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THE POLITICAL SITUATION IN TEXAS 
Texas Democrats, like Caesar's Gaul, are divided into three parts: The 

"Constitutional Democrats," the "Harmony Democrats," and the "Democrats of 
Texas." We suspect our reaQ.ers are more or less confused. HoME AND STATE is 
not a political organ, but endeavors to keep its readers informed on questions 
relating to prohibition, and as all these factions do, we will endeavor to make 
the issues involved as clear as we may be able, and as seen by us. We can ob
serve each movement from the outside and in a detached manner. 

(1) CONSTITUTIONAL DEMOCRATS 
The "Constitutional Democrats" are those who put prohibition first. Being 

written into the Constitution, they believe its support becomes the supreme obli- · 
gation, rising above the obligation to party or personal friendships. Their en
thusiasm for the Constitution has raised the question as to whether they should 
bolt the party, if it nominated one whom they believe to be a nullifier of that 
Constitution. Their answer to the charge of being "bolters" is that they do not 
believe that the old party to whom they have always acknowledged allegience 
will nominate a "nullifier," and that if it does, th~ir conscience will be their 
guide, that no pledge taken can bind the conscience. to be untrue to the Consti
tution of their country. That Constitution must be supreme and so held by all 
loyal citizens. Therefore, they say that, because of that faith in their party, 
they will take the pledge, if forced upon them under duress. 

The leaders of the "Constitutional Democrats" are Senator Thos. B. Love; 
Hon. Cone Johnson, former Solicitor General under President Wilson; Hon. Cato 
Sells Commissioner of Indian Affairs under President Wilson; and Mr. Harper 
Kirby, since whose death, former Senator V. A. Collins serves as president. 

(2) HARMONY DEMOCRATS 
These call themselves "Texas Democrats." but are usually referred to as 

"Harmony" Democrats. Goverl!IOr Dan Moody is the leader of this movement. 
They seek to prevent a split in the party, by inviting wets and drys to come to
gether in a common program. 

Among those in charge of the "Harmony" Democrats are some lifelong and 
consistent pros; some who have proclaimed themselves pros, but usually flirted 
with the wets; and some out-and-;mt wets. · 

These held a meeting in Dallas en April 7. Some good pros who had been 
invited to speak, indicated that they would .say plainly that they were against 
the nomination of Al Smith, Jim Reed or Albert Ritchie, and were told tba.t un
der such conditions they would not be wanted at this meeting. Many of the 
announcements indicated a purpose to "soft-pedal" the Al Smith question. 

GOVERNOR MOODY 
The meeting was called in the name of Governor Moody, but not by him. 

He made the keynote speech. Like his Jackson Day dinner at Dallas, he came 
out strong for prohibition, but went much farther in denouncing AI Smith, and 
was stronger in a demand for the nomination of a dry candidate. We quote as 
follows from his address: 

"I am opposed to the nomination of Governor Smith, which is the right of 
every Democrat who chooses so to view the matter. The grounds of my oppo
sition to his candidacy are sufficient and compelling to my mind. 

"His candidacy, as expounded by his chief supporters, is based upon the fact 
that he is opposed to prohibition and upon the theory that his opposition to pro
hibition. will carry certain votes in the North and East which would otherwise 
go Republican. In other words. it is the hope of his candidacy to produce a 
revolt in the Republican party, as against which hoped-for revolt we have a 
threatened revolution within the Democratic party in the South, wherein is the 
very life and soul of Democracy. To my mind the soundness of such political 
psychology is more than open to serious doubt. 

HE KNOWS SMITH AS ANTI 
''The average man in this country only knows that Governor Smith is op

posed to the prohibition laws. It naturally follows that his views on this sub
ject subordinate other matters, and most people make up their minds toward 
his candidacy because of his position upon this subject. The chief argument for 
his nomination is expediency, and that is contrary to the best traditions of 
Democracy. , 

"It is unthinkable to my mind that the Democratic party, which has through 
all the years stood for those fundamental and essential principles of a Republic 
and of equality, with all of its colorful history and all of its campaigns for the 
great principles which are for the benefit of the masses, should bow and pass 
under the yoke to make itself the party of ~ man and follow doubtful expedi
ence, forgetting issues and devotion to great principles of government. 

"Under his candidacy, prohibition overshadows all other issues upon which 
the people should justly scourge the money changers from their places of 
power." ... 

''The good women of this country, who constitute half of its voting pop
ulation, are for prohibition as they are for any other economic measure. 'l'hey 
revolt at the suggestion of any att~mpt to impair prohibition, and where they 
believe there is a plot to injure prohibition, and they will be found there ready 
to fight for their conviction, yea, and if need be, to die for the principle of 
prohibiticn. Such moral hosts must be reckoned with and cannot be defeat.:d 
by the legions of expediency." 

Referring to the corruption of the Republican party today, Governor 
:r...1oody declared, "the situation ca.lls for a man who is a political evangel, to go 
across this country and bring the uacple to the realization that their govern
ment has fallen. into the hands cf th~ cornrptionists." And then said: 

"There is nothtng about th~ m '1 ke-up of Govenor Smith th:J..t suggests that 
he fits into this situation. Ncthi~1·~ in his histoi'Y bronds him a3 a crusader. 
And I do not belisve that the party will forget its duty to ta:~e thi'3 issue ;o 
~he people for the sake of what appears to some to be a passing ~olitical ex-

pediency. It is upon these matters that I base my position that Governor 
Smith should not, and will not, be nominated." 

WANTS DRY PLATFORM 
HI would like to see the Democratic party say where it stands. As a D:m

ocrat and'a supporter of prohibition, I would like to see this step taken. Some 
Democrats, and I do not question their democracy, have opposed the principle 
of prohibition; all good Democrats are in accord that the prohi?ition la.vs 
should be enforced; but if we are Democrats we accept the philosophy of 
Thomas Jefferson when he said that 'absolute acquiescence in the decision:: of 
the majority is the vital principle of republics.' If prohibition sentiment is 
in the majority in this party, the majority has the right to write a prohibition 
plank in the platform and commit the party to prohibition and its enforce
ment, and the minority should accept, and again· ! -quote President Jeff::r.:::on 
when he said 'from the will of the majority there is no appeal except to force, 
the vital principle and immediate parent of despotism.' I favor a platfo:!:m 
declaring support of prohibition and opposing any attempt to destroy or w-:;ak
en it and advocating adequate means of enforcement. 

"I favor this as a supporter of prohibition because I think it would b~ an 
aid to the principle of prohibition, and all law enforcement to have one of tl1e 
major parties of the country_ speak in its favor. I favor it a~ a Democrat,_ be
cause I feel that it is a live moral que~:?tion of the day, and If the Rcpubll~c.n 
party could capture the imagination of the public and hc:>ld it fo.r a half c~~l-

. tury on the claim that it was the moral party by dec~anng agam~t. s?c2.s.::non 
and slavery, the Democratic party can, by a declaratiOn for prohib1t10n, ap
peal to the people on this present-day subject. 

WANTS DRY CANDIDATE 
Hif the majority sentiment in this state is for a dry candidate and R dry 

platform, no Democrat can deny the majority the right to ma~e its feel~ng 
known and its feeling should be made .known. Personally I am m favor OI a 
dry pl~tform and a dry candidate. I hope that sentiment is in the majority .. n 
this State and Nation. A dry platform and a candidate opposed to such a plat
form is an incongruity that no party of self-rescpect can offer to the pt:ople 
and hope to maintain the respect of the people. 

FAVORS DELEGATION INSTRUCTED POSITIVELY, NO't NEGATIVELY 
In his Jackson Day Dinner speech at Dallas, Governor Moody said, "I would 

prefer that our delegates go instructed to support the i.nclusion of a plan:· :n 
the platform declaring the party's supper~ of the EI~:t:teenth ~mend:n , nt 
and its opposition to any attempt to repeal It, and promiSI~g the VIgorous ·?n
forcement of all prohibition laws. They should be further mstructed to brmg 
about the nomination of one who is in sympathy with these principles." 

In his address delivered to the "Harmony" meeting in Dallas, April 7th, 
he said: · 

"I entertain no fear that che type of men and women who will represent 
this state in the national convention would commit an act of treachery and 
betray the l{nown will of the majority who sent them to the convention by 
violating an affirmative instruction for a dry candidate and platform. Such 
instructions would be kept with fidelity." 

To us it seems that Governor Moody makes himself clear, that he favors 
instructing the delegates to the national convention to stand for a d:ry r: ·:rt
form and a dry candidate, but objects to a negative instruction. Immediately 
however the friends of Governor Smith read into the Governor's speech that 
he did ~ot mean to hold out long against the nomination of AI Smith, or 
that, if AI Smith would agree to run for president on a dry platform, he would 
oppose him. To us it seems that those who rallied around the governor v· ·. ·:e 
of his persuasion and read into the govern9r's speech what they· wanted lnm 
to say, not what he said. . 

To us it seems that it impugns Governor Moody's integrity so to interpret 
his speech. Personally, our experiences with Governor Moody lead us to take 
him at his word. 

It appears to us that some of the leaders of the HHar.mony" bu~ch hope to 
carry a delegation to Houston with whom they can enter Into any k1nd oi trude 
that will eventually land Al Smith on the ticket. As we understand them, 
there are three words they want cut out of the program of the Constitutional 
Democrats. One of these is the world "only.'' The Constitutional Democ~:ats 
want a positive instruction to vote for dry nominees only. The leaders of 
the "Harmony" Democrats, not including Moody, want Henly" cut out._ . The 
Constitutional Democrats also want a delegation instructed to vote pos1t1vely 
for candidates whose past records favor the Eighteenth Amendment. The 
"Harmony" Democrats want "past records" cut out. 

This would indicate that it is a plan of the ."Harmony" Democrats to be 
open for a trade and the general opinion is that they plan to propose that_ if 
Al Emith will accept the nomination on a dry platform, they Wlll vote for h1m 
as the nominee. In other words the "Harmony" compromise would mean that 
Tammany will concede the platform. to the South and the South concede the 
nomination to Tammany. 

That Governor Moody opposes such a proposition is indicated by tl~e 
words quoted: "A dry platform and a candidate opposed to such a platform JS 
an incongruity that no party of self respect can offer to the people and hope 
to maintain the respect of the people.'' . 

· To us this whole situation seems to be an effort of the fnends of Al 
Smith t.o lasso Governor Moody and make him their leader for the, 3.bcve 
comprt mise. 

This is in keeping with the entire strategy of the Al Smith gang. T'~ c;y 
have t\Tlisted and distorted all news items and the statements of all popular 

tC:ontinucd on Page 2) 
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leaders so as to make it appear favorable to AI Smith. They are .also, when a 
state delegation to the national Democratic convention is· elected, rushing 
immediately into the public press with a story that they all favor Al Smith. 
H is simply a policy of "cabbaging" all news items for AI. 

(3) DEMOCRATS OF TEXAS 
When Governor Moody delivered his speech at Dallas April 7th, denouncing 

Al Smith probably more vigorously than any other leader in Texas, it was 
very displeasing to those friends of Al Smith who are willing to fight for him 
in the open. Immediately former Senator Jos. W. Bailey, and former Governor 
James E. Ferguson, joined by the dripping wets, issued a c·au to organize the 
friends of Al Smith to instruct the state delegation to the national convention 
for their candidate. Evidently they are afraid that the Al Smith contingency 
in the "Harmony" movement may not win; that they are going to favor the 
drys in their compromise. So they met and organized and called themselves 
the "Democrats of Texas" and denounced everybody else. They also ve
hemently demand that the party machinery ram down our throats the Wilcox 
pledge, professing that they could swallow it down without a gag, which is 
doubtless ttue, though they themselves have gagged badly at something in 
the past. 

