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SPECIAL NOTICE! 
It is impossible to cover all candidates for all offices in this issue of 

Home and State. More information will be given in the July issue. 
We do not wish to do anyone an injustice. If, in this issue, anything 

occurs that in any way does not do full justice to any candidate's record 
on the dry question we will appreciate it if he or some friend will call our 
attention to the fact, and, as far as space allows, we will correct it. 

Unlike other papers, we have no pets, no one "to put over," regardl.ess 
of the truth. We are simply fighting for the right and have no motive for 
doing anyone an injustice. 

CANDIDATES FOR STATE SENATE 
There is no more important election than that to our State Legisla

tluc. Texas is largely getting just such enforcement of our state dry laws 
as these legislators have made possible by the kind. of laws they h~ve 
o·iverr us. If our 'RepresentatiYes and Senators had g1ven more attention 
~ the passage of effective laws and less time abusing the Anti-Saloon 
I ,eagu~ for giving their records to the .:voters our laws would be much 
better enforced today. Vve have not yet received information from all the 
fifteen senatorial districts where elections are to be· held this year, but note 
the following: 

DISTRICT NO. 2 

In this district lV1iss Margie Neal, of Carthage_, and Gary B. Sanford, 
of Garrison, are candidates. On the legishtion for strengthening our dry 
laws and for the repec.d of the two wet bills, the search and seizure la'v and 
the law excluding e\·iden~e against bootleggers we do not know their posi
tion. Those in that district \\·ho are oppos8-d to the bootleggers should 
endeavor to learn bow they stand on these matters if they have not done so 
already. 

DISTRICT NO. 6 

Hov Hardin, \\·ho has been Senator from this district, has cast prac
tically ~very yote against the interest o£ prohibition and law enforcemenL 
\\' c t~nderstand that Ju lian Greer, formerly a Representative from Bender~ 
~on county, is thinking of making the race. He is entirely "·orthy of the 
confidence and support of all in that district who arc oppo·scd to the boot
leggers. 

DISTRICT NO. 9 
\\·. S. :Moore, Senator from district No. 9, including Cooke, Grayso~1 

and Fannin counties, 'vill not he a candidate for re-election. But H. 1\1. 
Ccnvell. of vVhitesboro,. and 1\'lr. Eel \Vestb.rook, of Sherman, are in the 
race. Both of these men have been in the Senate before and their records 
·\\'ere satisfactory to the prohibitionists. 

DISTRICT NO. 19 
The present Senator from this district is A. J. \Virtz, whose record has 

been -wholly unsatisfactory to the drys. vVe understand th~t Judge J. T. 
Ellis, formerly of Lockhart, hut now of Martindale, is planmng to run and 
that his record is wholly satisfactory to the drys. 

DISTRICT NO. 27 
This district has for years been represented by one of the 1vorst foes 

prohibition has ever had in Texas - Archie Parr. . 
:\h. Artemus R. Roberts, of Corpus Christi, is a cand1date and v,·orthy 

of the confidence and support of all who oppose the bootleggers. :l'vlr. Ro_b
crts is one of the leading insurance men of America, organized the Amlc
ahle Life of \Vaco and built the skyscraper by that name. He is a lifelong 
prohibitionist and a very strong fighter for our cat~se. . 

X ote.-Fm-ther information on these races \Vlll be gn·en in the next 
i;;sue. 

CANDIDATES FOR GOVERNOR 
LYNCH DAVIDSON 

:l\Ir. Davidson has a record favorable to prohibition in the local option 
fights that have been held in a number of the southeastern counties and 
at Houston the friends of our c2.nse give a fnost fayora.ble report on ·his 
prohibition activities and report themseh·es satisfied ·with the same. 

As Lieutenant Go-vernor and pre~iding officer over the Senate his_ap-

pointments of committees relating to the liquor traffic tended to hinder 
legislation favorable to the liquor question. Archie Parr was .cha_irman of 
one of th.ese committees. Prohibition has not a worse enemy 111 Texas 
than Archie Parr. In his retiring speech from the office of Lieutenant 
Governor Mr. Davidson delivered an address which seemed to us to ridicule 
Governor Neff's efforts at law enforcement. 

In a private letter, during the campaign of 1924, Mr. Davidson .. wrote 
the superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League that he is a total abstainer 
and did not use liquor before prohibition nor has he since. 

In his opening address for the present campaig~1 for Governor Mr. 
Davidson makes a very strong statement for prohibition and law enforce
ment. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAN MOODY 

Attorney General Dan Moody is in the race for Governor, and, while 
his opening speech and his other public uterances haYe been silent on the 
prohibition question, he had formerly repeatedly said from the platform 
that he is for prohibition all the way down the line. He has rendered very 
special and splendid services in the enforcement of the prohibition la ·ws ag 
district attorney and all who know him believe him to be a thoroughgoing 
and sincere prohibitionist. Some ten years ago, when the present supeTin
tendent of the Anti-Saloon League ·was conducting a county fight in \Nil
liamson county for local option, Dan 1\1oody, then a young lawyer just 
beginning, 'vas by his side from start to finish of the campaign and none 
rendered more whole-hearted co-operation in the campaign than did 1\!Ir. 
1\1oody. 

As attorney general he has rendered sen·ice· in the enforcement of all 
laws and those who know him best report that he is one of the cleanest, 
straightest and most courageous men who have offered for public service 
in Texas in a generation. \Ve believe that Generall\loody is one w-ho ·will 
unfalteringly and fearlessly enforce the law as it is written against alL ~ 
classes-weak and strong, rich and poor-with favoritism to none. 

\Vhat Dan lYioody's position may be toward the law, as stated in dc
bil under the statement concerniP.g Lynch DaYiclson, '\Ye do not know. H~ 
has said nothing in puhlic that has come to us and we know nothing of ·what 
his stand "·ould be on these questions. Personally we are very fond of l\Ir. 
l\!Ioody. 

· REV. 0. F. ZIIVIMERMAN 

Rev. 0. F. Zimmerman, of Naples, Texas, commonly kno,\·n as "Tith
ina Evano·elist Zim," is a candidate for Go,·ernor and its reported to ha-ve ;:, b 

delivered his opening speech to 3,000 citizens at Naples, Saturday, 1\,[ay 15. 
l\1r. Zimmerman is a prohibitionist, a minister of the gospel in good 

standing in the l\Iethodist Church, South. His platform on law enforce
ment is such that we need say no more on thi~ questiou. 

This platform indicates tha.t he means business when h~ says .he \Yill 
enforce the law. \Ve have not seen a finer platform front any man on law 
enforcement than his. 

LOOK TO YOUR LEGISLATORS 
If our state prohibition laws are to be enforced there is much legisla

tion that needs to be repealed and much more that needs to be enacted. 
The abominable search. and seizure law and the law excluding evidence 
against bootleggers, put over by the wets at our last session of the Legis
lature and signed by our Governor, has practically paralyzed the enforce
ment of our state prohibition laws. These two bills must be repealed. Fake 
liquor prescriptions continue to be a scandal and the country is flooded 
with liquor substitutes, with no law to apply to their ca:-:e. These and 
much oth~r legislation will be needed. · 

But such legislation cannot be passed unless you send RepresentatiYes 
to your Legislature friendly to the cause of prohibition. Do you know the 
record of your present legislator from your county or district? If you do 
not you can get a full report on him by writing to the Anti-Saloon League 
at Dallas. 

Do )·on know " ·ho are the candidates this year? Ho\Y each of them 
stand? The office at Dallas cannot keep track of all the candidates offering 
for the Legislature throughout the~bte. It has information c::pon oome, 

(Continued on Page 3) 
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eferendum '' '' N Bat le Cry Nullificationist w 0 

WETS SHOW SUDDEN INTEREST IN DIRECT VOTE 
ment. The referendum must be limited 
in its application to the rights under the 
Constitution of the subdivision of govern
D1ent in which the vote is held." ABANDON HOPE OF FAVORABLE ACT BY CONGRESS 

Want State Referendums 

Lifelong Opponents of Direct Vote of People on Liquor Question Now 
I' 

· Demand Fake Vote 9n Question of Obeying the Constitution; 

But the demand for a referendum goes 
merrily on.· Newspapers are giving wide 
publicity to this newest battle cry of the 
nullificationists. Word comes from San 
Francisco that the wets '\Vill bring on a 
Yote in that city. In Illinois a He.arst news
paper has pu-t ~ut the petitions to secure 
the hecessary signers to submit the ques
tiqn of nullification to the voters of that 
state. George Brennan, Democratic can
didate for United States senate in Illinois, 
has appropriated this referendum idea as 
his own, linked it up with his candidacy 
and hopes thereby to win his battle for a 
seat in the Senate .. It is interesting to 
note, however, that the down-state Demo
crats in Illinois are shying at the Brennan
nullification-referendum combination. The 
'vet Chicago Tribune quotes down-state 
county chairman as saying they fear that 
if they get behind Mr. Brennan on this 
proposition they will be defeated in their 
fight for county offices. The proposed 
Illinois referendum is especially mislead
ing in that it calls for "resubmission of 
the Eighteenth Amendment." The editor 
of the Hearst newspaper must know that 
the Eighteenth Amendment cannot be re
submitted. \Vl1y not honestly word the 
petition and call for the submission of a 
repeal resoiution? 

Would Be Meaningless and Expensive 

RESOLVES ITSELF INTO OLD STATE'S RIGHTS ARGUMENTS 

First Asked for National Referendum, But, Seeing Hopelessness of Such 
Movement, Urge Action by States; Follow New York Plan; 

Looks Like Last-Ditch Fight for the Wets 

~Ve demand a referendum" is the new 

battle cry of the wets. \Vith prohibition's 

many blessings, both moral and economic, 

·becoming more and more apparent, with 

the government's announced determina

tion to bring about stricter enforcement 

cf the law, those who are leading the fight 

to overthrow the prohibition policy have 

suddenly shown an interest in the peo
ple's right of self-government, an interest 
which they never revealed in the old 
license days. 

Kever before in the history of the fight 
against the liquor traffic in the United 
States have l"'et leailers been known to 
demand that the people be given the right 
to determine the fate of the liquor traffic. 

