and commercial fabric. 
I am appalled at the far-reaching corruption. It is not the little fellow we are after 
so much, but the fellow with so much brains and so little respect for his country that 
he can corrupt the government for paltry gain. He is the man I hope the country 
gets its hands on." 

vVe understand ·that privately, in response to a remark, fie said that he neither 
drinks privately or publicly. Such a man will maintain respect for the prohihition 
laws. No man who personally uses the bootlegger's booze can maintain respect for 
an ylaw. Reports are continually current that officers, even district judges, are known 
to be drunk. Yet some who claim to be pros howl that it is no longer an issue, and 
the Texas State Senate cut the Ranger force to pieces. No wonder that objections 
are made by "boozocrats" to the Ranger force when they have the courage to arrest 
and jail a district judge. But those d::tys are gone till a new governor and a new 
senate are elected. 

Bootleggers and Former Saloon Men Disturb 
International Relations on Mexican Border 

Speaking before the Pastors' Association of Er Paso, General Andrews reveal~d 
the disturbing element in our internatio1tal relations.- He told of a clean-up in Mexico 
on the border in 'vhich an American federal officer was arrested. They found 400 
American girls leading lives of prostitution and 90 American men who openly wore 
badges on their breasts telling that their business was rustling business for these girls. 
We wh::> heard his full story hung our heads in shame. 

Prohibition has run out of the United States a vicious criminal element, former 
saloonkeepers, and saloon loafers, who are now international bootleggers. Mexico is 
in the hands of a president \Vith high ideals and with the courage of his convictions. 
He is attempting a clean-up. His inspector in chief of immigration at Juarez, Senor 
Perez, was educated in a ~lethocli.:;t mission school in :rvtexico, Palmore Institute. \Vas 
not President Calles himself educated in a mission school? He (Perez) has never 
gotten away from his training there. As inspector of immigratio.n he guards the inter
national bridge, and inspects the passports. He is so handling this matter that boot
leggers, gamblers and prostitutes and their customers find it hard to .get by. American 
saloonkecpers, American gatnbling houses and American prostitutes finding their busi
ness suffering, have staged just such agitation and protest as we know from long expe
rience that they are capable of staging. The cry is "it hurts business.". Such a fight 
that this Mexican inspector of immigration, Senor· Perez, is putting up is worthy of a 
hero of Verdun. They threatened his official life. He jumped ou the train and \vent 
to Mexico City to sec President Calles. Evidently the President tolct' him to stick to -· 
his guns. They then threatened his life. ·With no better results. The mohs howled. 
The pastors of El Paso gave him their moral backing. His enemies took the fight to 
the international conference. Judging from the reply that General Andrews made 
to the pastors of El Paso, they evidently had a cool reception before that conference. 
General Andrews shows a splendid understanding of the Mexican character and the 
international situation, and i;5 in full sympathy with Mexico's efforts to clean up the 
border. \Vhen successful it will solve many of our problems. 
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