WHAT SHOULD THE DRY DEMOCRATS OF TEXAS DO ON MAY 5TH? 
We hope our discussion of the political factions have made clear to the dry 

Democrats of Texas what they should do on May 5th. On that day both Re
publicans and Democrats will hold precinct conventions throughout the state. 
Those that control those precinct conventions will control the· delegation to 
the national conventions. 

These precinct conventions will elect delegates to a county convention 
which will convene Tuesday, May 8, which county convention in return will 
elect delegations to a state convention which meets at Beaumont, Tuesday, 
M3y 22. This state convention will elect delegates to the national convention 
at Houston. 

It becomes important to the cause of prohibition for the Democrats who 
favor the constitution, to back up· that movement among the Democrats who 
stand opc:nly and defiantly for the constitution in opposition to the outlawed 
liquor traffic howling at their heels. 

As 've see it, the difference between Dan Moody and the Constitutional 
DcE!.ocrats led by Messrs. Love, Johnson, Sells and Collins, is purely the ques
tion \7hether or not the delegations should be instructed only positively to vote 
to the last for a dry nominee, or that~ in addition to that they should be 
negctively instructed not to vote for a wet nominee. 

If those backing Dan Moody among the "Harmony" Democrats were all of 
a like mind with Dan Moody, we do not believe there would be any real fight 
betweEn these two elements of the Democratic party., But in view of the fact 
that those who make up the "Harmony" wing of the Democratic party are 
ccn:pcsed of three elements, bone dry, qualified dry, and unqualified wets, it 
seems net unreasonable that Cone Johnson's suggestion, (given in full in an
other column of this issue) should control the honest-to-goodness prohibition
ists of Texas. His suggestion is this: 

That the dry forces should all attend the precinct conventions on May 5, 
and first pass the following resolution: 
Resolved, That 

~7e are opppsed to the nomination of Governor Smith, Senator Reed or 
Governor Ritchie, or any other who stands like t(l,ey do against prohibition 
or its enforcement. 

After this he says that it makes little difference whether they adopt the 
resolutions proposed by the Constitutional Democrats or those proposed . by 
the "Harmony" Democrats. ~ 

Mr .• Tohnson's reasons for this suggestion appear unanswerable; namely, 
that in view of the uncertainty, as indicated above, of the purpose of some of 
those who are cooperating with Governor Moody, that the prohibitionists of 
Texas are not unreasonable in accepting Governor Moody at his word, but 
are protecting themselves from some of his followers by incorporating the 
above in their resolution, and instructing the delegates positively concerning 
the platform and the candidate. 

Mr. Johnson suggests that the, above resolution be clipped or copied and 
presented at each precinct convention. 

DANGER INHERENT IN THE HARMONY MOVEMENT 
\Vhetller or not the leaders see it, the "Harmony" movement has inherent 

dangers. You cannot mix oil and water. They are attempting this in com
bining the wets and the drys in a common program. If the drys in that move
:ment would keep faith with the wets, they must concede to the wets enough to 
satisfy thnn that they have received fair treatment. What shall they con
cede? They want the candidate. They are unconcerned about the platform. 
If the d-..·ys concede the candidate they have conceded all, and those drys 
cocperating with them will find themselves on a snipe hunt and left to hold 
the ba~. 

In sel2cting the delegates to the national convention the "Harmony" 
Denwcrats \Vill have to arrange for part of the delegation to be wet, o:r else 
break faith with them. As is well _known, this will weaken the influence of 
Texas at the national convention. Heretofore, she has been the dominant fac
tor. As the gr~atest Democratic state in the Union she deserves to be the dom
inant factor. Ten of the 40 delegates, if wet, can compromise or nullify the 
entire deleg-ation. 

To u.::; it seems that Cone Johnson is right when he says put none but those 
loyal to the Eighteenth Amendment en the delegation. 

IJR. J~ B.· G~~IB1ELL SPEAKS TO THE PRESENT GENERATION 
The issue cf March 2 of the Wzekly Mississippian contains a reprint of an 

open letter to the vot~::rs of Mlssjssi~pi .-:i~ned, among others, by the recent 
Dr .• T. B. Gz.m~l·~ll. The cccaslon of v.r.·:itl:ag the letter was that Mississippi was 
soc-n to ekciJ d.elegat8s t3 a C'Jns~ltutic::.i.al c·Jnventio:n to frame a new constitu
ticn. The address is dated lSf>O. Much of the address is so applicable to our 
!)res:...:nt situation that we give to our readers extended <quotations from it, 

After setting out the facts that the delegates were soon to be elected, the 
signers said among other things, the following: 

"We are approaching one of the most important crises in the history of 
our state. On the 12th of August proximo, there will be assembled in Jackson 
a convention, the business of which will be to frame a new constitution, upon 
which our social order and political safety for years to come will depend .... 

"It is our duty to inform you that already the great whisky trust combine 
of the north and west has opened a vigorous campaign in Mississippi, with a 
view to capturing the convention in their interest .... 

"The state is being flooded with whis~y literature of the most misleading 
character, and candidates for the convention, actual and prospective, are be
ing interrogated and committed to the perpetuation of the liquor traffic in 
the organic law of the state. In many instances this is done in the most subtle 
way by emissaries of the traffic, so that the parties sought to be influenced 
scarcely suspect their ulterior object, and good men even are liable to be de
ceived and misled. 

"In this contest, forced upon us by the whisky combine of the north and 
west for the purpose of gratifying their greed at the cost of our morality and 
manhood, we need to be alert, wise and courageous. They have great sums of 
money at their command; they will combine with lotteries, gamblers, corrupt 
politicians and the great mass of ignorant voters. Like all great combines, 
only worse than any other, this whisky oligarchy will form alliances with other 
c·orrupt and corrupting trusts to carry their point. We can only save our state 
from perpetual prostitution to the evil forces now arrayed against us by op
posing ·them with all the strength at our command. 

" ... We insist that no. man be sent to the convention who is in sympathy 
with, and intetested in the great evil the convention is called upon to remedy. 

"As to constitutional prohibition, let us say that the prohibition conven
tion from the first, and on consistenly from year to year, has declared for "the 
legal. and constitutional suppression of the liquor traffic." This is our goal; 
and It ought to be understood fully by our public men and all others that the 
prohibitionists of Mississippi are unalterably determined to have state prohi
bition .... 

"All efforts to regulate the traffic have signally failed. Saloons are essen
tially lawless, and they are the nesting places of gambling thievinP' murder 
. and prostitution. They have no proper place in a civilized st~te. It is "'better for 
the convention to recognize its duty to protect the homes of the people and 
make an end of the struggle now, for the question will never ·be settled until 
it is right. The saloon has long been a dominating and corrupting influence 
in politics and must be eliminated, for the liquor traffic is satisfied with noth
ing less than full control of the government in the interest of its destructive 
work. 

"Fortunately, we can go before the convention with an assured home ex
perience of the benefits of prohibition. Wherever it has prevailed, crime has 
decreased, social order has been established, labor has improved, court ex
pense~ have decreased, vast sun:s of money have been saved to the people and 
gone Into home comfort, saloomsts and drunkards have become good citizens, 
and p~a~e and good wi~l have prevailed. Moral considerations entirely aside, 
proh.lbitiOn commends Itself to the statesmanship of the country as an eco
nomic measure alone. These are facts known to our people and are a thou
sand times more convincing than the reports of failure which come from re
mot;, poi~ts, circulate.d by those having a moneyed interest to serve. 

We Invoke the aid of all good people to make the comin!Y convention one 
of great and lasting benefit to the state.. . . o 

"W~ appeal to the Christian ministers of all denominations to keep their 
people Informed on the moral aspect of the issue before us. 

"We appeal to the. noble women of the state who, in war and peace, have 
bee!l helpers of the nght, to lend their influence and give their prayers to 
savu~g our state ~rom the aliens whose God is Mammon and who are now 
working for our rum. 

"We appeal to ~he ~illers o.f ~he soil, who so largely represent the morality 
of ~he state, to resist. w1th the1r Influence and vote this great whisky combine 
wh~ch s~eks to b~gmle them by the free distribution of false and deceptive 
wh1~~Y ll~erature m t~e form a~d under t~e name of farmers' paper. 

We Invoke the aid of Almighty God 1n our effort to deliver our beloved 
state f~m her perilous condition, and secure to all our people of all races the 
benefit of a pure Christian civilization. ' ' 

"We specifically recommend and urge: 
"(1) Vote for no man whose character and records are not approved by 

the people who know him. 
. "(2) Vote for no man ~ho. is in sympathy with the whisky combine, gam

bling hells, houses of prostitJutwn, lottery swindles, or the saloon the foster 
mother of the quartette. ' 

"(~)- Vote. for no m~~ whose political strength lies in his ability to mass 
and Wield the Ignorant VICIOus vote." 

. -~hus wr?te the great patriot and good man thirty-eight years ago. The 
principles laid down and th~ facts. stated exactly fit our present situation. If 
we look at what we have gained smce this address was written there is O'reat 
roo~ for enco~~a~ement. However, there is also a word of war~ing. Th: en
emies of prohi.tntwn are as alert as they were then, and have far greater re
sou!ces. at their com~and. The word of warning is that we may not fail to 
ma:ntain that for whi.ch our fathers fought and for which some of them died. 
(DI .. J. B. Gambrell himself lost one son, shot in the back by a saloon l{eeper 
While the son was fighting for prohibition.) 

PROPOSE TO FORCE SMITH ON THE SOUTH 
? ? ? 

Morris S. Tremaine, whom Ta~m;ny ·furnishes the state of New York as 
State Con~ptroller, recently visited Virginia, and is reported to have given out 
the followmg statement: 

"If the South does. not ral~y to Governor Smith's support, knowing him to 
b~ the only D~mo~rat In Amencn. who can win the presidency, then the North 
Wil~ never fo~g~ve It. If the South rejects Governor Smith, we of the North will 
believe that 1t ~s d?ne because of his religious belief only." 

Mr. Trem~me IS reported to have add;:;d that if the South does not support 
Governor Smith,_ or openly deserts him, new Congressmen will not vote for 
southern expenditures because they will consider that such action is a slap in 
the face worthy of retaliation. 

\Vill the South be driven to support Smith by such threats? Ask the sons 
~f those who fought with Lee and Jacksonl · 
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,WHEN WE QUIT AKING DRUNKARDS-UNDER LAW 
DRINK-CURE MES CLOSE E R . OORS 

In the opinion of J. Kent Greene, president of the oldest home for inebriates in 
this country, inebriety resulting from hard, habitual drinking has fallen off very 
sharply in the United States since the adoption of national prohibition. Mr. Greene 
bases his conclusions upon figures from the Washingtonian Home of Chicago, a drink 
cure establishment which dates back sixty years. Mr. Greene reports that it is one of 
the few remaining institutions of its kind in America. The decline in elcolohism 
amohg women is indicated as more marked than among men, according to the records 
of this home. The Christian Science Monitor gives the following facts concerning this 
Washingtonian Home. 