Less than twenty years ago local op
tion was the big issue in this country. It 
was a struggle of the people for the mere 
right of the people themselves to deter
mine whether the liquor traffic should 
continue to exist withi.n the ward, within 
the city, township, county or state. Many 
'\\'ill recall how, during the contests, the 
leaders of the now outlawed traffic boy
cotted business firms, intimidated indi
viduals by threat of securing their dis
charge from employment and resorted to 
other despicable means to prevent the 
signing of petitions calling for these local 
option contests. But by a regular and 
orderly process of !a w the people gradu
ally and persistently gained ground 
against the traffic, carrying wards, cities, 
townships,. counties, states, until finally 
the Eighteenth Amendment was 'nitten 
into tll'.'! Constitution, putting the whole 
nation dry. This ·was a movement of the 
people and by the people. 

It sounds strange, then, 'l"or wet ne\YS
papers, which are sounding this new battle 
cry of the wets, "\Ve demand a referen
dum," to say, as many of them are say
ing, that the drys are opposed to letting 
the people express themselYes on a ques
tion pertaining to prohibition, \vhen the 
fact is it has always been the drys, and 
not the wets, who have insisted upon let
ting the peop:e rule in the question of 
prohibition. 

Wets' Right to Bring Back Traffic by 
Legal Procedure. 

The drys willingly coqcede to these 
leaders of the outlawed liquor traffic the 
right to bring back the traffic by the same 
orderly and legal process that outlawed it 
ii they can do so. The drys are not op
posing the referendum called by the wets 
because of any fear of the result nor be
cause of objection to letting the people 
ruie. but because the referendum as pro
po:-ed by tt1e w.ets applies to questions not 
honestly stated and the result of which 
wo~Jlc.l 110t be binding. The drys bppose 
the referendum as submitted by the \Yet's 
because it invoh·es or implies the right 

of a community or state to determine 
''hether the Constitution of the United 
States shall be obt>yed. 

There is no law granting the people the 
privilege to determine by ballot whether 
the Constitution of the United States and 
federal law shall be obeyed. Such ballot, 
therefore, would not be taken by legal 
and orderly process. The result would be 
absolutely of no account. If, for instance, 
New York votes at the referendum next 
fall in favor of modification .of the Vol
stead law, what then? The federal' gov-. 
ernment will still continue to enforce the 
law in New York state. It will readily be 
seen that such a vote is a useless ex
penditure of time and money and utterly 
meaningless. That is '''hy the drys op
pose the wets' latest move to bring about 
the overthrow of the prohibition policy. 

In the language of General Superintend
ent :McBride: "The drys will meet the 
wets on any referendum that would 
clearly and fairly and decisively solve the 
question of enforcement and obserYance 

·of the prohibition law. But the ques~ion 
must not involve the right of a majority 
in any section to violate and nullify the 
Constitution of the United States. The 
question must not promise something that 
cannot be delivered under the Constitu
tioon and lalvs of the nation. The refer
endum must be such that its result would 
be legally binding and have a decisive ef
fect for or against the maintenance and 
enforcement of the Eighteenth Amend-

Two hundred business men in Cleve
l~md are also reported to have formed an 
organization v.rith the idea of submitting 
a referendum in that city. 

That New York Referendum 
New York seems to have set the fash

ion for referendums when the Republican 
Legislature enacted the necessary legi<>la
tion providing for the holding of a refer
endum on the question of modifying the 
Volstead law and the measure was signed 
by the Democratic Governor, Al Smith. 
A number of wet newspapers lay great 
stress on the fact that this measure, as 
passed by the 1\ ew York Legislature, was 
drawn by Elihu Root, and, therefore, it 
must be sound in principle. They seem 
to forget that Mr. Root has always been 

DR. THOMPSON TAKES GAVEL---SPEAKS FOR .DRY POLICY 
Dr. W. 0. Thompson, Elected Moderator of 138th General Assembly of 

the Presbyterian Church of the U. S., Reads as His First Official 
Statement Declaration of Approval of 18th Amendment 

Immediately upon receh·ing the gavel after ha,·ing been e~ected Moderator of the 
138th General Assembly of the Presbyterian Chmch of the Cnited States of America, 
Dr. \Villiam 0. Thompson, former president of Ohio State University, read the fol
lowing statement: 

As the ne,Yly elected 1foderator or presiding oflicer of the General As
sembly which is the highest court of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States of America, one of my first official acts is to proclaim to the ·world my 
sympathy with and approval of the Eighteenth Amendment to our Federal 
Constitution and the Volstead law for its enforcement. 

Based upon nnme·rous of11cial deliverances of the denomination extending 
over several years and a recent survey of representative opinion, I believe that 
our Presbyterian Church is overwhelmingly in favor of prohibition. 

\Vith. a membership in every state in the Union and f1fteen foreign countries 
aggregating approximately l millioi1 communicants and a constituency sev
eral times that great, the Presbyterian Church believes that the policy of na~ 
tioi1al prohibition is socially wise, economically profitable and scripturally sound. 

Like a long line of my eminent predecessors in this office, I pledge anew 
my unqualified and unhesitating loyalty to the Constitution and the flag of our 
country, to respect for and observance of her laws, .and invite all Presbyterians 
at home anc.l abroad to unite "ith me in this patriotic purpose. 
The"Assembly rose to its feet and lifted the roof ":ith its cheers. It is significant 

that the above statement was the new Moderator's only official announcement on 
taking the ganl. 

an opponent of prohibition, and, in the II" 
opinion of many, lowered his dignity in 
going before the supreme court in an ef-
fort to prove the Volstead law unconsti
tutional. He failed in that and he has 
also been reversed by the supreme court 
in other legal opinions, which would indi-· 
cate that even Elihu Root is not infallible. 
This ·leads to the observation that all this 
hue and cry for a referendum comes from 
the enemies of prohibition, men and 
women who have opposed the dry policy 
from the start. 

. No Universal Demand 
There is no universal demand for a vote 

on the question of whether the states of 
the Union shall observe the Constitution 
of the United States and federal law. The 
demand seems greater in volume merely 
because wet newspapers have had so 
much to say about it. The many columns 
that have been printed are pretty good in
dication' that those high-priced publicity 
men of whom the Association Against the 
Prohibition Amendment boasts, are earn
ing their salaries. 

Senate O pposed 

A poll taken by the Washington corre
spondent of the wet Chicago Tribune 
shows how the United States Senate 
stands on the question of a national ref
erendum such as is proposed by a few 
wet leaders in the Senate. According to 
this poll but sixteen of seventy United 
States Senators interviewed favored a 
referendum. These sixteen, for the most 
part, came from wet eastern states. They 
include the old wet guard-Ed,vards and 
Edge, \Vadsworth, Bruce, Broussard of 
Louisiana and Reed of Missouri. Some 
of these Senators go so far as to demand 
a national referendum. 

As pointed out by the Clumbus Dis
patch, this idea is preposterous and lu
dicrous. The United States government 
has no election machinery. As the Dis
patch says: 

"The government has not a polling. 
booth, a ballot box, an election judge or 
inspector. Our elections of President 
and Vice President, Senators and Repre
sentatives, are all conducted with state 
machinery. · 

"It was a second thought on facts such 
as these that led Congressman John Philip 
Hill, of Maryland, in introdu-eing a refer
endum resolution on Tuesday to draw it 
so that it was merely a 'request' to the 
President to 'invite' state authorities to 

submit to the voters the question. For 
Congress to assume that it has the right 
to require anything of the kind would be 
an assumption of federal control ,,·holly 
unwarranted and sure to arouse deep re
sentment as soon as it became generally 
understood.'' 

As has been repeatedly pointed out, the 
wets will have their refere-ndum on this 
question of law enforcement in the com
ing November elections, when a new Con
gress shall be elected. Any change in the 
Volstead law must come throu~h Con
gress. There is no short cut to modifica
tion, so let the wets cease this silly talk 
about a referendum. 

DR. CRANE NOT IIvTPRESSED 
The Rev. Frank Crane is not impressed 

by the straw vote this spring, which 
showed a wet preponderance. \Yhile a 
million or two votes ·were cast, whether 
honestly or not, at least thirty times tJ.at 
number were not heard from. "The op
position of law-breakers to the law has 
never yet defeated that Ja:w when jt is 
supported by the moral sentiment of the 
people," says Dr. Crane. 



HOME 

LOOK TO YOUR LEGISLATORS 
(Continued from Page 1) 

but upon some it has not. \Vrite the office for such information as you 
'\\:ant and make diligent inquiry as to the character of candidates offering 
locally in your county. 

Let us warn the reader not to accept a candidate's statement that he 
is a prohibitionist. Practically every one will say this when talking to one 
friendly to the cause. A very small per cent of those who go to Austin as 
Representatives will claim to be wet while running for office. But a large 
per cent will vote \vet when they get to Austin. 

One good standard by which to judge what you·r candidate will.do if 
. elected to the Legislature is to find his stand with regard to Ferguson and 
· Fergusonism. If he favors the Fergusons he will. likely favor booze, no 
matter hmv vehemently he denies this while running for offite. If he favo1·s 
the Fergusons vote for somebody else. 

If he is against the Anti-Salq_on League, no matter how good a prohibi
tionist he claims to be, trust him not. At the critical mome t he will find 
som · excuse to vote with the \Yets. 

CANDIDATES FOR CONGRESS 
Of the eighteen members of Congress from Texas, all but one, the Re

publican member, Mr. \Vurtzba<,:h, by supporting those bills it1tended to 
enforce more effectively the provisions of the Eighteenth Amendment, ha\~e 
conscientiously respected their oath of office and deserve the · support of all 
friends of this policy of our government. 

The fact that the wets have maintainted a continuous assault of oppo
sition to them and propaganda against the Volstead ·a.ct ,makes it the duty 
,of .us all to stand the stronger behind these Congressmen as they come up 
fdr re-election. 

Some of them will have no opponents. Some will J1ave opponents who 
are dripping wet and running on a beer and wine platform. Some may 
ha\'e opponents who are dry and who would deserve the support of the 
friends of our dry policy if they \vere not running against those who have 
been tested and stood true to our cause. In all these cases we believe the 
present members of Congress should be returned, except Mr. \Vurtzbach) 
who ha·s continuously opposed the effective enforcement of our dry laws. 

]f \Ye want ot~r memb~rs of Congress ' t~ maintain loyalty tp our Con
stitution vYe must pro...-e true to those who stood to their guns under fire. 
I£ we do not, how can \Ye expect them to stay with us? The liquor bunch 
have turned their heaviest guns upon Congress and so long as they con
tinue to do so vve should answer back by keeping our Congressmen in office 
inst as long as they faithfully represent the people. Appointments on 
~ommittees are here made upon the length of time a member has been in 
Congress. The south has been more disposed to keep her men in Congress 
consecutively for years than has the north and it has given the south a 
much greater influence in shaping the policies· and destiny of our country in 

. proportion to numbers than has the north. It is a good policy to follo\Y. 
By all means \Ye must sho\\· our appreciation f01; those who haYe. stood true 
under fire. 

PROHIBITION SHOULD BE IN CHARGE OF ITS FRIENDS 
Our readers will remember . that when Lincoln C. Andrews was appointed chief 

officer in the enforcement of the--prohibition laws there ·were many questions as to why 
he was appointed. He had not been noted for his support of this law. In fact the 
writer has heard him confess to' having patronized bootleggers up to immediately be-
fore llis appointment. " 

At that time there ·were many rumors in vVashington, D. C., to the effect that the 
plan of the administration was to give General Andrews one year's 'time for a great 
stage play at the enforcement of the prohibition laws, and at the end of that time make 
a sun ey of what he had accomplished, and report to the President that he had failed, 
and that the failure >vas because the law was too drastic, and recommend to the Presi
dent a modification of the Volstead act. 

As a result of these rumors the Anti-Saloon League leaders announced that the 
succe_s or failure of General Andrews would have nothing to do with the wisdom of 
the Volstead act, nor v.rould it be accepted, in case of failure, as an indicat~n that the 
Volstead act should be amended. Of course, as usual, this statement called down criti
cism of wet politicians and wet newspapers. 

The Anti-Saloon League has backed up General Andrews to the limit and has 
accepted his profession of his intentions to enforce the law at 100 per cent of its face 
value. and is contiuing to do so. 

Now comes a story from vVashington by Joseph S. vVasney, United Press staff 
correspondent, telling us that when Congress is over General Andrews wi11 make a 
swing around {he nation to see what the effect of his plans have been, and ·we quote 
this writer as ·follows: 

"After making his personal observations on prohibition 'the dry czar will decide 
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whether he will continue the fight to make America arid or admit defeat and recom-\ 
mend modification of the law so as to legalize beer and light wines." 1 

vVc do not know whether the ·writer is writing this statement with the authority
1 

of General Andrews or not, but we will sav this: If he makes the swing around and 
returns and makes such admission of defe;t, or recommends the modification of the1 

law, we shall take it as prima fa<Oie evidence that that is what he was appointed to do.' 
in the beginning, and tlte Coolidge administration will have to bear the brunt of <."riti·: · 
cism that will be called down upon any such tactics as that. Prohibition has beea' 
made a football of the wets, and of the \Yet nev,.spapers and of the wet politicians unti~. 
the honest citizen is getting tired. · 

' Another Glimpse of the "Good Old Days When Liquor Was Free'' 
.. :rhcre is much propaganda these day.s to the effect that if all restrictive and pro-; 

h1b1tory laws concerning liquor \vere removed, and liquor was "as free as water," then~ 
\vould be less drinking and debauchery. The claim is made that this would take the 
"profit ont o£ liquor," and thus bring in the millenium, and some good people fall fo11 
such stuff. They will be enlightened, ho·wever, to read the follov••ing from a letter front! 
John Adams·, ex-Presidei1t of the United States, in 1811, written to his friend BenjamixJ 
Rush, one of the signers of the. Declaration of Independence, and the father of 'th~ 
American prohibition monment1 Dr. Rush was a distinguished physician of Philadel ... ' 
phia. VVe quote as follows: ) 

"Fifty-three years ago I was fired with a zeal, amounting to enthusiasm, agains9 
ardent spirits, the multiplicatio~1 of taverns, retailers and clramshops, and tippling houses.

1 
Grieyed to the heart to see the nuPlber of idlers, thieves, sots and consumptive patients! 
made for the physician in those infamous seminaries, I applied to the court 'of sessions,! 
procured a committee of inspection and inquiry, reduced the number of licensed houses~ 
etc." Here are hvo early American prohibitionists. In this day we honor these fathers; 
of our American Republic, but in their day they had to face the same thing that pro..: 
hibition workers today face-criticism, villi fica tion and misrepresentation. Read furthetj 
from President Adam's letter to Dr; Rush: . \ 

"But I only acquired the reputation of a hypocrite and an ambitious demagogue' 
by it. The number of licensed houses was soon reinstated; drams, grog and sotting:

1 

were not diminished, and remain to this day as deplorable as ever." So regulations did~ 
not regulate, even in that clay, and ''moral suasion" so much lauded by the wets today~ 
was just as futile in that day as now. Read further from the letter: 1 

'·You may. as w~ll prea~l: to the Indian~ .a~ainst rll'm as to our ?eopl~. Little i 
Turtle (an Ind1an ch1ef) petttwncd me to prohtblt rum to be sold to h1s nat10n for a.! 

very gooa reason; because he said: "I have lost 3,000 of my Indian children in my
1 

nation ·n one year by it." Sermons, moral discourses, philosophical cli~sertations, medi~ 
ical advice are all lost upon this subject. Nothi'ng, but making the commodity scarce' 
and dear, will have any effect; and your Republican friend, and, I han almost said 
mine. Jefferson, would not permit rum or whisky to be taxed." 1 

President Adams wanted to make liquor scarce·. He thought it could be done bv 
taxing. The government later on took up that method and put tax after tax, highe-r: 
and higher, but these taxes proved a protection to large liquor concerns who made cn'n 
more intensive drives to secure patrons for their liquors,. and produce conditions V\'Orse 
than ever. High taxes, or any other taxes, as a means for making liquor scarce, han! 
proyed a failure .. 

This quotation has been furnished by 1fr_. Ben F. Loyd of Shreyeport, La., ancl he 
gives as reference for this the complete ,,·orks of President John Adams, published in . 
1853, by Little, Brown and Company, of Boston, Mass., vol. 9, p. 637. 

Prohibition in· Louisiana Two Hundred Years Ago 
• i 

Our friends. guardian angels of bootleggers ('wet politicians), arc exercising them~ 
selns very much over how badly prohibition is debauthing our youth and bringing ia ~ 
an increased laxness of morals. It may be interesting to them to read of conditions in. ' 
Louisiana nearly two hundred years ago and the drastic action taken to suppress the 
saloons. · 

\Vhile Marquis D. Vauddreul was colonial governor of Louisiana he "observed 
that drinking and debauchery among the whitrs was being carried to excess, and thiev
ery and looseness of living rampant among negr9es." He "decreed that all persons,' 
whatever their social conditions, were positively prohibited from distributing any in
toxicating liquors and from allowing it to be used at their respective houses, or ewa 
carried about in large or small measure.'' / 

This was pretty drastic prohibition, taking in enn the hip-pocket flask, a'nd also 
forbidding "the poor man's castle" from being used for a place of storing liquors. 
Nothing in the Volstead act today is more drastic than that. He restricted the num
ber of saloc:>ns to six "licensed taverns," and they could sell only to travelers, sick 
people and seafaring men. Soldiers, negroes and Indians were not to be served under 
any circumstances. 

But look at the penalty. For vioiation of the above decree the penalty was a fine, 
the pillory or the galley for life, besides confiscation of their property. \Ye are sure 
that such a suggestion today •rould give "our guardian an1tls of bootleggers" a shiver-

1 
ing spell of jim-jams. ! 

The follo·wing item of history in connection with this would doubtless cause heart 
failure to the "guardian angels of the bootleggers": The license was granted to these 
licensed taverns on the payment of 300 liveries-ZOO of this was to be paid into the 
church treasury, 100 to be spent for 'the support of the poor of the town. Think of it. 
and the tavern was required to close at 9:00 p. m., and to remain closed all day ou 
Sunday, or other holidays and at any hour of divine worship. 

\.Yhat about "personal liberty" in those days? The above item of history will ta1·e 
all the wind out of the wails of politicians to the effect that the Anti-Saloon League 
is robbing them of all "personal liberties" formerly enjoyed by free-born Americans. 

The above historical facts are furnished us by 1Ir. Ben F. Loyd of Sherenport, 
La., and he gives as his authority the recent "History of Louisiana" by Henry E. 
Chambers, and refers to vol. 1, p. 237. 
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Drys Urged to Wire or Write Senators 
and Representatives 

There arc now pending on the Senate calendar fiye 
important measures, all of which ha,·e passed the House 
and v·;hich if passed by the Senate will be of tremendous 
aid in perfecting dry law enforcement. These bills arc: 

The reorganization bill ·which pro,·ides a bureau of 
prohibition a'nd a bureau of customs within the Treas
ury DerJartment. It was favorably reported by the 
Senate finance committee May 20 and is now pending 
on the Senate calendar. 

A bill to amenu and strengthen the national prohibi
tion act, the Goff bill. This bill prm ides for increased 
penalties for violation of the prohibition law. It was 
rcpe5rted favorably by the Senate Judiciary Committee 
May 17. 

Civil Service for prohibition agents, reported to the 
Senate April 13. 

A bill to readjust the commission personnel of the 
coast guard. This bill has been reported to the Senate 
committee. 

A bill to proYi<ic for the. construction of ten vessels 
for the coast guai<.l, also reported by the Senate commit
tee and now pending on the Senate calendar. 

E,·ery frienu of dry law enforcement should immedi
ately wire or write his Senators urging them to vote for 
those measures pending on the Senate calendar. There 
is no time to be lost. The only hope of the wets is to 
delay action in the l10pe that the Senate will adjourn 
with~ut having a chance to vote on these n'i.casures. Re
member they have all passed the House and that favor
able action by the Senate is all that is needed to send 
them up for the sign~!'.ure of the President. 

There are also pending in the House two important 
bills which desen·e immediate action. One is a bill to 
increase the penalties for violation of the national pro
hibition act, known as th c Stalker bill. ] t is pending 
before the House judiciary Committee. The other is a 
House bill to deport convicted alien bootleggers. 

\\'rite or v,·ire your Congressmen urging favo·rable 
action on these measures. 