It was incorporated in 1867 by a special act of the Legislature of Illinois, which pro
vided that the city of Chicago should pay the Home 10 per cent of all money received 
from liquor licenses in the city and county. In return the institution was to take care 
of inebriates for the city, receiving persons afflicted with drunkenness committed to it 
by the local courts. The Christian Science Monitor quotes Mr .. Greene as saying: 

INCOME FROM LICENSES 
"The Home's share of the liquor licenses ran so high that in 1883 the law was 

amended to limit these payments to $20,000 a year. Ten years later they were cut off 
altogether. The growth of the liquor business in Chicago was -so enormous that it pro
vided a very rich endowment for the home. \Ve maintained two separate departments, 
one for the men and the other for women. After national prohibition came we had 
so few inmates that we sold the men's building and concentrated in a smaller b~ilding 
Which had formerly been used as our women's branch. We had been losing a thou
sand dollars a month at our men's department. Even after we moved we found we did 
not have enough to do to make sufficient use of our remaining facilities or· our re
sources. Finally we occupied our extra funds in putting up a large general hospital 
last year." 

RECORD FOR 25 YEARS 
Figures on alcoholic c::tses from the home's last quarter c::mtury \Jer~ supplicd1 

as follows: 
Year Men Women 
1892 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
1906 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
1916 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
1917 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
1918 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
1919 ••••••••••••••••••••• 

1620 110 
1286 106 
1114 146 
995 161 
733 lOS 

537 73 

In comment, Mr. Green said: 

Year Men \Vomen 
1920 •••••••••.•••••••..•• 125 47 
1921 ••••••••••••••••••·•• 171 39 
1922 • • • • . • • • • . . . . • • • . • • . • 216 33 
1923 •••.••••......••..••• 212 27 
1925 ••••••••••••••••••.•• 271 8 
1926 •••••••••••••••••..•• 379 • 
1927 ••••••••••••••••••.•• -473 13 

"Several factors enter into the increase in the number of men's cases from l~:::J 
to 1927. 

"We are getting a good many p::ttients who focmerly would have gone to the Keeley 

fv1AINE DEMGCRATS 
Smith Steam Roller Completes De

moralization of Party in 
State 

If anything. were needed to complete 
the demoralization of the Democratic 
party in the state of Maine, it was give_n 
by the action of the recent Democratic 
convention. That convention instructed 
its deleaates. to the Democratic National 
Convention to vote for the nomination of 
Governor Al Smith, of New York, for 
president. In order to try to placate the 
drys the same convention adopted the 
followin.g: 

"\Ve stand for the Eighteenth 
Amendment; and for the efficient, 
vigorous, honest · and sincere enforce
ment of the laws enacted thereun
der, as well as all other laws. 
As a result of such political folly, E. L. 

MacLean, a party worker a1_1d lea~ing 
candidate for governor, immediately with
drew from the gubernatorial race, declar
ing he would not stand for such methods. 
Three other outstanding Democrats have 
refused to be candidates for governor, and 
within a few weeks of the state primary 
election, the Democrats are without a 
candidate. 

servance; as well as a strict, impartial 
and aggressive enforcement, of these 
and all other laws bGth state and na
tional. 
If the old saying holds good that "as 

Maine goes, so goes the Union," there is 
little doubt as to how Maine and the 
Union will go if AI ~mith is the Demo
cratic nominee. 

VI ASHINGTON POLICE SHIFTED 

Supt. o-f Police of National Capital Trans
fers Officers to Get Better Dry 

Law Enforcement 
According to the Washington Star of 

April 11, Major Edwin B. Hesse, super
intendent of police of Washington, con
templates making a number of transfers 
of captains, lieutenants and sergeants in 
the · expectation that more eillcient work 
on the part of the police in the various 
precincts will result, especially in the 
matter of enforcement of the prohibition 
law. The Post says Major Hesse has al
ready discussed the question of imposing 
heavier penalties in liquor cases, with 
members of the staff of attorneys charged 
with prosecuting such cases, and the 
judges soon a1·e to be asked to give hearty 
cooperation with the police in their ef
forts to stamp out violations of the liquor 
law. Major Hesse is quoted as saying: 

"Imposition of the maximum penalty 
upon all violators of the liquor law seems 
to be about the only thing that will prove 
effective. Speedy trials and imposition of 
prison sentences certainly should result in 
dri"\dng bootleggers and other viol::l.tors of 

Institute at Dwight, Ill. This used to be a very large place, but I und2rst:1nd th::tt it has 
dwindled to a cottage. 

FEVV INSTITUTIONS REMAIN 
"I do not know of another institution for inebriates in Chicago today, and I be• 

lieve that similar institutions elsewhere in the country have largely disappeared. 
"The building of our hospital has brought our home to public attention again 

and advertised it. I believe this has attracted a number of patients. We have found 
there was an impression that this, like many another institution for inebriates, had 
gone out of business. . . 

"Then the city administration of Chicago is very wet, and the laxness of proh1b1• 
tion enforcement in the city has resulted· in increasing number of cases coming to us. 

"The very marked decrease in the numbe~ of women patients bears testimony, I 
believe, to the fact that women are more apt to observe the law than men. 

"Our records indicate that it is not the members of the younger generation who 
are today drinking themselves into inebriety. Most of our inmates are older men." 

HOW DRY LAW HAS AIDED 
Mr. Greene is a lawyer, and for 13 years was legal assistant to the chief justice 

of the Municipal court of Chicago. He is the author of a law book on Illinois practice. 
William C. Hollister, president of the Employing Law Printers of America, is also 

an official of the Washington home. He added the following: 
"Twenty years ago we printed for 77 Keeley Institutes. All are now closed except 

the parent institution at Dwight. ~ -
"So great was the demand for treatment at one time that when the headquarters-at 

Dwight was destroyed by fire, they placed an order with us for 1,000,000 pieces of lit• 
erature while the building was still burning. 

"In that period the institute at Dwight had a capacity of nearly 400 patients. On 
a visit there a few weeks ago, I foun:d 15." 

FORD· PREDICTS \VORLD. PROHIBITION 
An International NeWs Service dispatch carrying a London dateline o! April 

10 quotes Henry Ford as saying that in his opinion industrial competition will 
force prohibition upon the whole wdrld. In an interview with five British and 
American newspapermen Mr. Ford said, when asked for his views on prohibition: 

"It is a fine thing. I believe it will become world-wide. I never touch liquor. 
I do not like it. Both alcohol and tobacco are bad. Alcohol destroys the brain 
cells just as tobacco does. Both lower a man's e:fficiency. I believe that 
industrial competition will force prohibition upon the whole world." 

JUST LIKE WISCONSIN 

Senator Blain Introduces Bill Forg~tting 
· There is an Eighteenth Amendment 

Wisconsin has broken out again. The 
Federal government would deal with Pro
hibition only in relation to interstate and 
foreign commerce, and li(!uor in such 
traffic would be termed intoxicating when 
containing more than 2%, per cent of al·~ 
cohol under a bill introduced in the Unit
ed States senate by Senator Blaine, of 
Wisconsin, as an amendment to the Vol-
stead Act. · 

In the United States, physicians hold .. 
ing permits would be permitted to pre
scribe liquor for medicinal purposes for 
use anywhere, limited to one pint of spir
ituous liquor, cne quart of vinous liquor, 
o:: four quarts of malt liquor within any 
period of ten days. 
S~nator Blaine says: "My measure 

would make it possible for the ador>t.ion 
by respective states of the most desirable 
system operating in Canada and else
where where prohibition has been pro
hibited." 

There is as muc~1 chance of Senator 
Blaine's bill passing co!l-sress as t.here is 
of Al Smith being elected a Methodist 
bishop at the May conference uf that 
church. 

Savings deposits in the United States 
have more than doubled in the last ten 
years, according to George L. \Voodward, 
president of the savings bank division of 
the American Bankers Association. 

TfXAS DE~iOCRATS DRY 

Harmony Conference Addressed by 
Governor Moody, \tVho Op

poses AI Smith 

Texas Democratic leaders a ~ a h:1rmony 
conference held in Dallas, April 7, went 
on record in favor of a st!'ong prohibi
tion plank in the national party platform, 
and recommended that the state's delega
tion be instructed to vote for presidential 
candidates . who support such a plank. 
Governor Dan Moody of Texas voiced out
spoken opposition to the candidacy of AI 
Smith. Governor Moody said: 

"Smith's candidacy as expounded by his 
chief suportei·s is based on the fact that 
he is opposed to prohibition, and upon 
the theory that his opposition to prohibi
tion will carry certain votes in the north 
and east which would otherwise be Re
publican. In other words, it is the hope 
of his candidacy to produce a revolt in 
the Republican party, as against which 
'revolt' we have a threatened revolution 
in the Democratic party in the south. To 
my mind the soundness of sucll political 
psychology is more than o~n to serious 
doubt. Most of the voters will make up 
their minds to Governor Smith's candi
dacy because of his position upon the 
subject of prohibit ion, that this, the chief 
argument for his nomination, is expedien
cy, an d that is contrary to the best tra~ 
ditions of democracy. " 

Mrs. Pattangall, an ardent dry, and for 
years a member of the Democratic N~
tional committee, withdrew as a candi
date for delegate to the National conven·· 
tion at Houston. She is strongly opposed 
to Smith. As the convention ended, one 
of the leaders remarked that, "TodaY has 
sounded the death knell of the Democrat-
ic party in Maine." . SCOTLAND IS GROWING DRIER 

M. M. Crane, who delivered the keynote 
speech, declared he wanted a platform 
which would bind the federal government 
to prohibition enforcement. He said: "The 
nomination of Al Smith would be most 
unfortunate." Mr. Crane's opDosition to 
the New York governor was that "if he 
were nominated, his attitud"' on prohibi· 
tion would obscure the main issue, that 
of the scandal within the ranks of theRe
publicans." 

The Republican sta:e conventiOn sent 
an uninstructed delegation to Kansas 
City, and adopted the following on pro
hibition: 

Prohibition is now firmly entrench
ed in the Constitution of the United 
States, as well as in the hearts a.nd 
minds of a great majority of our !)eo
ple, v,ho have come to realize its ben
efits. \Ve renew our pledge of loj•alty 
to the cause of prohibition as express
ed in the Eighteenth Amendment and 
laws supplementary thereto, and shall 
vigorously oppose an:y and n.ll at
tempts to repeal or weaken them. We 
again plcdg·c our party to a loyal ob-

(Chl·istian Science Monitor) 
Jol:n Barleycorn is waging a losing fight in Scotland. The conviviality which sul

lied the otherwise exquisite pages of Burns has greatly diminished, and if the signs 
are read aright the feeling toward its extinction is spreading rapidly. One sign of no 
little import in this respect is the rejection by the Chamber of Agriculture of the dis
tillers' appeal for the exertion of p!'cssure on the government to reduce the cluty on 
liquor. The appeal was cast in an economic mold, ·and was desi:_rned to show the farm
ers that they were losing heavily through the import of foreign liquors and the reduced 
co~lst'.mp ~ion of home-grown barley from which whisky is made. 

Tl;e appe~l produced exact.ly the opposite effect from that intended. Inde~d. no 
regre~ •. -as exp: ess!:c that forty distilleries had been closed since the v:ar, and one nem
ber of the chamber even went so far as to say that if the incre:1sed duty had made 
Scotl ~,nd mm e soi;er, the best th~n5 they could do would be to raise the duty by an
oth~r 23 per cent. It is apparent thJ.t liquor in Scotland is falling on hard times, and 
that e·,;en if the climate is still wet, the country i.s growing drier all the time. 

The tenth national convention of the 
Y. W. C. A. meeting in Sacramento, Cal., 
April 20, included in the program recom
mended to the associations of the nation, 
a recommendation that careful attention 
be g-in n to prohibition enforcement and 
observance. 
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l[inois and Chicago Clean Horse 
Good citizens throughout the country rejoice wi th 

th:; citizens of Illin ois over the decisive defeat in the 
pr j maries, April J 0, of that faction of the domin!lnt 
p arty in that state whose leaders we:e, resp?nSlble 
fer the state and city and county admimstratwns. 