Also urge your Senators and Congressmen to oppose 
all amendments " ·hich ma:r be offered by the \\·ets to 

' crippie dry law enforcemcn t and \Vcaken the Volstead 
act. 

Wets' Referendum Plea Shows Weakness 
of Their Position 

The versatility anu resourcefulness of the wets con
tinues to command attention if not admiration. 

A summary of their ,·aried attacks on the dry policy 
since the Eighteenth Amendment was ratified reveals a 
pertinacity that in any worthy cause would be most com
mendable, and at the same time indicates tliat they are 
fighting now in practicall' the lac:t trench. 

The first great concerted move to restore the outlawed 
traffic "·as an attack made in the courts. The constitu
tionality of the amendment and or the Volstead law wa~ 
attacked from every conceivable angle. Attorneys of in
ternational reputation were employed to plead the cause 
of boo;>;e before the Supreme Court ·of the 'C"nited States, 
perhaps the most notable of these Elihu Root. who is 
credited with having drawn up the referendum measure 
which comes before the people. of X ew York state next 
November. These ~ttacks in the court failed utterly. 
The amendment and the Yol:;tead law were sustained 
it• every particular. 

Then came the cry for modification or repeal of! the 
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Volstead act. To attain this result required only a bare 
majority vote in both branches of Congress. All such 
attempts fajled and each succeeding Congress became 
drier. 

j Then came the demand for a national referendum on 
the question of modifying the Volstead law. This was 
quickly abandoned, no doubt through fear that a nation
''~:ide vote would reveal an overwhelming dry sentiment 
and also because of realization of the fact that there is 
no provision made in our scheme of government for a 
national referendum. The so-called state referendums 
were substituted for the proposed nation-wide vote and 
it is here the wet cohorts stand today, in the old state's 
rights argument trench. 

As Senator Borah pointed out in his Baltimore ad
dress, this state's rights argument was sc'ttled over sixty 
years ago. It is not likely that the people will consent 
to revi,-e it for the purpo'se of restoring the liquo~ traffic. 
It is perhaps the least promising of any move· they i1ave 
yet made to bring back the liquor traffic of the United 
States. 

It is sigriificant that during these snen years of con
stant effort to restore the traffic not once have the wet 
leaders attempted the first step tm:vard repealing the 
Eighteenth Amendment. It is significant because. it, 
clearly indicates that the wet leaders realize that the 
majority of the people are in favor of the dry policy. As 
one of their leading figures in the United States Senate 
a few clays ago admitted, it is impvssib!e because to do 
so would first require a two-thirds ,·ote of both brat~ches 
of Congress. 

The position in which th~ "ets find themselns at this 
time, pinning their hope to the state referendum mo,~e
ment, shows that they are much farther from victory 
than they were a few years ago. It shows that they are 
steadily losing. 

\Vhy Not a Referendum on Other Issues? 
Some of the wet newspapers argue that a referendum 

on the question of whether the people will obey the pro
hibition law shouT be taken because it is a question of 
uninrsal public interest. If this is a valid reason for 
imposing a tremendous a·ncl "unnecessary expense upon 
the people in holding a referendum that "·ould determine 
nothing, what is to prevent calling a referendum on the 
question of farm relief, and numerous other issues that 
are in the pnblic mind? \Vhy make exception in favor 
of the brewer and distiller and saloonkeeper in an effort 
to restore their business, the business that brought only 
misery and poverty and disgrace to the people? 

Committee Rejects Wet Bills and Referendum 
The prohibition Senate committee for more than two 

weeks patiently listened to the wets' harangue about the 
faihire of prohibition and the injustice of the Volstead 
law, heard their arguments in support of their wet bills 
and their plea for a national referendum, and then rec
ommended to the Senate that consideration of all these 
wet bills be indefinitely postpoued and also rejected the -
proposal for a national referendum. 

of prohibition in the days of license, succeeded in con
vincing 'the people of this country that prohibition is. a 
failure. Gn the contrary, they succeeded in convincing 
the people that the old-time wets are suffering from 
thirst and that prohibition is enforced entirely too well 
to suit them. 

The v,·ets succeeded in making a big noise which at
tracted lots of attention, but aside from that they get 
nothing out of this present Congress. 

Wet Hysteria 
The wets. are certainly suffering from a bad case of 

brainstorm, or as one Congressman put it, hysteria. 
First came the newspaper straw vote which amounted 
to nothing more than a mere roll-call of the wets but 
which \Yas unreliable even for that purpose because it 
was impossible to prevent one 'vet from responding 
many times to this roll-call. This newspaper straw vote 
really pro\·e"d disastrous to the nnllificationists because 
it showed how few the wets are in number. 

Following tll.e straw vote came the hearings before 
the Senate Judiciary Committee. This was evet more 
disastrous to the wet cause than the newspapers straw 
\ ote. The people were gi,·en the spectacle of opponent~ 
of the prohibition policy coming before the committee 
boasting of law violations and offering these Yiolations 
as a reason for repeal of the prohibition law. They 
demonstrated to the people that it. is the same old gang 
who fought prohibition that are now fighting for its re
peal. The committee listened patiently and did not re
port a single one of the many bills proposed by the wets 
for the modification or repeal of the Volstead act. On 
the other hand, the committee did recommend for pas
sage the administration measure designed to strengthen 
prohibition enforcement. 

Then in desperation the nullificationists precipitated 
their nation-wide demand for a referendum on the ques
tion of obeying the Eighteenth Amendment. Hefercn
clums no doubt will be held in a number of states. 
vVhether the drys will refuse to participate in these fake 
contests remains to be seen. However, it is generally 
admitted even by the wets that at best such a 'otc is 
merely advisory and in no sense binding. The wet Chi
cago Tribune took a J}Oll of the Senate on the question 
of a national referendum, with the result that of the 70 
Senators interviewed but 16 could be found who fa,·ored 
such referendum. 

Then came the order from President Coolidge empow
ering the federal government to employ local municipal, 
county and state enforcement officers at a nominal fee to 
assist in the enforcement of federal Ia\\'. This thre\\- the 
\Yet camp into a veritable frenzy. 

And still the hysteria grows. The latest move ema
nates from the House where Congressman Tinkham de
mands an itwestigation of the Anti-Saloon League's so
called \Yashington lobby. He professes to be worried 
about the "miliions'' of dollars the Anti-Saloon League 
has spent in the securing of prohibition legislation. He 
wants an inHstigat:on and wants it right away. 

Brainstorm posse~ses the wet camp. 

Edge' Makes Admission 
Senator Edge. ardent ad\·ocate of modification o[ the 

\'alstead law to pe;·mit manufacture and sale of beer and 
wine, admitted in discussion with Senator Glass on the 
floor of the SenatS! ).Jay 27 that he v,·as doubtful if any 
light wine could be legislated into the Volstead law. but 

The committee's ·action occasioned no surprise among 
those who followed the hearings before the committee 
when the wet bills were given consideration. The wets 
attempted to proye prohibition a failure .. producing wit
nesses who told of violations of the law. They suc
ceeded in emphasizing the lawless cha·racter of the liq
uor business., 

They proved to the satisfaction of the committee and 
to all who arc familiar with their te::.timony, that the 
wet bills are designed primarily to supply intoxicating 
beverages to the thirsty. Senator Edge in commenting 
upon the action of the committee said tLat he resented 
that part of the committee's report which said that the 
wets arc seeking to authorize the' manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating be,-eragcs. If this is not their purpose, 
what is it, for Senator Edge and hi? friends can now 
easily secure. anywhere, all the non-intoxicating bev
erages they desire? 

r added that he \\as in.clined to ~he opinion that a light 
beer of perhaps 2.75 per cent alcoholic content \\ ould 
stand the test of the courts. The fact is. those who are 
clamoring for the modification of the Volstead law do 
not want ''non-intoxicating beverages in fact'' but a be,·
crage with a kick. which being interpreted, means a bev
erage that will intoxicate. They ha,·e "non-intoxicating 
beverages in fact" now, manufactured and sold without 
let or hindrance. 

This same X ew ] ersey Senator also said that in spite 
of the ach·crse report the wets had accomplished more 
th.an they dared hope for, that they had ''effectively 
drawn the attention of the country to the complete fail
ure of prohibition and the necessity for practical re
Yision of existing discriminatory and unjustified laws." 
This is probably only another way of saying that they 
secured a lot of free publicity, just as they secured a lot 
of publicity in their newspaper straw ,·ote. But the 
Senator is badly mistaken if he thinks that the \Vets' 
·witnesses, many of "hom were well-known opponents 

Keep in mind that all this agitation by the w~t camp 
has for its goal not only the legalizing of intoxicants but 
the reopening of saloons. 

Strange that any sane person will argue that the· 
manufacture, sale and consumption of booze is morally 
or mentally beneficial to any man, conimunity, state, or 
nation. 

-:-\icholas ;._r urray Butler says the Anti-Saloon League 
is a ·haPclicap to a candidate for otlice. Bu~:er \dl ~peak 
fr0:n "ersonal experience if he assays into the fidu of 
politics. 
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IN THE GOOD OLD DAYS 
Much is being said by the \Vets about how prohibition is producing more drunk

enness. To the young who never knew what it was when we had the open saloons, 
such statements sometimes are accepted as facts. Even we older ones are inclined to 
forget the conditions that prevailed twenty or twenty-five years ago. Recently a friend 
handed us a copy of an address delivered to a temperance organization in Massachu
setts in 1827-99 years ago. The · speaker tells of conditions then prevailing in the fol
lowing language . . He was speaking of the poor who under prohibition have bank ac
counts now. But what then? Read! 

•·If they can find money for nothing els~ they can find it for the liquid fire that 
destroys them. He vvho is -so destitute that he can neither clothe nor feed his ragged 
and famishing children, is rarely so reduced that he cannot pay for the guilty indul
gences of the dramshop. 'I have seen.' says one of my precedecessors in this duty
'J have seen ardent spirits, more than once, form, with a scanty allo\vance of bread and 
meat, the only meal of an almost perishing family. I haYe seen a mother and her 
children, hovering in the depth of winter OYer a few dying embers, halfnaked and half 
stan·ecl, bread and water the only nourishment of the children, bread and rum of the 
parents. I have seen a little child, squalid and filthy, pinched \Yith cold and want, cov
ered, but not protected from the incTemency of winter, by a few tattered garments, her 
bare feet on the irozen earth, stealing a long with a broken pitcher, . to bring her parents 
the liquor which "as to serve for the morning's repast-\Vhilst \vithin their comfort
less dwelling, gladdened by no b1azing hearth, they "c.re '"'·aiting in bed, with a drunk
ard's lor:ging, for that v·;hich \1\'as to them better than food, clothing, or fire." 

Speaking of the custom of drink then almost universal he said: 
"The victims of intemperance are wasting around us in frightful numbers. ~either 

~ex, nor age. nor rank, nor talent, is unsubdued by the subtle destroyer. }dan falls 
a\\·ay from his glorious destiny, and woman is degraded from her angel station; the 
young bow their faces in the b~auty of their promise, the mature are arreste·d in the 
pride of their usefulness. and the white locks of the old seck the tomb in disgrace; the 
rich are OYercome in their splendid mansion;;, the poor in their dreary hovels; the arm 
of labor is paralyzed, the light of learning is extinguished; genius is struck down in his 
eagle career, and the holy functions of piety are defiled in the dust." 

He adds: "Births, marriages, and burials, arc all hallowed by strong drink." Com
pare those conditions with those of today whe11 about 95 out of every 100 do not t~uch 
liquor. Then give wet propaganda the "horse laugh" when they talk of the temperance 
habits that were "when liquor flowed free as water." 

SLANDERING YOUTH 
The ,,·ets, in order to make out a case against prohibition, have been slandering 

the youth of our day, by extravagant statements concerning their drunken orgies. In
\.Cstigations re\·eal the utter recklessness of their charges. The following statement 

·\\·as recently sent to the Anti-Saloon League by Dr. Geo. W. Rightmire, president of 
the Ohio State University, a school of 10,000 students. 

''Your letter conceming our experiences at this university with alcoholism since 
prohibition has be-en read very attenti\ ely. Last \\inter we were required to under
take an inYestigation into the use of liquor among students, and the unanimous testi
mony of those w·ho knew most about student life was that the situation is better than 
it has ever been known to be here, and in fact the situation in that respect here at the 
present time is thought to be highly creditable to the good sense and self-restraint of 
the student body. The group of students, such as fraternities, for some years have had 
regulations ·against the use of liquor by · their members and only a few occasions have 
ari;;en within recent years when the~e restrictions ha,·e been called into action. Of 
course there are occasional cases of student drinking and po:-:session of liquor by stu
dents, but the the whole tendency of the stude.nt body is in th e opposite directr'on. 

"It would he impossible here, so the evidence indicated, to connect student drink
ing with prohibition; many things have been said which indicate that the students rebel 
against the prohibition restriction, but there is no evidence to that effect here, and 
cl~a!ly drinking among students has vastly decreased in recent years. 

''The abo,·e is based on quite a volume of te:;timony which we took during our 
investigation. and their testimony I regard as much superiot· to the statements made in 
numerous magazine articles and periodical issues of yarious publicatiot,s." 

DUTY OF PROHIBITIONISTS 
(Christian Science Monitor) 

Referring to the attacks of the wets on prohibition enforcement, the Christian 
Science .Monitor, in a recent eclitorial _says: 

"It is the duty of those '"ho believe in prohibition as a profoundly serviceable 
moral and econon11ic force to meet this attack in kind. Its foes are well organized and 
la, ishly subsidize-d. Stronges t of the organi zed bodies by which pr-ohibition was ef
fected and by " ·hich it can now be defended is the Anti-Saloon League, which deserves 
to the 'fullest degree the support. both moral and financial, of Americans having social 
"elfare at heart. But individual activity, as well as organized resistance, is necessary. 
If those •vho believ-e in a sober America \Yould but v-oice their opinions as forcefully 
and as steadily as do those who are stri\ ing to break ··down the barrier of the Eight
eenth Amendment, the tru e opinion of the nation would be more accurately represented. 

(From ),fanufacturer's Record) 

"To a large extent the r eligious and m oral influence of the country, while thor
oughly in favor of our prohibi~i on Ia\\ "· haYe been inactive, trusting that the govern
ment would en force the laws and belie,·ing they could never be repealed or modified. 

''On the other hand. the liquor interests of the world are concentrating to the ut
most extent possible upo n having the~ e laws r epealed or modified. The fight has now 
reached a point \Yhere it behooves every man and woman in the country who realiz es 
the benefit of_our prohibition hws and " ·ho a ppreciates the danger of the -violation of 
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these laws to become an active and ·aggre,c:sive fighter on behalf of the maintenance of 
prohibition and rigid enforcemen.t of the law. 

"\iVhile the liquor interests of the country, with their vast propaganda and their 
~mmense outlay of money, are at ·work, and with the cooperation of the liquor interestf 
d the entire world, the belieyers in prohibition have not met the fight in an aggressive 
way. To a large extent they permitted 'themselYes to be on the defensive merely b: 
inactivity. They must now take 'the offensive." 

--------~--------

WETS ~lAD BECAUSE THEIR PROPAGANDA NOT BELIEVED 
After all the flood of propaganda from the wets that was poured in on the com

mittee on judiciary of the United States Senate and the demand for a national referen
dum on the Eighteenth Amendment, on June 2, this cominittee almost unanimously
Senator Ree·d, vvet, of Missouri, alone disapproving--rejected the proposition on the 
grounds that no,provision is made in the Federal Constitution for such a referendam 
and "that it was not the intention of the framers of the Constitution that a national 
referendum would ever be attempted." 

They also refused to report favorably the/proposal of Senator Bruce, of Mary
land, for a modification of the Eighteenth Amendment, so as to return control of the 
liquor question to the states, and in their report said, referring to the Eighteenth 
Amendment: "We believe the amendment 'to be morally right and economically 
\vise~" In other words, the committee gave a 10Q p~r cent endorsement to the· Eight
eenth Amendment. 

The committee then offered some pious counsel that we are afraid will l?_ave littk 
effect U 1>on the wets. It is to the effect that so long as the Eighteenth Amendment i• _, 
a part of the fundamental law "it is the duty of all officers-legislative, executive ancl 
judiciary-to' aid in its enforcement." It is certain that the propaganda put out by the 
\'l'ets. led by those who have taken an oath to support the Constitution, was intended 
and is calculated to undermine the enforcement of the Eighteenth Amendment. 

Coming down to the question of the modificatioti. of the Volstead act the com
mittee said the purpose was directly or indirectly to authorize the manufacture and 
sale of intoxicating beverages, "contrary to the spirit and intent of the Eighteenth 
Amendment," and, therefore, it was rejected. This is exactly the view that the Anti
Saloon Leaggue has taken of that question from the beginning. 

This whole-hearted endorsement of the views of the Anti-Saloon Leagtte by the 
United States Congress is very objectionable to the wets. They are mad. \Vhen they 
said to Congress that prohibition was a failure-that the lav1r ought to be modified, the 
amendment repealed, and so on. and so on-they expected Congress to kotow to them, 
bow its obedience to their opinion and fall in line just as they used to do under the 
saloon regime. But a better clay has dawned and our politicians have had taken from 
them the shackles of the saloon and are able to think clearly and to act freely, and 
because they do this the wets say that the Anti Saloon League is dictating to the 
Congre~:s of the United States, etc. This, of course, is known by thepi and by all 
intelligent people to be purely false, but th-ey hope to influence the ignorant. 

We would like to see our homefolks taking the same attitude toward this wet 
propaganda that our Congressmen have taken. 

Candidates For Superintendent of Public I~- st :uction 
Prof. S. M. N. 1farrs, who has held the position of superintendent of public in

struction for the last two terms, is a candidate for reelection. He is a good man, and 
a lifelong prohibitionist. 

Prof. \V. \IV. Bennett of Center, is a candidate for superintendent of public instruc
tion, is a good n1an, and a lifelong prohibitionist. He is laying emphasis more than 
usual upon teaching respect for law in the public schools. vVe believe there is a greater 
field in this line in the public schools than has been yet cultivated, and we are glad to 
see the emphasis he is pu'tting upon it. 

A TEST OF 2.75 BEER 
There is a lot of propaganda for a "non-into.x!icating'' beer to be sold and usually 

they designate it as 2.75 per cent alcohol content. Of course, the wise know that this 
is mere camouflage. None of them would be satisfied with 2.75 beer. Before the in
vestigation by the committee on judiciary at Washington one of the former officials 
of Ganada, Mr. Rainey, reported upon the effect of their law allowing 4 per cent beer. 
He said: 

"The beer drinkers said that 4 per cent beer allowed under the law did not have 
enough kick in it, thus the permits for the sale of beer are only useful to the holders as 
a disguise to seTI something else." 

There you have the kernel of the whole que·stion. They ask for the permit t<t 
sell 2.75 beer, not that they expect to sell that, for it would not be in demand, but 
under tl1at guise they would seil beer with any strength alochol, and when caught 
would plead that they did not know the beer in question had so much alcohol in it as 
it proved to have and that they were innocent of any intent to violate the law. On 
fhis plea the average judge or jury would refuse to convict, and this is the ''nigger in 
the wood pile" for all the clamor for 2.75 per cent beer. 

SOME HISTORY ON BOOTLEGGING 
So much is being said today about national prohibition producing the army of 

bootleggers who are operating that uninformed people and the youth generaily may 
be misled, thinking that bootleggin~ is the result of prohibition la,,;s. The hi:-.tory of 
our nation contradicts this Yiew. At the national convention in Chicago, ).fr. Harry 
M. Chalfant, of Philadelphia, opene·d his address with the folio\\ ing historical tate
ment: 

''Browsing through the old Colonial Record of Pennsylvania- one finds not a few 
documents "hich read like present-clay narrative. Repeatedly, for more than a hundred 
years, the great Indian chieftains of the state registered their protest against illicit ~ale 
of liquor by the paleface. The white man's government failed to restrain the boot-
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tegger. As a result the redskin was brought to the lowest degradation. Death hy alco
holism and by assassir.1tion, stalke·d at every Indian campfire unt':1 at last the weary 
remnant of the once powerful tribes took up their march across the Alleghenies and on 
'(•ward the setting sun. 