Perhaps the most encouraging feature of this pri
mary election was the size of the vote cast. What
ever may have been the shortcomings of th_e pri
m~rv election system in the past, that system IS cer
tainly vindicated by the result achieved at this no
table primary election in Illinois .. It indicates th~t 
the pr:mary system is a success If. the vote~s w1~l 
mnJ~e use of it. Heretofore where It has failed to 
put high-grade candidates into the field it has been 
in a lurge measure because of the stay-at-home vote. 

Illinois and especially Chicago, was suffering from 
misrule perhaps as no other state and city iR the 
natlcn has been called upon to endure. Mayor 
Thompson of Chicago and State's Attorney Crowe 
cf Coole county (Chicago) apparently were utterly 
indifferent to the activities of the bootleggers and 
the hijackers and the bomb-throwers. The people 
had become convinced that bootlegging could not 
have been carried on so extensively as it was in Chi
ca;;o except under protection of somebody high in 
governmental authority. There was only one remedy 
in sight, and the people have applied that remedy. 

Perhans the biggest surprise to these unworthy 
public of'Hcials who were seekit?.g ~e-elec.tion a~~ the 
leacn~rs who were backing them In their amb1t10ns, 
was the large number of ·voters who went to the 
polls. It was a veritable stampede. 

There was practically no contest in the Democratic 
primaries either in state or city. This partly ac
counts for the overwhelming Republican vote cast, 
a vote of almost ten Republican ballots to one Dem
ocratic ballot. However, the difference is so large 
that it can't offer much encouragement to those 
... vets who have been telling the people that if AI 
Smi,~.h is nominated for President he will carry Il
linois. 

The wet and dry issue was a vital issue in t:1e 
R.epublican primaries, for Thompson's faction had 
ope-nly declared in favor of repeal of the Eighteenth 
l:..m;n rlment and a beer and wine program. The 
prohibition question will be an issue in the Novem
ber ~!Actions, especially in the senatorial contest. . 

Tl1e Democratic nominee for United States Sena
tor was Anton Cermak, who was nominated without 
opposition on an anti-prohibition platform. His one 
hcpe lay in the nomination of Frank Smith, who 
twice has been refused a seat by the United States 
Senate, first after having been elected, then after 
appointment. If Smith had been nominated it is 
practically certain that an independent candidate 
would have been put into the field, thereby dividing 
the Republican vote and giving Cermak his chance. 
The successful nominee, State Senator Glenn, is said 
to be acceptable to the drys. If the Republican nom
inee for state's attorney of Cook county, Judge 
Swanson, is elected, it will mean that the county will 
have a prosecutor who is in sympathy with the pro
hibition law and who believes in the enfo:rcement of 
the law. 

Illinois and Chicago are to be con!2Tatulated upon 
the splendid work accomplished April 10. 
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MOST MINISTERS 
HAVE DISCOVERED THAT PRACTICALLY EVERY 
MAN AND WOMAN IN THEIR CONGREGATIONS 
FINDS 

TIME 
TO DO 

ANYTHING 
THEY 

REALLY 
WANT 

TO DO 
VliTH VERY ·FEW EXCEPTIONS. PRACTICALLY 
EVERY MINISTER A..~D EVERY CHURCH 
FINDS 

A WAY 
TO HELP 

ANY 
MOVEMENT 

THEY 
ARE 

REALLY 
INTERESTED 

1'1 
IN OTHER Vv"ORDS, ANY MINISTER OR ANY 
CHURCH THAT REALLY WANTS TO HELP KEEP 
THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 
'WILL 

FIND 
A vVAY 

TO HELP 
FINANCE / 

THE 
ANTI-

SALOON 
LEAGUE 

OR 
SOMETHING 

MORE 
EFFECTIVE 

WHERE CAN ANYTHING MORE EFFECTIVE BE 
FOUND?-New Jersey Issue. 

Autos Bar Return of LiQuor Traffic 
One motor vehicle for every 5.13 pers:Jns, or a total 

of 23,127,315, were registered in the UJ;lited States 
last year. Of this number 2,898,386 were trucks or 
road tractors. This represents an increase of 1,125,-
922 vehicles, or 5 per cent more than in 1926, the 
Bureau of Public Roads said in a statement given 
the press April 11. after ~omniling the ft~ures re
ceived from state registration bureaus. Total re
ceipts from licenses and registration fees were $301,-
061 ,132. States with over a million vehicles were: 
New York, 1,937,918; California, 1,693,195; Ohio, 1,-
570,734; Pensylvania, 1,554,915; Illinois, 1,438,985; 
Michigan, 1,154,773; and Texas, $1,111,407. 

Here is an unanswerable argument against the re
provides for only L700 Italians entering the United 
States. Deducting the trucks and tractors, there are 
practically 20,000,000 passenger cars on our high
ways and streets. These, together with the more 
than two million trucks threading their way over 
the highways from nor to south and east to west, 
present a scene that can not be duplicated in any 
other nation in the world. This unprecedented num
ber of automobiles is not only indicative of the pros
perity of our country, but it further emphasizes the 
fact that we are living in a mechanical age-as 
someone has said, a gasoline age. Any man or wo
man who is entrusted with a high-powered locomo
tive and permitted to drive it over highways and 
through city streets, must of necessity have a clear 
brain and steady nerves if he or she is not to con
vert that high-powered locomotive into an instru
ment of death. 

No driver with brain befuddled by alcohol can suc
cessfully guide the present-day automobile throug-h 
the congested traffic. It is unthinkable that in this 
day of the automobile the legalized sn.loon, or legal
jzed liquor, regardless of how that liquor might be 
dispensed, can ever be restored. 

It simply can not be. If there were no other rea
son, here is an all-sufficient reason in itself. 

Two Notable Decision3 
The Sunreme Court of the United States handed 

dow-n two decisions on April 9 sustaining two pro
visions of the Volstead law which had been carried 
to the high court for final interpretation. 

Both of these opinions are destined to have far
reaching effect tn the adv~ncement of prohibition 
law enforcement. In one mstance the court held 
that a prohibition enforcement officer was under 
obligation to report violations of the prohibition law 
and subject to a $500 fine for failure to do so. This 
sets ·to rest the contention of some public officials 
that it is a matter of their own discretion as to how 
far they will go in the prosecution of law violators. 

The case came up from Nevada. John P. Don
nelly, former prohibition d.irector from. th~t state, 
had been charged in the Umted States District Court 
of wilfully and un la wfu.lly falling to report a viola
tion of the prohibition law. A jury found him guilty 
and the court imposed a fine of $500. In sustaining 
this verdict the Supreme Court said: 

The failure to enforce the laws of the states 
passed to regulate or prohibi ... the sale of intoxi
c.ating liquor was one of the principal reasons 
for the adontion of the Eighteenth Amendment. 
. . . Those -who drafted and passed the enforce
m8nt act knew that national prohibition woulct 
be assailed by influences more powerful than 
those that had embarrassed earlier and less 
sweeping state laws. Experience had shown 
that it would not do to leave prohibition en
forcement officers free to determine what cases 
should be prosecuted and what ignored, and 
that mere imposition of duty to report offend
ers would not be enough. The infliction of pun
ishment for their intentional violations is an 
appropriate measure to hold them to the per
form::mce of their duties .... Intentional fail
ure of enforcement officers to report violations 
i~ dou~ly injurious to the public. 'It encourages 
offenders and disgraces the law. 
The other case sustained the padlock injunction 

provision of the Volstead law, with particuhr refer
ence to the responsibility of the owner of the prop
erty declared to be a nuisance. 

The gist of this opinion is that the padlock pro
cedure is not punitive, but preventive. It holds that 
where the owner has guilty knowledge of his prop
erty's being used for unlawful purposes, and does 
not take immediate steps to oust the tenant the in
junction stands unless in the discretion of the dis
trict court a bond with sufficient surety is accepted 
as a guarantee that the property will no longer be 
used for unlawful purposes. 

This case came up from Detroit. It recited that 
the owners of the property did oust the tenant, but 
did not do so until suit for injunction was begun, 
even though they had Had knowledge of the unlaw
ful use of the property some two months previously. 
The fact that property during the two months was 
probably not used unlawfully did not prevent the 
issuance of the injunction. 

If property owners will give serious attention to 
the pronouncement by the court that the padlock 
pr:ovision is preventive rather than punitive, it will 
save them considerable trouble. It will impress up
on them the necessity of taking immediate and dras
tic action to evict any tenant who is fotmd guilty of 
using the premises for unlawful purposes . 

Thus again the enemies of the Volstead law and 
the Eighteenth Amendment are turned back by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. All attacks 
made upon ·the legality and the constitutionality of 
the Volstead act and the Eighteenth Amer;tdment. 
have failed. It is apparent that the old liquor traffic 
will !lever be returned through the door of the Su
preme Court. The law is sound in every particular. 

No Comfort For \Vets 
No doubt fanatical wets will point. to that case in 

Toledo \Vhere Federal Judge Killits fined a man fifty 
dollars for not informing on one whom he knew to 
be making moonshine, as a case of cruel and un
usual punishment. But suppose this man who failed 
to report this felony had had knowledge of a coun
terfeiter's, operations, or knew of a murder that had 
been ccmmitted, or of any felony other than that o·f 
violating the Eighteenth Amendment to the Consti
tution. Until some wets are made to believe that 
the violation of the prohibition law constitutes a 
real offense against the Constitution and Federal 
statutes. they will continue to believe that any pun
ishment assessed for violation of that law is unjust, 
and they will continue to condone the violation of 
it by others. 

SHALL WE. HAVE A BDLT OR A REVfl LIJTION? to produce a revolt in the Republican party, as against which hoped-for revolt 
we have a threatened revolution within thtJ Democrati~ party in the South, 
wherein is the very lije and soul of Democracy." Governor Moody, in his "Harmony" meeting aC.dress, made a very signifi

cant statement. He said: 

"His candidacy (Al Smith's) as expounded by his chief supporters. is based 
uoon the fact that he . is opposed to prohibition and upon the theory that h is 
opposition to prohibition ':'ill carry ce,rtain votes. i~ the North and. East ~:hich 
v .. ould otherwise go Republlcan. In otr1-er words, tt zs the hope of Jus canazdacy 

Vve think Governor Mvouy is right. Thcs8 Democrats who a,re having 
the jim-jams over the prospect that Southern Democrats will bolt the party 
are depending for their success upcn Nort'1ern Rep:.1~1 licans doing this very 
thing. The record in p::> st elect ions proves that t h eir hope is n vain O!le , for the 
Republicans to bolt in behalf of a wet D~mocrat. TheJ.·e is no ouestion about 
the revolution in the South. The solid South is already beginn-ing to crack. 
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ON THE DUTY OF OFFICERS 
. From south central Texas, a section that was wet as long as the saloons re

mam~d, c?~e complaints that the officers are not giving the proper attention 
t~ m~mtammg order and enfoJ;,Cing the law at the public gatherings, dance halls, 
Picmcs, etc .. Every officer who is earnestly seeking to discharge his duties will 
naturally dnft to those places where duty calls. And in those sections where 
the bo?tleggers are more or less welcomed, they are likely to hang around such 
ga~henngs. Officers who do not want to discharge their duties will make it a 
pomt to be away from those gatherings if possible. Those who want to discharge 
their duties will be on hand. 