"\\' e read in the files of the Public Ledger of 1850 that there were 5,000 illicit 
liquor ckalers in Philadelphia at that time, as compared ~with the 1,500 who paid their 
:icense fees. In 1898, 'Pussyfoot' Johnson, coming to the same city as a representative 
"O t the Voice, was furni~hed by the police ~with a list of 4,000 speakeasies of which they 
had knowledge, but with which they v·:ere not willing to interfere. On the very eve 
of prohibition seventy-two Pennsylvania breweries pleaded guilty in the federal court 
lt Pittsburgh to the crime of corrupting the electorate in their efforts to control the 
politics of the state. 

''\Vherefore this recital of ancient history? Simply to show that the troubles 
which confront us today are not new, but, indeed, have been with us from the begin
ning. For 200 years we attempted to change the leopard's spots by license lavvs. \Ve 
mi:;erably failed. Toda}' our policy with reference to this leopard is utter annihilation 
:-tnd no compromise. Many of his vile brood are still with us, but gradually we are 
deaning,.~ up the swamps and jungles." 

PROHIBITION WORTH $6,000,000,000.00 ANNUAllY 
So Says the World's Great Statistician 

Newspapers gave a fuller account of the attacks upon the prohibition laws than 
-:of the defense. The testimony of Prof. Irving Fisher, of Yale Vniversity, one of the 
· .. ~· orld's greatest statisticians, received scant notice in the- Texas papers. He argued 
~ hat strict enforcement of the prohibition laws would represent a gain to tlie nation, 
even if it cost $1,000,000,000 a year, since already prohibition has brought an ann.ual 
.. aving of $6,000,000,000 to the American people. The estimated national income in 
1919, the year before prohibition went into effect, was $66,000,000,000, said Prof. Fisher. 
Cnder prohibition this was increased 5 per cent. He estimates that much simply 
through the release of human energy and skill, and another 5 per cent by the transfer 
of our energies from alcohol production to something i)Ossessing true value . \V e quote 
qlwte him further, as follows: 

"In a nutshell, then, prohibition saves 5 per cent that used to be wasted out of 
our incomes and adds another 5 per cent into the bargain. 

''This double gain, through the transfer of energy and the increase of energy, is 
over $6,000,000,000, without counting an'y savings in the cost of jails, almshouses, asy
lums, etc., or any economic savings from reducing the death rate. 

"Turning now to experience since prohibition, we ask: Is there any sign of such 
t !l increase in national income? There is! 

''\Ye find that the 'real' wages of labor per hour, after making all clue allowance 
·o r changes in the purchasing power of the do:lar, increased 36 per cent between 
July, 1914, and January, 1925; also that most ef this sudden impronment came imme
•iiately after prohibition. 

"Between 1892 and 1919,-inclusive, 'real' wages remained almost stationary. . The 
fluctuations never exceeded 4 per cent aboYe or below the ' average level for these 
twenty-eight years (excepting only once, in 1897, wheo it was nearly 7 pe·r cent above). 
Likewise, beginning with 1920, at a higher level, real wages have remained almost as 
uniform. This new le'Vel is 28 per cent above the old level. 

''To repeat this striking fact in other words: \Vith the coming . of prohibition 
wages suddenly rose from their old level, which they kept without much change for 
over a quarter of a century, to a new level, where it is now a third higher than the 
old .••• 

''The foregoing facts f1t perfectly wi th the theory that prohibition should increase 
-,vages and profits by at !east 5 per cent. Indeed, the'Y leave a margin six times that 
figure to take account of other causes, as well as of the fact that this 5 per cent is a 
~afe m.inimum, and also of the fact that prohibition is not · ully enforced. Persoi1ally, 
I am inclined to be-lieve that prohibition has saved and added much more than the 
·~6.000,000,000 that I ha,·e estimated as a safe minimum. But it is always better to 
·-:eep on the safe side and to mention no higher figure specifically, for even a paltry 
:o,OOO,OOO,OOO is well worth saving. 

''This is one reason why Gary, Leland and other indu strialists belien in prohibi
: it •n. If prohibition cost us even $J,OOO,OOO,OOO a year it would be \Yell worth \Yhile 
y.1rely as an economic investment." 

l~ethodism Calls Her Pastors tu Battle Against Liquor 
The General Conference of the Southern 11ethodist Church, highest body of that 

g-reat church, in session at i-.Iemphis recently, said: 
"A report from the Committee on Temperance and Social Service stated that 

:unong factors tending to pre\·ent the clue obsen·ance and the proper enforcement of 
law, the chief are: The campaign for the nullification of the Eighteenth Amendment 
under the guise of proposals to modify the Volstead law. The patronizing of the 
lowest cri-minal classes by men of prominence and h1fiuence, resulting in the enriching 
3{ the former, and the setting. up of the latter as inciters of drunkenness and official 
corruption. Officials who prefer to demonstrate that the la\v catinot be enforced rather 
~ han that it can be enforced, and over-confidence and lack of vigilance and diligence. on 
:he part of friends of temperance and prohibition. These conditions challenge us to 
1ction. 

The campaign for nullification must be answered by a crusade for observance and 
enforcement. The law must be administered by its friends. In out states. from coe-
3table to governor. in the nation from revenue agent to President, officials must be 
selected who beline in enforcement not only because prohibition is the law, but be
cause it ought to be.the law. For the attainment of these ends, we call up.on our 
preachers and teachers to give voice to the social creed of our church. and upon all 
our people to assert th.eir full influence as Christians and patriotic citizens of our 
Republic." 

DRY BILLS PENDING IN CONGRESS 
Friends of Dry Law Enforcement Asked to Write or Wire Senators 

and Representatives Urging Immediate Favorable Action 

Friends of prohibition en forcement are urged to telegraph ~ or ·w'rite their 
Senators urging them to help secure a vote on the bills designed to strengthen 
prohibition enforcement, which have already passed the House. 

Also friends arc urged to telegraph or \vrite their Congressmen asking them 
for favorable action on meas ure-s pending in the House. Also urge your Sen
ators and Congressmen to oppo::;e all hostile amendments to the Volstead act. 

The foliowing legis1ation is pending in the Sixty-ninth Congress: 

. Reorganization bill (H. R. 10,729), to provide a bureau of prohibition and a 
bureau of customs within the treasury department. Passed the House of Rep
res.entati\·es .t\pril 26, by ·a vote of 196 to 4; was favorably reported by the Senate 
finance committee- May 20; now pending. on Senate calendar. 

Civil service for prohibition agents (H. R .. 3,821), passed the -House March 
29, reported to the Senate April 13, pending 6n Senate calendar. 

A bill to amend ancl strengthen the national prohibition act, the Goff bill 
(S. 4,207), favorably reported by Senate judiciary committee May 17, novv pending 
on Senate calendar. Corresponding bill in House (H. R. 12,215), pending bdore 
House judiciary committee. 

To readjust the commission personnel of the coast guard (H. R. 10,973), 
pas:;ecl the Hot1se under suspensign of rules :May 24, reported by the Senate com
mittee, pending on Senate calendar . 

Bill to provide for the construction of ten vessels for the coast guard (H. R. 
5,026), pas,:.;ed the House under suspension of rules May 24, reported by Se..nate 
committee, no>Y pending on Senate calendar. 

Bill to increase pena:ties for violation of national prohibition act (Stalker 
bill,}H . R. 37?), pending· before the House judiciary committee. 

H. R. 1,148, to deport convicted alien bootleggers. 

WANT A JOB? 
The f~llowing advertisement appeared 

recently in the want columns of the Co
lumbu:" (Ohio) Dispatch and possibly 
o1.her Ohio papers: 

\\' et organizers for Columbus and 
other cities; earn $500 monthly. Ad
dress Box T837, care of Dispatch. 
Ohi o wets evidently have money to 

burn when they offer to pay $500 a month 
for organizers. vVhat is the purpose? Are 
they preparing for a referendum in the 

• Buckeye State or are they organizing to 
elect wet Congressmen? \Vhere is this 
money coming from to battle for nullifica
tion? \\'ho wants to work to destroy any 
part of the Federal Constitution at any 
price? 

LESSONS IN PATRIOTISM 
Sunday, July 4, 1926, is the lSOth anniversary of the nation's birth. 

\Vbat a day this should be for thoughtful, earnest consideration of our 
countr~·'s \Yelfare! \Yhat a responsibility upon those \Yho ~will preach and 
teach on this Sunday! As an aid to those ·wishing properly to obsen·e the 
clay the Anti-Saloon ] .eague h_as prepared m<tterial for tbe in Sunday school 
and church services. 

The Lessons in Patriotism include the preamble to the Declaration of 
Independence and the pledge of its signers, and also the preamble to the 
Co.nstitution of the Gnited States. \Vhat is patriotism? \Vhat is Ameri
can liberty? \Vhat is the duty o£ citizens relatiYe to law? I s disobedience 
to a constitutional amendment justifiable? and \Vhat is the dub· of citizens 
relative to la\YS for the enforcement of the Constitution? are~ among the 
questions anS\Yered in these Lessons. . 

George \Yashington, Tbeodore RooseYelt, \Voodrow \Vilson, \Vm. 
Ho\\·ard Taft, \ \T an·en G. Harding and President Coolidge are quoted in 
anS\YCr to questions on patriotism. 

· The remarkable declaration by Abraham Lincoln showing the rela
tionship bet\Yeen the moycmcnt for sobriety and tbe cause of political 
freedom is also included. 

The Independence Day Program is arranged to include patriotic songs, 
·prayer, scriptnre le:::sons, a patriotic address and the flag salute. '·The 
Political Religion Df the X ation," by Abraham Lincoln, and the Ameri
can.'s Creed are printed in full in this program for concerted reading. 

The Independence Day Program and Lessons in Patriotism in the 
form of an attractiYely printed 4-page pamphlet may be obtained from any 
~tate Anti-Saloon League or direct from the Anti-Saloon League of Ame1:_ 

ica at \YesterYille, Ohio. Order enough for all so every one can take an 
c'tctive part in your patrioti~ seryice. Sent postpaid at the following prices:. 

One Copy $ .05 
Ten Copi~s .20 
One Hundred 1.40 
Two Hundred and Fifty 2.40 
FiYe Hundred 
One Thousand 

3.80 
5.80 
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SENATOR WILLIAM E. BORAH IDDLES NULLIFCATIONISTS' 
~ 

Page Sever. 

EFERENDUM PLEA 
/ 

WETS' FIRST DEMAND WAS "I.,10DIFICATION 1
'; DISCOVERING THEY COULD NOT GET THIS AT HANDS OF CONGRESS 

THEY CHANGED THEIR PLEA TO DEMAND FOR NATIONAL 'REFERENDUM; FEARING A NATION-WIDE VOTE WOULD 
BE DRY THEY HAVE NOW CHANGED PLEA TO DEMAND FOR STATE REFERENDUMS 

Speaking at a meeting in the Lyric Theatre, Baltimore, May 30, under 'the aus
pices of the Presbyterian General Assembly, .Senator \Villiam E. Borah completely 
riddled the nullificationists' arguments in support of their demand for a referendum 
on the question of prohibition and1 its enforcement. 

The address created quite a furore in the wet camp. Wet Senators especially 
became excited and declared that the Idaho Senator was practicing a bit of political 
strategy with his eye on the vVhite House. 

The New York Times \:Vashington correspondent writing under date of June 1 
declares that hope for a national referendum on the modification of the Volstead act 
such as advocated by Edge, Edv.-ards, Bruce and other wet Senators disappeared with 
Senator Borah's declaration of opposition to it. The Times says that ever-y-thing indi
cates that Congress will adjourn without submitting to the country's electorate a 
national referendum on this question. At the same time the wets, says the Times 
article, are highly elated becau3e they believe that it is better for 'them that states 
like New York, .Pennsylvania, Illinois and Maryland, vote separately on this question 
rather than submit it to a nation-wide vote. They feel reasonably sure of carrying 
New York and while adm.itting that a vote would not be binding they think that a 
vote for modification in these states would have ·tremendous influence on Congress. 
The drys on the ether hand say th;H it would be no real discovery to find that New 
York City is opposed to prohibition. The fact is, New York has refused to cooperate 
with the government to the extent of enacting a state enforcement code in conformity 
"\vith the Volstead act. 

Senator Borah's Lyric address in part follows. He first quoted the provisions of 
the Eighteenth Amendment as follows: 

•: 'The manufacture, sale or transpor
tation of intoxicating liquors within, the 
importation thereof into, or the exporta
tion thereof from the United States and 
all territory subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof for be·\'erage purposes is hereby 
prohibited.' 

"This is the law of the land," continued 
the Senator. "It is a part of the charter 
of go,·crnment under which we live. Its 
terms are comprehensive, complete, ex
a~ting and impossible of misunderst2nd~ 
ing. The quetstion is now raised: \\7hat 
are we going to do about this provision in 
our Constitution? 

Liquor a Curse 
"I believe the liquor traffic 'to be a 

curse to the human family. \Vhether sold 
in the open saloon or the brothel, its 
natural haunt, or secretly purveyed in 
defiance of law, the \Yicked stuff works 
its demoralization and ruin to individuals, 
communities and states. 

"From 'the time it issues from the coiled 
and copper-colored w9rm in the distillery 
until it empties in the hell of crime, dis
honor and death, misery and PO\'erty and 
remorse mark its maledict course. Not 
only is the record of the centuries made 
up against it, but now the modern indus
trial world with its complex and delicate 
machinery, ·with its demand for security, 
safety and fitness, asks that it be ban-
ished. , 

tution we see fit to change it? Can we 
enforce the law which we have deliber
ately made? It is perhaps as definite and 
specific a challenge of our love for the 
Constitution, our capacity for self-goYern
ment, as could be presented to our people. 
I am infinitely more concerned about the 
\villingness and ability of our people to 
meet that test than I am about the liquor 
traffic, brutal and ruthless as I know it to 
be. The supreme test of a free government 
is the right of the people to v.-rite and un
write its_ Constitution and its laws. The 
supreme test of good citizenship is to obey 
the Constitution and the laws when writ
ten. · To disregard our Constitution, to 
evade it, to nullify it, while still refu.sing 
to change it, is to plant the seeds of de
struction in the heart of the nation-is to 
confess before the world that we have 
neither the moral courage nor the intel
lectual sturdi·ness for self-government. 

Would Scrap Constitution 

"If the people want to take the Eight
eenth Amendment out of the Constitution 
in the only constitutional way it can be 
taken out, if they want to turn this prob
lem back to the state, and believe that to 
be the \viser course, that is their unques
tioned right. But so long as it stands, 
speaking for myself, I would kick into 
the waste basket any referendum which 
would compromise either in letter or in 
spirit with its execution. 

"A great state has submitted this ques
tion to a referendum: 'Should the Con
gre::.s of the l~nited States modify the fed
eral act to enforce the Eighteenth Amend
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States so that the same shall not prohif>it 

the manufacture, sale, transportation, im
portation or exportation of beverages 
which are not in fact intoxicating as de
termined in accordance with the laws of 
the respective states?' · 

"\Vhat does it mean? It is difficult to 
tell. You can only speculate. Its authors 
have never undertaken to explain to the 
public its meaning or to advise the voters 
how it can he carried into effect. 

.. If this scheme could be put into ef
fect, forty-eight states would construe the 
Federal Constitution, and the federal 
authorities would have to accept the forty
eight constructions. We might have 
forty-eight different standards of intoxi
cating liquor and forty-eight different 
methods of determining intoxicating 
liquor. Each state would have the right 
to ship its brand of liquor into every other 
state. 

"The federal government would be 
placed in the position of conniving at this 
condition and compelled to sit silent and 
supine, while confusion reigned supreme 
over the prostrate and discredited form of 
the Federal Constitution. Although the 
federal government is the defender and 
the interpreter of the Federal Constitution, 
it is by this program to be ,called upon to 
abdicate, to surrender and leave all to the 
states. This is constitutional anarchy. 

Sees Nullification Revived 

"If this referendum interrogatory has 
any meaning__ at all it is that every state 
shall determine for itself its own construc
tion of and obligation to the Constitution 
of the United States, and that construc
tion is to bind the federal government. 

"That doctrine was shot to death at the 
Battle of the \Vilderness. A reunited and 
disenthralled and happy nation has put it 
behind us for alt" time. Now, what these 
advocates of the referendum want, when 
they speak candidly and plainly, is the 
right to sell and transport intoxicating 
liquor. What they want is to transfer the 
control of this question to the states, and 
these things they want to do by nullifying 
the Constitution instead of amending it. 
The only way to meet the proposition 
which they have in mind is to submit, if 
they wish to employ referendum, _the 
question of whether we shall amend the 
Constitution-submit it in the way pro
vided by the Constitution. That is not 
only the candid way, but the only effec
tive -..vay to deal with the subject. 

"The vote of the people upon the issue 
should not exempt candidates and leaders 
from declaring their positions upon this 
question. A candidate who has no con
viction upon this question and no position 
to announce before the election will likely 
betray both sides afteT the election. The 

''The man in the automobile may be 
opposed to the Eighteenth Amendment, 
but he will instantly discharge a drinking 
chauffeur. The train may be cro\vded ,-.,-ith 
delegates to the anti-pr-ohibition conven
tion, but they would mob the engineer 
who wouid take a Cl.rink while drawing his 
precious freight. The industrial magnate 
may talk critically of sumptuary la\.vs, but 
he will apply them like a despot to the 
man who \\'<itches over the driving power 
of his vast establishment. \Vhen safety 
is involved we are all drys. \Vhe:-e the 
e.·igency of modern life demands a clear 
brain and instant decision in order to 
save thousands of lives and millions of 
property, we are all dry. 

GEN. ASSEMBLY UNITED PRESBYTERIANS AGAIN ON RECORD 

Greater Question at Stake 
"But even a greater question than the 

liquor question is the ecapacity oi the 
American people for constitutional gov
ernment. The question of the hour is: 
Shall \Ye live up to and enforce that pro
vision of the Constitution until in the or
derly method pointed out by the Consti-

Oppose Proposed Referendums of Nullificationists, Approves President 
Coolidge's Order and Pledges Effective Aid to the Dry Law 

Enforcement Program in Local Districts 

The general assembly of the United 
Presbvterian Church,· in session in Sharon, 
Pa., ?\.fay 31, went on record as opposed 
to any referendum on the \.Yet and dry 
issue. 

The assembly approved the action of 
Pres=dent ·coolidge relative to the use of 
local officers as prohibition agents. The 
section of the report on prohibition refer
endum, made by the reforms comn:ittee 

of the assemb:y, which was adopted, de
clared against any such action as i!legal 
and termed it a referendum which prom
ises something that cannot be delivered, 
since it would bC' in conflict with the Con
stitution . . 

LEndorsing the President's stand on use 
of local police as federal dry agents, the 
as ' embly promised "effective aid to· the 
program :.u our local districts." 

_people are entitled to have the views an( 
the judgment of those to whom they an 
asked to entrust great public responsib]l
ity. This, and all other great problems o: 
state, demand men with convictions befon 
as well as after the election. 

"We are advised by the newspapen 
that in one great state they are huntinf 
for a candidate for Governor who has nc 
view on this liquor question and who haf 
never expressed himself. They overlool 
one qualification. Their candidate shouic.: 
not only have no views on the subje<;t, bu· 
he should be incapable of forming or e:r 
tertaining any views. He would be a1 
ideal candidate in this spasm of referel'l· 
dums. 

"\V"hile we are voting referendums anc ...,__ 
talking referendums, let's not overlook tht 
positions of the candidates. If the people 
should consent. to go to the polls and vote 
upon a referendum without knowing the 
views of candidates for Governor, for 
Representatives and for Senators, they 
would be simply fulminating in the air. 

Assails Modification Proposals 
"In the. beginning of the controotersy th~ 

cry was for modification of the Volstead 
act-modification was the bann-er under 
which they set sail. Let us Stl-PPO~l! that 
we should modify the_ Volstead act so that 
it wouid give a larger percentage, but still 
non-intoxicating, as, of course, we would 
have to do if we would keep within the 
Constitution. Whom would this satisfy? 

"The arguments which are now being 
advanced by the modificationists disclose 
very clearly that it would satisfy no one. 
They are not arguments for modification. 
They are arguments for the nullification 
of the Eighteenth Amendment, for a total 
disregard of the Eighteenth Amendment. 

"Their contention now is that the na
tional government should not undertake 
to deal with the liquor problem, that the 
matter should b.e left entirely to the states. 
Is that modification? Can that change be 
brought about except in flat violation of 
the Eighteenth Amendment? The last 
proposition is that the government should 
manufacture and sell liquor. Is that a 
change of percentage? 