If: in those sections of the state, the good citizens will bring the attention 
of th~Ir officers to these duties we feel sure that improvement will be noted. If 
they have officers who will not do that, then this is a splendid year in which to 
change for the better, by electing officers who will discharge their duties. 

One wqrd may be said in behalf of the officers, that the pay for such services 
is so small that it hardly justifies their time. This does not justify their neglect 
of duty, but it emphasizes the fact that the pay shou.ld be better. 

Some several years ago the dry forces had a bill in the Legislature for better 
pay for the officers in the discharge of their duties, and the Anti-Saloon League 
was roundly "cussed" as wanting to bribe officers to do their duty. 

It is our understanding that if an officer arrests a man for violating the 
prohibition laws and takes him to the Federal court he gets no fee whatever. If 
the county officers will not enforce the state law, ·the constables and deputies 
are forced to discharge their duties without pay. 

"\Ve suggest to the citizens of those sections bothered by bootleggers, da:nce 
halls, and rowdy picnics to take the matter up kindly, but firmly, with the local 
officers, and we believe they will get some results. If not, look out for officers 
who will enforce ti1e laws. 

THE DEMOCRATIC PLEDGE 
(By SENATOR THOS. B. LOVji:.) 

At the Democratic precinct meetings to be held on Saturday, May 5, 
voters are to be required to take a pledge provided by the Democratic State 
Executive Committee. This pledge declares: "I am a Democrat and agree to 
support the nominees of the party." I intend to take that pledge in good 
faith, and to comply with it in good faith by going so far in support of the 
nominees of the Democratic party as my conscience will permit me to go, and 
that is all that that pledge requires of any man or woman who may take it. 

It does not legally or morally bind any Democrat to violate his conscience 
when he comes to cast his ballot at the November election. I assert that 
every Democrat may in absolute good faith take that pledge, and having 
taken it, still be guided by his conscience after the primary as well as before; 
that this pledge does not write over the portals of the Democratic precinct 
conventions: "Surrender conscience, all who enter here." 

This pledge is the same pledge that has been printed on the ballot at the 
primary elections for the nomination of State and County officers, for more 
than twenty years, under a statute passed by a Texas legisla.ture of which I 
was a member. It was agreed in the discussion of the measure in the leg
islature which adopted it, that, of course..~ this pledge would not bind a voter 
to· violate his conscience in casting his ballot at the November election, and 
the author of this pledged provision, in the legislature of 1907, has publicly 
stated time and again that it did not have, and was not intended to have, the 
effect of binding a voter to violate his conscience. 

This has been the construction placed upon this statute by the courts of 
Texas and by her leading Democratic officials, and by the people voting at 
the polls~ 

Greenhood on public policy declares that any contract which restricts the 
right of a voter to be guided by his conscience in casting his ballot is void, 
and this declaration has been adopted by the courts of Texas as the law. 

In 1922, James E. Ferguson, who had organized the American party and run 
as its candidate for President in 1920, was endorsed as a good Democrat by 
tne State Executive Committee, by its placing his name on the primary ballot 
as a candidate for United States Senator. 

He was defeated for United States Senator in the primary election, being 
2,bout the only bolter who has ever been defeated in a Democratic primary 
election contest in Texas, and after being defeated he supported the Repub
lican nominee for United States senator in speeches throughout the state, and 
has publicly stated that he would have voted for him had he been able to 
get home on election day. 

Notwithstanding this, the Democrats of Texas in the primary election of 
192.4 endorsed him as a good Democrat by turning over the state government 
of Texas to his control. 

In this same election of 1922 the present Lieutenant-Governor of Texas, 
Hon. Barry Miller, participated in the Democratic primary and took the 
pledge as a voter, and was defeated as a candidate for rep:::-esentative from Dal
las County. After the primary election he heartily supported the Republican 
nominee for United States Senator: and the sworn records show that a cam
paign fund of more than $70,000.00 was raised and spent in the unsuccessful 
effort to elect the Republican nominee for United States Senator, and to de
feat the Democratic nominee and that Governor Miller, on November 2, 1924, 
contributed $250.00 in cash to this huge fund. 

Notwithstanding this record, however, Governor Miller was endorsed as 
a good Democrat in 1924 by having his name placed on the primary ballot as 
a candidate for Lieutenant-Governor, and he was endorsed as a good Dem
( crat by the voters of Texas, who elected him to that high office and re-elected 
him in 1926. 

In this same campaign of 1922 Hon. Ernest May of Tarrant County also 
f.UpDorted the Republican nominee for United States Senat or and urged others 
to do so in a public speech in whjch he introduced the Republican nominee at 
::~ oolitical meeting in Forth Vlorth. 

~ Notwithstanding this fact , Mr. May was endorsed as a good Democrat by 
A1 torney-General Dan Moody in 1925 when h e appointed him to the high and 
l1nnorable o:ffica of First Assistant Attorn~y General. and the Harmony Dem-. 
( crats are endorsing him as a good D2mocr at by admitting him to a prcminent 
place in their cou:ncils. 

Many thousands of Democrats who had taken the pledge at the Demo
cratic primaries in 19~2 and aft erwa.1..·cts vot ed for the R;)publican 11ominee for 
r ·n:ted Etates Senato!" were rfc"iv-d with op~ n a ·m~ a::1d cndoresd as good 
Dcmccrn.ts and vllcwcr1 to po.rticilJat~ in the D~moc.::at1c primaries of 1024:. 

In 1924, about~ 25D,OOO Te~ms Democ_ ats, of whcm I am proud to have 

been one, after participating in the Democratic primary that year, followed 
our consciences by voting f()r George C. Butte at the November election, a:rn.d 
we were all endorsed as good Democrats and urged by Governor Moody and 
his friends to participate in the Democratic primaries of 1926, and substantially 
all of us voted for Dan Moody for Governor in that primary and gave him 
the splendid vote by which he led in the first primary and won in the second 
primary. 

Having followed my. conscience in voting for Butte in 1924, the first time I 
ever put a pencil mark on a Democratic ballot in nearly forty years of voting, 
I was endorsed as a good Democrat in 1926 by the voters of Dallas county by 
being nominated and elected state senator. 

After this same primary of 1924, Hon. R. S. Sterling of Harris County fol
lowed his conscience and voted for George C. Butte for Governor at the No
vember election, and in 1927 was endorsed as a good Democrat by Governor 
Moody in appointing him to the high office of State Chairman of the State 
Highway Commission of Texas, and by the Democratic State Senate of Texas 
in confirming him. · 

·Also, in 1924, Hon. R. H. Baker supported George C. Butte for governor 
at the November election and in 1927 was endorsed as a good Democrat by 
G~vernor Moody and by the Democratic State Senate of Texas, in being ap
pomted and confirmed to the high office of chairman of the Board of Prison 
Commissioners of Texas. 

And Governor Moody endorsed as good Democrats by appointing, and the 
State Senate of Texas endorsed as good Democrats by confirming, various oth
er men and women to high offices who supported Butte at the November 
election, after participating in the Democratic primaries of 1924. 

And the legislature of Texas, almost unanimously Democratic iri. both 
hous8s, in 1927, by express legislative act, endorsed as good Democr~~s all of 
us who voted for Butte after taking the pledge in 1926, and all of those who 
voted for Peddy after taking the pledge in 1924, and all of those who voted the 
American party ticket in 1920, by providing in terms that none of them, on 
that account, should ever be denied the right to participate in a primary elec
tion in this .state; and this legislation was enacted at the instance and upon 
the recommendation of Governor Dan Moody. 

Thus the courts, the state officials ,and the Democratic voters of Texas 
have construed this pledge as not precluding a voter from being guided by his 
conscience in casting his ballot at the November election, for it is unthin~able 
that Democratic voters or Democratic officials would give their endorsement 
to those guilty of violating their plighted faith . 

The people have adopted the sound view expressed by Abraham Lincoln, 
that in public affairs no official and no voter is justified in doing that which 
he believes is against the public interest because he has pledged or promised 
to do it. Abraham Lincoln said, on occasion, "My promise is out," but "bad 
promises are better broken than kept, and I shall treat this as a bad promise 
and break it whenever I shall be convinced that keeping it is adverse to the 
public interest." 

Any other view would be wholly unsupportable either in law or in morals. 

JUDGE POLLOCK NOT COYHNG TO TEXAS 
It was previously announced that Judge Charles A. Pollock, of Fargo, North 

Dakota, ·would speak und-er the direction of the Anti-Saloon League of Texas 
during the montlvof April. He was coming to Texas to speak, without money 
and without price, simply because he loves the cause of righteousness. We are 
in receipt of a letter from 'Judge Pollock that instead of coming to Texas he had · 
to go to bed with the flu, and would have to postpone his trip to Texas. 

We are. exceedingly sorry for this disappointment. Judge Pollock has been 
for about thirty years what we in Texas would call a Distiict .Judge. His record 
for law enforcement possibly equals any other in America. Als-o, he stands high 
in the legal profession, being prominent in the activities of the American Bar 

·Association. 
We quote from his letter: 
"I like you Texas people, and \Vanted to help along in the great temperance 

fight now before your people." 
We are glad that Judge Pollock holds out indications that later on we may 

have his services. In all of his many years' fighting for prohibition he has never 
received one penny for his services, except on one occasion he received one hun
dred dollars and turned around and donated it to a temperance organization. 
When he comes to Texas newspapers will denounce him as a grafter. 

AL S~UTU. SAID TO BE CLE .~NI~G UP . 
As is well known, AI Smith has prided himself in the past as being one of 

the "sidewalkers of New York." In order to hold the rabble crowd he would 
parade that side of his life, and was reported on some occasions to have made 
speeches from the sidewalks to the rabble crowd. 

But AI is trying to break away from that Bowery crowd, and clean up. He 
thinl<s he is going to be President. We quote from an article by Robert Talley 
which appeared in the press recently, as follows: 

"There will be less of the sidewalkers of New York stuff when AI Smith's 
name is placed in nomination at the Democratic convention. at Houston next 
June. If any slangy individual shows up down there from the Bowery sporting 
a checkered suit, a loud vest, and with a brown derby cocked over the tip of a 
long cigar protruding from the northwest C8rner of his mouth, he will probably 
be thrown out en his ear, if he starts singing 'East Sid2, West Side, All Around 
De Town.' 

"Fer this year the American public is going to be introduced to the new AI 
Smith-the man who has outgrown the environment of New York's East Side, 
where he once clerked in a fish market, and who has now discarded the brown 
derby fer the Tuxedo in dress, speech and habit, with a consequent addition of 
dignity and refinement that would befit a President." 

Al Smith had better clean up if he is coming to Texas. This Texas bunch 
will not put up with the filth of the Bowery. However, we think it will take 
more than soap and water to clean Al. Only the bloodshed on Calvar:• is suf
ficient for such a case and we are of the opinion that AI doesn't want that kind 
of a clean-up. 

Even if he did, his own crowd in New York would break with him. Jimmy 
Walker, the Jazz Mayor, furnished to New York by Tammany, wanted to quit 
drinking liquor becau~e it was ruining his stomach, but New York would not let 
him "reform." If AI cleans up too much he will lose the vote in New York, New 
,Tf·,.·.::.: "': r, MaryJ a l1d ani Massachusetts, and if he doesn't clean up enough he will 
lo~~ tl.:e vote in the South. Verily, he is between the devil and the· deep sea. 

.. 
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Page Six 

What the Current Magazines Are Saying About Prohibition 
and La\v Enforcement 

the amendment from the constitution? 
22.8; 77.8. 

W auld you vote to retain the Volstead 
Act as it stands? 65.6; 34.4. To modify 
it by increasing the permitted alcoholic 
content? 29.2; 70.8. 