"We are told day after day that prohibi
tion is a failure, that the Eighteenth 
Amendment is destroying our govern
ment, that it is wiping out the line of 
demarkation behyeen the national govern
ment and the states. These are the argu
ments now. Are these arguments for 
modification? 

"\V"e ought not to permit ourselves to .::!-

be deceived as to the issue. The issue is 
one which cannot be met by modification. 
The issue is one which ca~ be met only 
by dealing directly "\Vith the Eighteenth 
Amendment.. The question is fairly and 

'--squarely pre sen ted to the American peo
ple: \:Vhether we will enforce the. Eight
eenth Amendment, repeal it or nullify it. 

''The latter is the course which is now 
being urged-boldly urged-by those who 
are urging referendums in the states, to 
leave the construction and execution of 
the Eighteenth Amendment to the states. 
It is perfectly clear that that ·which is de
manded can be secured only in one of two 
ways, either by repeal of the Eightee.nth 
Amendment or its complete and shameless 
violation, its utter nullification. That is 
the issue. That being the issue, there is 
only one course for a great and la w-abid
ing people to pursue and that is to live 
up to their Constitution, not only accord
ing to its terms as it stands, but acc•)rding 
to the method provided for amending it." 
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SEARCH AND SEIZURE 
By JUDGE J. H. McLEAN, Llano, Texas 

(Extracts from a charge to the grand jury at Burnett, January 4, 1926) 

"In order that you may know what evidence you may consider it will 
not be amiss to briefly review the law on the subject of search and seizure. 
The Constitution of the United States provides: 'The right of the people 
to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and eff~cts, against unreason
able searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrant shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly 
describing the place to be searched, and the .persons or things to be seized.' 
The Constitution of the state of Texas contains a provision to the same 
effect, and almost, if not quite, the exact language is incorporated in our 
statutes. For the principle of freedom from unreasonable searches and 
seiz'nres, so strongly safeguarded by these constitutional and statutory pro
·visions, I have the profoundest reverence and would not have it violated 
in the slightest degree, but ,,·ould ask fer it a sane construction and appli
cation, free from perverted and lopsided sentimentalism. 

Unreasonable Search-

"'This guaranty to the American people of freedom from unreasonable 
search and seizure has been many times before the courts for j.udicial con
struction, and in every instance where the exact question has been pre
sented-notable in a recent opinion by \Villiam Howard Taft, chief justice 
of the supreme court of the United States, in the case of George Carroll 
and John Kiro, from Michigan-it is held that 'not ALL searches and seiz
ures' without a warrant are prohibited, but only unreas..onable ones, and that 
when an officer has reasonable grounds to believe that an offense has been 
or is being committed, and immediate action is necessary, search may be 
made without the delay incident to procuring a search warrant, and which 
delay \vould render futile any further actioy in the·matter. In the opinion 
mei1tioned the eminent jurist said: 'The guaranty of freedom from unrea
so11able searches and seizures has been construed, practically since the be-. 
ginning of the government, as recognizing a necessary difference between 
search of a store, dwelling house or other .structure, in respect of \vhich a 
proper official warrant readily may be obtained, and a search of a ship, 
motorboat, wagon or automobile for contraband goods, \vhere it is not prac
ticable to secure a warrant, because the vehicle can be quickly moved out 
of a locality or jurisdiction in \vhich the warrant must be sought.' 

Reasonable Search 

The same constitutional proYision that prohibits unreasonable searches 
affecti1;g the individual a\\'ards to society the right, ill: its own. necessary 
self-preservation, to make, through its peace officers, reasonable searches. 
\Ye have enshrined in a halo of maudlin sentimentalities the sacredness of 
the freedom of the individual from unreasonable search, by which 've have 
been dazed into forgetfulness oE the right of society to make reasonable 
searches in order to safeguard its citizenship against vandalism and crime 
and to redeem the obligations resting upon the body politic to make good its 
part of the social compact. It is high time \Ve refrain from strained and 
illogical construction of constitutional and statutory guarantees, whereby 
crime is left in mystery and the criminal goes unpunished, while we turn 
our attention to the welfare of honest, hard-worki!l-g, law-abiding men, 
women and children oE the land. Upon the protection of the law-abiding 
citizenship rests the only right of organized government to exist, and, with
out such protection being given, no gover-fl:1nent can long continue to exist. 

Obstacles to Law Enforcement 

''Under the plain terms of the constitutional provisions referred to, and 
the judicial constructions thereof, a few faithful officers in the state-not 
drunk with power, but impelled by duty-\vere trying to fulfill their obliga
tions to the people whose servants they were l?Y making reasonable 
searches where the occasions justified, when along came the Thirty-ninth 
Legislature and enacted t\vo ·Iaws, as follows: (1) 'It shall be unlawful 
for any person or peace officer, or state ranger, to search the private resi~ 
dence, actual place of habitation, place of- business, person or personal 
possessions of any person, without first having obtained a search parrant 
as required by law' (pp. 357-358); (2) 'No eyidence obtained by an officer 
or other person in violation of any provision of the Constitution or laws 
of the state of Texas, or of the United States of America, shall be ad
mitted in evidence against the accused on the trial of any criminal case' 
(p. 186). The first of these acts was intended to prohibit reasonable 
searches theretofore permitted under. i1e Constitution, as unreasonable 
ones " ·ere already prohibited in the strongest terms, and the second \\·as 
intended to suppress the truth and to prevent its use against a man 
chargecl with crime. if acquired in violation of the first, in making of rea
~onable searches without a warrant, though such searches are clearly 

( 

authorized under the Constitution of the United States and of the state of 
Texas-when truth, the unvarnished truth, from \vhatevcr source it may 
come-is the onll unerring guide to the administration of justice. 

Unconstitutional and Against Public Policy 

"'The two acts above quoted should be held to be inoperative, because 
the first, which attempts to prohibit reasonable searches, is in derogation 
of the spirit of the Constitution, and the second, \'\'hich strangles truth 
acquired through the exercise of a constitutional right, is manifestly con
tra_ry to public policy, against which no act should be permitted to stand. 
To illustrate: A murder is .committed. 

1 
Two shots are fired. into ~he body 

of the victim. There is no eyewitness. A faithful peace officer hears the 
shots and hastens in their direction. Before reaching the point he sees a 
man hastily emerge from a dark alley and suspects that he is the man who 
fired the shots. The off1cer, impelled solely b'y a sense of duty, detains 
the man in his flight and searches him for a pistol, which he finds, with 
two empty chambers freshly fired and the bar'rel still warm. Later devel
opments disclose the murdered man, with two leaden bullets, of the same 
caliber as the pistol, buried in his body. 

"Under these facts the man is indicted, as he should be, and, in due 
time, is arraigned for trial, upon the charge of murder, before a jury of 
twelve men. He is granted the presumption of innocence and the state 
assumes the burden of proof, and he cannot he convicted unless it is proven 
to the satisfaction of all twelve of the jurors, beyond a reasonable doubt, 
that be is guilty. The faithful officer who detained him in flight is placed 
upon the stand and .. details the fact of detention. the finding of the pistol. 
its two empty chambers freshly fired, its warm barrel and its caliber, and 
is turned over to the defendant' attorney for cross-examination. 

Truth Withdrawn . 
'·Defendant's aHorney turns to the \Yitness. and says: '::\Ir. Off1cer, 

when you found this defendant in possession of this pistoll did you have 
a search warrant?' The answer of the witness, of course, is 'i\ o.' Then 
with great gusto,· the attorney turns to the court, and says: 'Your honor, 
the testimony given by this \vitness, concerning the pistol, its two en~pty 
chambers freshly fired, its warm barrel and its caliber, "·as obtained in 
violation of the act of the Thirty-ninth Legislature prohibiting all searches 
without first procuring a search warrant, and, under another act of the 
same Legislature,' i ts use in evidence against the accused is forbidden. \\" ei 
therefo1·e, move that the evidence be \vithdrawn from the jury and that 
the jury he instructed not to consider it for any purpose.' And, if the act; 

referred to are Yalid, the motion mt_lst be granted and the evidence '' ith
drawn from the consideration of the jury. 

Verdict Instructed Against the Truth 

"Then, there being no eyewitness to the murder and the only c':idencc 
as to \Yho fired the shots being excluded from the jury, the c·ourt \nll11d 
be compelied to instruct the jury to return a ycrdict of not guilty and dis
charge the defendant, \vhen tl-:e court, the jury and every one else pre:-.cnt 
knows, through the excluded testimony that could not be doubted. that 
the defendant did, in fact, fire the fatal shots. Can yon think of a situa
tion more absurd-a greater travesty on justice? ls it possible we must 
spurn the truth \Yhen \\·e know it, because the officer did not commit the 
absurdity, ,,·hen he saw the man in flight. of letting him escape and oblit
erate all evidence of his guilt , ,~·hile he (the officer) spent t\\·o or three 
hours in search of a magistrate in order to secure a warrant before mak~ 
ing the search for the pistol atH.l ascertaining its condition? \Vill a sound 
public policy permit our peace officers to be so shackled and handicapped 
and society to be further sacrificed to the ever gro\Ying ·and spreading 
hydro-headed monster that has already cai1sed our social fabric to rock 
and totter upon its foundations? ::\ ot so long as cotu<tge. justice and wis
dom shall dominate the judiciary. In your investigations. gentlemen, 
spurn falsehood, but follow the truth, when you know it, from whatever 
source it may come ·and to wheresoever it may lead." 

BELIEVES IN THE HOME AND STATE 
A friend from Houston vnites us as follo ·ws: "I look forward to the receipt of 

each issue of Home and State because of its encouraging items regarding the progres.., 
of prohibition. Its wonderful work is so heartening and I rejoice that we haYe in our 
state a paper that is so fearles sly presenting the truth about these matters of public 

concern. 
"I sincerely hope that you and all others who are helping to protect our homes 

and our state goyernmcnt will feel that there are grateful hearts eyerywl:ere." 
Thousands oyer the state of Texas accept the in formation gt\·en in the 1-I.()mc and 

State a fmal authortty on i-:>sueo;; and political alignments regurding the litll!Or ques-tion. 
\Ye are endeayoring to be \YOrthy o£ that confidence. 
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