(Reviewed by Emma L. Transeau) The issue of April 11, under the title 
"Progress of the Outlook Prohibition 
Poll" makes the following comments: (The Christian Leader, March 31, 1928) 

PROHIBITION UNDER FIRE 
JOHN R. SCOTFORD 

To the writer the wide-spread interest 
and diversity of opinion on prohibition 
means that "here at last we have a gen
uine issue." The plea for beer and' wine, 
he thinks, comes only from those who 
have a thirst which only the undertaker 
can cure. If they find it hard to get them 
it shows that the law is working. Legal
izing beer and wine would only add to 
present difficulties. 

The "disrespect for law" which disturbs 
some people is "not at all new" and did 
not begin with prohibition, and it is not 
as alarming as painted. "General respect 
for law appears to be increasing." 

The theoretical objectors who think a 
man should be allowed to go to the devil 
if he wants to, and that laws should not 
limit one's opportunity for moral choices, 
are not to be treated with disrespect, but 
they are few, and-

The American people are in the habit 
of forming their conclusions on the bas
is of practical rather than theoretical 
considerations. Most of us believe that 
it is our duty to protect our fellow men 
from needless temptations. 
Two arguments presented in support of 

prohibition are: 
Prohibition, in spite of all that can 

be said against it, is less of an evil 
than a legalized liquor traffic. If our 
memories were better, there would be 
less complaint about present day con
ditions. Those who can visualize the 
sights and smel.ls of the saloon rejoice 
that it is gone. But it is argued that 
the younger generation is indifferent to 
prohibition because it has no recol
lection of the horrors of the past .... 

Drunkenness is utterly incompatible 
with PTesent-day manners and cus
toms and the wide-spread use of auto
mobiles and other machinery. Ameri
can life travels a,t too fast a pace to 
tolerate the indiccrimniate use of a 
high explosive such as alcohol in any 
promiscuous fashion. 

Curiously the use of liquor has shift
ed from the poor to the rich .... If our 
wealthy people are so empty-headed 
that they can find nothing more inter
esting in life than what is kept in bot
tles, they are to be pitied .. .. We do not 
need strong drink. That Is the ulti
mate argument for prohibition. 

(Current History, April, 1928) 
PROHIBITION AFTER EIGHT YEARS 

Is It Succeeding or Failing? 
Answers to the question are given by 

Supt. F. Scott McBride, by vVillir,m H. 
Stayton, Albert Levitt, former special as
sistant to the attorney general; Chairman 
Pierre S. DuPont, of the DuPont Compa
ny; W. E. (Pussyfoot) Jol1n:::on; J. N. 
Campbell; Harry S. Warner; Gov. Albert 
C. Ritchie, and James J. B1itt. 

Justice to the symposium cannot, of 
course, be given in the space of a brief 
review. Such a presentation by the men 
who are the leading spokesmen for and. 
against the Amendment deserves careful, 
first-hand reading and filing for refer
ence. 

Mr. Stayton thus describes the oppo
nents of prohibiticn: 

The largest organizations fighting 
for the repeal of prohibition are made 
up of men and women who are not 
finanically interested in the return of al
cohoiic beverages, but who are interested 
in the preservation of the rights and 
liberties of the individual and the wel
fare of the country as a whole. 
He sets forth a long list of evils for 

which he claims prohibition is responsi
ble. The first is "tremendous loss of rev
enue to the government" and the last is 
"loss of prestige and spiritual influence of 
the evangelical churches." He measures 
public sentiment by straw votes and ref
erendum election~. 

Mr. DuPont criticizes prohibition as a 
method, says it was invoked as a remedy 
for drunkenness and drunkenness sti~ 
prevails. He criticizes "prohibitionists" for 
not doing what the temperance move
ment has been doing for a hundred years, 
namely, spreading knowledge obtained 
from competent investigators and observ-

ers as to the injurious results of alcoholic 
beverages. The supporters of prohibition 
are "zealots who have been led almost to 
a frenzy in their desire to reform others." 
They have been impelled "from seeing 
some dear relative fall into alcoholic ex
cesses" and have not had sufficient re
spect for law to deliver over their miscre
ant friends and relatives for the punish
ments which "laws a plenty" provide 
against drunkenness. etc. 

Thus these new voices in the discussion 
of the liquor problem reveal the result of 
their past indifference to the subject. 
More actual knowledge of the facts in the 
problem and also of what has been done, 
more constructive interest in the progress 
of the solution would save them from the 
bitterness of spirit they now express. Mr. 
DuPont's prescription for prohibitionists 
-more actual knowledge of the thing 
prohibition prohibits-is the remedy most 
needed by the anti-prohibitionists. And 
that knowledge is not as inaccessible as 
many of them appear to think. 

(The Outloolc, April . 4, 1928) 
WHAT DO YOU THINK OF PROHI

BITION? 
The "Prohibition Poll" which the Out

look started March 14 is bringing returns 
at the rate of over a thousand a week. 
They are being tabulated into age, sex 
and territorial groups. 

The questionnaire was confined to the 
Outlook's readers, thus securing the 
thoughtful consideration of a highly intel
ligent and public spirited class. 

The questions called for opfnions as to 
(1) the moral and social aspects of drink
ing; (2) what the Eighteenth Amendment 
and the Volstead Act have accomplished; 
(3) home-brewing and bootle;?;ging; (4) 
retention and modification of the amend
ment. 

The character of the answers to some 
of the most important questions reported 
in the first installment of replies (April 
4) is here indicated by percentages, the 
yes answers first, followed by the noes. 

All drinking of intoxicating beverages 
morally wrong, 34.4; 65.6. All drinking 
of intoxicating beverages a social men
ace, 55.9; 44.1. All making of intoxi
cating beverages a social evil, 53.4; 46.6. 

In favor of the Eighteenth Amend
ment at time of passage, 76; 24. Was its 
main purpose to (a) destroy the com
mercial liquor traffic? 83; 17, (b) effect 
a moral reform? 84.5; 15.5, (c) impose 
total abstinence? 63.2; 36.8, (d) avert 
an economic waste? 83; 17. ' 

Adopted as a result of (a) a real 
majority opinion, 72.5; 27.5, (b) war 
hysteria, 29.6; 70.4, (c) organized propa
ganda 53.9; 46.1, (d) controllable by no 
other means, 78.5; 21.5. 

Result of Amendment: Improved con
ditions in your neighborhood, 72.4; 
27.6; better general social conditions, 
71.4; 28.6; conditions in some groups of 
the population better, 90.8; 9.2; condi
tions worse in some groups of the pop
ulation, 58.2, 41.8. 

Would you vote to retain the Eight
eenth Amendment as it stands? 70.9; 
2!).1; to abandon our policy of national 
control of the liquor traffic by strikin~ 

There is no marked ch~nge in tl;le 
general results save a tendency towards 
increased dryness, as the votes from 
smaller towns and country districts are 
added to the total figures. 
Analysis of the answers on the basis of 

age shows that a larger per cent of the 
older men (33.1) than of the younger men 
(23.1) consider all drinking morally 
wrong-43.5 per cent of the younger wom
en, 53.7 per cent of the older. 

A larger percentage of the younger 
than of the older have changed from fa- . 
voring the Amendment originally to not 
favoring it now. The c'1ange with tne 
younger men is from 67.5 to 58 per cent;. 
with the older from 77.4 to 73.7. "No such 
marked changes in opinion have occurred 
among the groups of women." 

For the answer to the difference be
tween the younger and older voters two 
explanations have been offered. First, 
that the younger groups are more in-: 
terested in individual liberty of action 
that the older; second, that the older 
group are much more familiar with the 
workings of the saloon. That this sec-. 
ond explanation contains large ele
ments of truth is confirmed by the hun
dreds of · letters which have accom
panied the returned ballots. Summed 
up, these letter say: "\Ve have seen the 
saloon in action. Thank you, we will 
have no . more of it in ours." 

ANTICS BY MAINE DEMOCRATS 

The biennial state Democratic conven
tion of Maine, April 3, by a vote of 489 to 
174, instructed the 12 delegates to the na
tional Democratic convention to cast their 
vote as a unit for governor Alfred E. 
Smith for president. It then adopted a 
platform of principles containing a pro
hibition plank, which says: 

We stand for the Eighteenth Amend- ' 
ment and for the efficient, vigorous, 
honest and· sincere enforcement of the 
laws enacted thereunder, as well as 
all other laws. 
Evidently the Maine Democrats are 

striving to please both wets and drys. 
However, this is not saying that they are 
succeedin~. The fact is, they are fooling 
no one in either camp. 

NEVI YORK CLUB RAIDED 

A night club occupying an entire four .. 
story brownstone residence in West 53rd 
Stree~ .. New York City, and surrounded by 
the town houses of wealthy New Yorkers, 
was raided by prohibition agents, three 
men and two women, on the night of Ap
ril 10. The agents are reported to have 
seized 15 cases of liquor, including 6 cases 
of champagne. Nearly 150 men and wom
en attired in evening clothes were in the 
club. The owners gave their- names as 
John Jonmids, Nicholas Prunis, and Peter 
r::leboras. 

On March 30 a federal gmnd jury in 
Chicago indicted 22 persons, including a 
suburban mayor and six prohibition 
ar;ents, in its second major move to end 
illegal manufacture and distribution of 
liquor. 

LIQUOR AND ACCURACY 
Dear Editor: 

In answer to your request for letters discussing the question of prohibition, I 
would ask that you give me a little of your space. 

May we take- a concrete example and work with it? A good friend of mine has 
just given me a quart of good pre-war stuff, and I have it sittirlg by my typewriter 
table as I write this letter. Now who has the right to pass a law saying that I cannot 
take a little drink of this liquor when I want to? It is an infringement upon the rights 
of the good American people. 

By-the-way, Mr. Editor. I might mention that I have taken a sample of the 
stuff, and it is as good as I ever drank. But to get back to the subject, it is written 
in the Constitution of the United States that the personal liberty cf a person of these 
States will never be molested. Now by preventing me from taking a drink is cer
tainly infringing upon my right as an American citizen. 

As I write, Mr. Editor, I have taken a couple more drinks. Now to take another 
angle of the situation. Supposx i want to call in a frnd of m mine a& give him a little 
drink. xx i don8t see why i canSt do that so that my frend can enjou this goos whiskey 
too. That seems like tp me that i haven8t been gibem my right privelegex. 

By*the*way, mr. Editor, i oughta say that thw quart is nearlu gone/ i wish you 
were here so you coulf enjou ti with me. i bet you or out right noe drinkb g somw o~ 
this rottpn stuf these bpptleggers se;l. that is snother thing. This bad stu f n 1inz thw 
:1eaJth of our good. Americsn citixenz ; mr. Editor, i thinj this xkjs prohibot iom stuff is 
thw worsr thing xwqa nkw- -* ,zl. 

-Atlantic's Antics-Monthly publication of the Atlantic Life Employees' Association. 

SLOGAN PRIZE AWARD 
Contest for Slogan Prize Conducted 
by Anti-Saloon League of America 

Inspired Delivery of Many 
Anniversary Sermons 

The first place in the Anti-Saloon 
League of America anniversary slogan 
contest was awarded for the words "The 
issue is AMERICA AGAINST ALCOHOL" 
This slogan was submitted by Henry H. 
Barstow of Auburn, New York. 

The second prize was given to Helen M. 
Gardenier of Hannibal, New York, for 
the slogan "Cooperate for "Law Enforce .. 
n1ent." 

The third prize was given to Merritt 
James of Bellevue, Kentucky, whose en
try in the contest was "Prohibition Pro
duces Prosperity." 

Other slogans selected by the judges, 
and winners of prizes for the same, are: 

"Present prohibition plus constant ed .. 
ucation equals final eradication," by John 
L. Sparge, Le Junta, Colorado. 

"Sunshine for all is better than moon
shine for a few." by 0. M. Brees, Brad
ford, R. I. 

"Preach and Practice Prohibition and 
Promote Prosperity," by W. F. Parmeler, 
Hope Valley, R. I. 

"An awakened church, aroused citizens 
and alert officials spell victory for pro
hibition," by C. M. Fogg, Pawtucket, R.I. 

"Dare to be a Dry," by J. E. Lewin, Fen
ton, Michigan. 

''Prohibit license to protect liberty," by 
J. F. Murrell, Gainesville, Texas. 

"We'll Never Give Up," by R. E. Owen, 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 

"Prohibition's llest friend is Father 
Time." by F. Waite, N. Portal, Sask. 

In addition, honorable mention is giv .. 
en to the following: · 

"Prohibition came of the people, for the 
people and by the people and it has 
come to stay," by Rev. E. A. Jackson, 
Kearney, Nebraska. 

"Necessities for the Family, not Luxu .. 
ries for the Bootlegger," by Elden G. 
Bucklin, Clepachet, R. I. 

"Obedience to law first, after that, dis
cussion," by Frederick D. Raymond, Eden, 
N.Y. 

"Let the drys tell their whys so the 
wets will lose their bets," by Mrs. Clare 
Feenstra, Mora, Oregon. 

"We fight to win, without, within," by 
A. William Lewis, D.D., Bend, Oregon. 

The Anniversary Slogan Contest was 
conducted by the Anti-Saloon League of 
America. under the direction of 0. G. 
Christgau. The committee of judges was 
composed of Dr. H. B. Carre, Nashville, 
Tenn.; Mr. D. King, Quincy, Massachu
setts; Rev. Wm. N. Forgrave, Boston, 
Mass.; Judge Cllarles A. Pollock, Fargo, 
N. Dak.; Judge Richard J. Hopkins To
peka, Kans.; Superintendent Atticus 
Webb, Dallas, Tex., and Superintendent 
S. P. McNaught, Des Moines, Ia. 

The slogans submitted 1n the prize con
test were first used in anniversary ser .. 
mons o.~.· addresses. One of the conditions 
of the contest provided that the slogan 
must first have been published as a part 
of a news report of the anniversary ser
mon or address. The prize was offered for 
the most striking expression of some 
truth, motto, sentiment, resolve or dec
laration relative to prohibition. 

The contest inspired the delivery of a 
great many anniversary sermons and ad
dresses and resulted in the publication of 
the same in hundreds of local newspapers. 
A number of states, including Rhode Is
land and Virginia, offered state prizes and 
conducted supplementary prize contests. 

CZECHOSLOVAKIAN ACTIVITIES 

A congress for social and hygienic work 
has been organized in Czechoslovakia to 
take place at Prague from April 24 to May 
2, under the presidency of Dr. A. G. Maz
arykova, daughter of the president of the 
Czechoslovakian republic. 

An important exhibition will be attach
ed to the congress, with a section relating 
to the fight against drugs, and especially 
to the fight against alcoholism. This sec
t~on under the direction of a well-known 
hygie:i.1ist, Dr. Svoboda, who has already 
organized in Czechoslovakia two success
ful "health weeks." 

At the congress itself Dr, Svoboda \Vill 
propo~e the orr;anization in every country 
of a "health week" which would bring into 
co':lts,ct all the e.iiorts f 1r social reform 
and tllc i:eformers them~elvc.3 . 
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HOW AL SMITH IS SWEEPING THE COUNTRY 
Every time a state delegation to the Democratic National Convention is 

selected, Texas newspapers bring reports that it is an AI Smith delegation. 
Most of these are uninstructed delegations, but practically all are claimed for 
Al Smith. They have been coming fast of late, and one writer in the Dallas 
News suggested that Smith is "breaking the speed limit." 

It would be interesting to know all the facts behind these reports, but 
this, of course, is impossible. There are, however, some facts available. 

TAMMANY GETS SMITH DELEGATIONS BY TREACHERY 
Four years ago Tammany Hall made up its mind it would force Smith 

upon the Democratic party whether they wanted him or not. Tammany is 
a powerful, secret, corrupt machine. It raises no scruples, for conscience 
sake, about how it puts over its program, just so they get by. 

MAINE 
The newspapers have been rather full of references to the "remarkable" 

action taken by the Democrats of Maine. It will be recalled that they in
structed their Democrats to stand to the last for a dry plank in the national 
Democratic platform, and then instructed their delegates to vote for AI Smith. 

A letter to a prominent Texan from a prominent Democratic woman of 
Maine who attended the state convention, tells how this was done. From that 
letter we quote: 

"The dry plank ln our platform that the Democrats in other states are 
hailing as a combination of drys and Smith supporters is very deceiving. Thr•t 
plank was written and agreed upon in order to get a dry man to run for gov
ernor, but with it was the agreement that each district should elect its dele
gates according to their own views and with no instructions. 

"When the rabble representing the very worst element went wild and 
took people in from the streets, including enrolled Republicans to help swell 
their vote, thus putting across the instruction clause, the other side went 
directly out of the picture so far as Maine politics are concerned. The candi
date f.or governor withdrew his name, five or six dry candidates for delegates 
to Houston refused to be candidates any longer, and candidates for minor 
offices have been withdrawing ever since. 

"If Al Smith is nominated at Houston, the September vote in Maine will 
send out the most outspoken word against him that any candidate has ever 
received. fhousands of Democrats will vote the Republican ticket. No matter 
what happens, it will be very hard to get them to come back and take an1) 
interest again." 

ARKANSAS 
It will be recalled that in Arkansas the Democrats were not all0wed to 

select the delegates to the National convention. They were hand picked by 
the state executive committee, and Tammany Hall had its henchmen working 
with that executive committee for months. Immediately when .it was selected 
they went into the press hailing it as a Smith delegation led by Senator Rob
ertson of Arkansas. We understand that Senator Robertson repudiated the 
statement that it was a Smith delegation. 

. OKLAHOMA 
The delegation selected by Oklahoma was immediately claimed for AI 

Smith but some of the delegates themselves repudiated the charge. Just how 
they will vote at Houston remains to be seen, but we do know that they were 
selected. The presiding officer aided the hoodlum element in an effort to 
steam-roller the drys by declaring their motions carried without much respect 
to the actual vote in the convention. 

MONEY PLENTIFUL 
On April 19th, Senator Heflin on the floor of the United States Senate 

charged that there is a c·ampaign fund for Al Smith, "the like of which Mark 
Hanna never would have dreamed." 

Senator Heflin's charge that money was used in Oklahoma and Iowa was 
immediately denied by Senators from those states. But the question arises, 
how could those senators testify in such a case? The most that they could 
truthfully say was that they themselves had not been bought. Certainly they 
could not go further, though they had the hardihood to try to do so. 

To believe that the campaign put on in behalf of Al Smith has. been with
out enormous funds behind it, marks one with supreme stupidity. 

Senator Heflin recently said upon the Senate floor: 
"I want Al Smith's henchmen called. Call Mayor Hague of Jersey City and 

ask him where he is going to get the $100,000 he is going to use to pay the ex
penses of the New Jersey delegation to Houston, in return for the pledge of the 
deli::gates to support Smith to the bitter end." 

MEANING BEHIND THE SMITH DELEGATION 
very few, if -any, delegates instructed for AI Srn~~h have been selecte,d from 

those states that will be able to carry their states for him at the gel).eral elec
tion. Those are all northern states, overwhelmingly Re~ub~ican. In all such 
states the Democratic party is very weak and made up pnnc1pally of the booze 
element, just as in the southern states where the Democrats are overwhelm
in2·Iy in the majority the few Republicans are usually made up of the booze 
element. 

Naturally it is very easy for. Tammany to persu~de thos~ ~ooze pemocr~ts 
to send a delegation to Houston Instructed for Al Smith, but It IS entirely a ~If
f~ rent question as to whether or not they can carry their state .for AI Smith. 
The fact is, Tammany has not the J:ardihood ~o make such :a. clmm. They ~re 
f,J mply engaged in picking a delegatiO~ that Wlll force Al Smith upon the parlJy. 
Ta~:e a few states claimed for AI Sm1th: 

( 1) Wisconsin: They claim 26 votes in Wisconsin, but Wisconsin has 
never in history given a majorlty for the Democratic nomin~e for presid.e~~· 

· l 2 ) Michigan: Tammany claims 30 votes for Al Sl'!lith fr?m M1cmgan, 
b:.tt Michigan never did give a majority for the Democrat1c nommee for pres-
ident, and never will. . . 

(3) Maine: Tammany claims 12 delegates from Mame for Al Sr~uth, b~t 
Maine never did and never will give a majority vote for the Democratic nonu-

nec. "ih f ( 4) North Da~wta: Tammany claims 10 delegates for Al S~nlll rom 
:north Dakota. They were hand-picked l y Tammany, and not elected b~ the 
people, but North Dako.ta ne-~er gave .its .~lectoral vote to the Demo?rats ~11: all 
its existence, and certainly Will not g1ve HS electoral vote fOI Al Sm1th agamst 
• dry Republican. 

TO DRY DEMOCRATS OF TEXAS 
Cut the following resolutions out, and see that they are passed by 

your precinct convention Saturday, May 5, and at your county conven
tion, Tuesday, May 8. 

Resolved, That-
(1) We are opposed to the nomination of Governor Smith, 

Senator Reed or Governor Ritchie, or any other who stands like 
they do against prohibition or its enforcement. 

(2) We favor a plank in the National Democratic platform 
to be adopted at Houston, Tex., unequivocally endorsing prohibi
tion as written in the Constitution of the United States and de
manding its faithful, strict and efficient enforcement by the Na
tional government and by the States, and we instruct our dele
gates to vote for reso1utions favoring such a plank. , 

(3) We favor the Democratic State Convention at Beau
mont instructing the delegation from Texas to the National 
Democratic convention to vote as a unit at all times in favor 
only of a candidate for president and vice-president who, by 
his utterances, acts and record is in hearty accord with such 
platform and who is openly and positively committed to the 
effective enforcement of our prohibition laws, by every means 
consistent with the constitution of the United States; and we · 
instruct our delegates to the County convention to vote for res
olutions favoring such instructions. 

(5) Illinois: Tammany is claiming 48 electoral votes from Illinois, but 
Illinois never gave a majority for the Democratic nominee in its history. In 
1924, Governor Yates, dry Republican, was running for congressman-at-large, 
against a dripping wet Democrat who made prohibition the issue. It was a 
state-wide election, and Governor Yates got two votes to the wet Democrat's 
one. In 1926 Mr. Smith, a dry Republican, ran against George Brennan, a 
dripping wet Democrat. Smith had the donation for his campaign fund by 
Mr. Insull around his neck as a millstone. They then brought out an inde
pendent Republican dry, all for the purpose of electing a wet Democrat. With 
all the handicaps Smith beat the whole bunch. Illinois will not go for Al 
Smith. 

THE REAL SITUATION 
These examples will indicate the real situation. Tammany, if successful, 

will have forced AI Smith upon the Democrats by the vote of delegates from 
states which cannot possibly be carried for AI Smith in the general election. 
To elect him they are depending upon the dry South, which section is now be
ing ste.am-:t;ollered by Tammany. Tammany is· holding the South by the nose, 
and forcing Smith down our throats whether we like it or not. 

But in November they must have the South to win. To scare the South 
into doing so. they will 'v~,ve the bloody shirt and Tammany will cry to the 
South, "You cannot stand to vote for a Yankee." Yet these same Yankees are 
now ramming a Yankee down our throat for our nominee. What is the 
difference? 

~lR. R. HARPER KIRBY GONE · 
The dry forces of Texas were shocked when the news came to the pub

lic press that Mr. R. Harper Kirby, of Austin, died suddenly, Monday, April 16. 
Mr. Kirby was at one time president of the Anti-Saloon League of Texas, 

and at the time of his death was a member of the Board of Managers of the 
same. 

Mr. Kirby was, at the time of his death, Chairman of the Constitutional 
Democrats, the name under which those Democrats who stand for prohibition 
first, last and all the time are at the present going. 

Mr. Kirby had just been in conference with Governor Dan Moody, Judge 
Walter A. Keeling, and others, presumably for the purpose of getting harmoni
ous arrangements between the so-called "Harmony" Democrats, and the so
called "Constitutional" Democrats, with a view of defeating the nomination of 
AI Smith for President. In this conference it appeared that some document 
that Mr. Kirby had at home would throw light on the issue involved, and he 
hastily went home so intent on his· conference that he forgot to even get in 
his own automobile waiting for him, went hastily upstairs, and the exertion 
is presumed to have been too much for his heart, already weak, so he crumpled 
upon the settee, dead. His wife was out in town shopping at the time. 

The doctors had ordered Mr. Kirby to cease his activities, and he had 
decided to resign as chairman, but when some of the wets intimated through 
the pre~s that he w~s getting cold feet on the question, he withdrew his res·• 
ignation and proposed to fight through to the end. He died literally a martyr 
to his convictions to prohibition. 

This has been the whole tenor of his life. He has given more of his means, 
to the cause of prohibition in Texas, than any other man ever gave. lie has 
been active in the fight through all the years. It is reported that he traveled 
in his own automobile 55,000 miles, and probably spent as much as a hundred 
thousand dollars for a dry State and a dry Nation. 

Mr. Kirby was a great success financia::::y, and is reported to have given 
something like two million dollars to religious education and to prohibition, 
and still remained a multi-millionaire, having made all of it himself. 

No man in Texas was held in higher esteem than Mr. Kirby. No man's 
motives were purer, no man's sacrifice was greater than his. 

A::."lother dry leader has gone to join the ranks of Dr. Wayne B. Wheeler, Dr. 
Purley A. Baker, Senator Frank B. Willis, and others \Yho are rapidly gathering 
on the other shore. 

·The torch has fallen from their hands. Let every patriot spring eagerly 
to catch up that torch and carry on to victory. 

To Mrs. R. Harper Kiroy we cx~end our sincere condolence, and ass·are her 
that the memory of her husbanri. will for long y~a:i."s to come be a sweet frag
rn.nce to us vvho are endeavoring to carry on the battle that vias so dear to her 
husband's heurt. Mrs. Kirby herself, one of the sweetest daughters of Eve, 
'"'as as devoted to these noble purposes as her lamented husband. She re
)Wl.ins with us to inspire and to cheer us in the battle. 
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Page Eight HOME AND 

HARMONY DEMOCRATS 
Dy J. WEBB STOLLENWERCK, Hillsboro, Texas 

The people, prior to the mass meeting of constitutional Democrats at Dallas, 
were very much in hopes that when said mass meeting convened it would show 
a unanimity of purpose among the prohibitionists throughout the state to the 
extent that they would present a solid front against the candidacy for President 
of those whose :records had forced them to be styled "wets." The resolution 
passed by the constitutional Democrats was scrutinized by the very elect and the 
word "only" was objected to, which was a very significant objection, if you will 
pause and cogitate. 

Since then a mass meeting of hand-picked Democrats has assembled at Dal
las and styled said meeting a "Harmony Meeting." Before this last meeting the 
people had hoped that the Harmony crowd would disclose their real purpose in 
assembling and be brave enough to emphatically condemn the candidacy of any 
man for President, who is opposed to the Eighteenth Amendment, the Volstead 
Act, and the states repealing the liquor laws that had for their penalty punish
ment in the penitentiary. These last named Democrats need not flatter them
selves in believing that the people do not suspect, but they really see the "nigger 
in the woodpile." 

It would be tragic indeed if this crowd ruined the bright political prospects 
of our dashing, brilliant young governor, for whom I have always voted. If .bY 
machinations of this hand-picked crowd Texas is inveigled into the Al Smith 
camp a,t Houston, he will be a politician of the moribund variety. Since he has 
been elected in advance as leader for this bunch and since he has said that he 
is opposed to AI Smith;et al, and is in favor of upholding the Eighteenth Amend
ment and the Volstead Act, why does he object to the word "word" in the· reso
lutions passed by the constitutional Democrats? 

If we have our way in Hill county, I believe the Democrats of Hill county 
will endorse in their precinct conventions, and especially in their county con
vention, the following resolution, in substance, viz.: 

"Resolved, That we are in favor of a strict enforcement of the Volstead Act 
and are unalterably opposed to any modification of the Eighteenth Amendment 
and are in favor of their enforcement, and we instruct our delegates to the 
county convention to vote as a unit and to vote first, last, and all the time 
against the candidacy of Governor Al Smith, of New York, Senator Reed, of Mis
souri, and Governor Albert Ritchie, of Maryland, or any other man who, as 
shown by his record, is against prohibition." 

Had such a resolution been adopted at Dallas, then all our discord would be 
at an end, except the distant howling of some antis who are consistently op
posed to prohibition from the local option days up to now. 

Four years ago certain leaders took advantage of the condition of the public 
mind and fanned a spark of prejudice into a roaring flame and were instru
mental in causing the voters to elect a certain officer whose administration was 
of the "et vir" variety, with emphasis on the ''vir." About 250,000 as good, clean 
citizens as any state ever boasted of rebelled at this in the November election. 

Now, instead of trying to remedy a wrong, and not insult the Christian sen
timent of this state, there is an effort on the part of certain politicians to in
timidate this bunch from participating in the precinct convention. Down in 
this neck of the woods the bunch who was most vociferous in their condemna
tion of this crowd and who are assisting the State Executive Committee in foist
ing on the voters at the precinct convention a test which has no legal founda
tion, are the same buhch who six years ago. during the United States senatorial 
race, forgot their pledge, which was in all things legal. There is a certain prom
inent politician in Texas, or he might style himself a patriot, who was very in
fluential in expelling from office the very man whom he afterwards assisted in 
administering the office, although same was held by another party. 

Now, if this crowd of harmony Democrats thinks the people do not under
stand what is going on, they are reckoning without their hosts, and on May 5 
and also on county convention day they will see that the people will recognize 
the voice of Jacob, even though it is disguised as the hand of Esau, and such 
men as Cone Johnson and his crowd who are making an open, brave fight in 
behalf of the people without any hope of self aggrandizement, will be the real 
leaders of the constitutional Democrats who really favor prohibition and are 
opposed to the laws being administered by any man who is against prohibition. 
The real prohibitionists hear the voice of Cone Johnson and are known of him, 
regardless of 1887, notwithstanding. 

For the sake of the record I will say for myself that I have always supported · 
the nominee of the Democratic party, regardless of who he, or she, was, and in
tend to do so in the future. I make my fight always before the nominee is de
clared, and will fight to the last minute at this time such men as Smith, Reed, 
and Ritchie, et al. 

AL SMITH. AND TEAPOT DOME 
United States Senator Robinson of Indi~na turned the Teapot toward AI 

Smith, and when he did so, the newspapers of Texas suppressed a part and dis
torted the rest so as to make Ala martyr. We feel that the people of Texas are 
entitled to have the exact words of the Senator, and quote from the Congres
sional Record, March 24, pages 5501-2, as follows. The reference is to a letter 
of denial from Al Smith: 

"Mr. President, I want to read now a few lines from that letter. I quote: 
'A careful search of the official records, made at my request today, confirmed my 
recollection that Mr. Sinclair never contributed to my campaign fund either in 
1920 or any other time that I ever ran for office.' · 

"But Mr. President, the ink had hardly dried after he had made his 'careful 
investigation' until either he or the newspaper men or some one else dug up the 
fact that Sinclair did contribute to the New York committee known as the Tam
many Spciety-and the country understands Tammany, and the country under
stands the relationship, I think, between the Governor of New York and Tam
many in 1918. Another contribution, according to the news reports, was made 
by former Racing Commissioner Sinclair to the Democratic county col!!,mittee 
of Nev.,r York-Tammany-in 1926. Yet the Governor rushes into print-giving· 
his letter to the press before it was received by him to whom it was addressed
saying that a 'careful investigation' failed to show any contribution from Sin
clair. If the Governor had waited a few more days after refreshing the mem
ories of those about him, his investigation might have determined that other 
contributimis were made by Sinclair in 1920, 1922, and 192'1. The Governor said 
none were made. A little while later it is conceded that contributions were 
made by Sinclair to the fund by which he was elected, along with others, in 
1918 and .1926. 

STATE April 28,1928 

"The letter is further evasive, Mr. President, in that nowhere therein does 
he admit to the American people that h~ ever appointed ~inclair, when the rec
ord shows conclusively that he appointed this man as a member of his admin
istration twice in the year 1920. The first time was in January, and the second 
time, for a five-year term, in June, in the midst of his campaign for Governor. 
Mr. President, Sinclair remained in office as racing commissioner until a month 
or two before his time should have expired normally in 1925. 

"Let me mention a date or two. On October 22, 1923, the Senate inquiry 
began. At that time Governor Smith was the chief executive of New York. At 
that time Racing Commissioner Sinclair was a part of his administration. 

"In November, 1923, witnesses from New Mexico told of Fall's sudden wealth. 
Sinclair was a member of the New York Democratic administration at that time. 

"On January 25, 1924, his attorney, J. W. Zevely, admitted that Sinclair 
loaned Fall $25,000 and advanced $10,000-for a trip to Russia. At that time Sin
clair was racing commissioner of New York by appointment of the Governor of 
New York, and Mr. Alfred Smith was the Governor of New York. 

"On January 31, ·1924, the Senate ordered Sinclair's lease canceled as fraud
ulent, and at that time Sinclair was a member of the administration of Gov
ernor Smith. 

"Mr. President, during all that period the Governor of New York never once 
asked for the resignation of Sinclair, his racing commissioner. Why? The only 
reason I can assign for his refusing to discharge him from his administration, 
or, at least, publicly ask him for his resignation, is that he considered Harry 
Sinclair a valuable public servant. -

"The Governor of New York must have believed that Sinclair, his racing 
commissioner, was rendering valuable service to the people of New York and to 
the country. Furthermore, Sinclair continued in that administration until the 
latter part of 1925 and then resigned. Why? F'or his own 'convenience.' That 
is the reason given. Was he requested to resign for ~he good of the state, for 
the good of the people, for the good of the country? No; he resigned for his own 
convenience.' 

"So it is difficult to see how the Governor of New York can get away from 
the fact that he knew all abount Sinclair and still retained him as a member of 
his administration." 

Every one knows that the Tammany fund was used . for AI Smith. Other 
candidates have not the convenience of hiding behind such a screen. 

DR. J. F. MURRELL WINS A PRIZE 
Dr. J. F. Murrell, pastor First Baptist Church, Gainesvill~ Texas, was re

cently awarded a prize offered by the Anti-Saloon League of America for nam
ing a slogan for the dry forces. 

The condition under which the contest was conducted was that a public 
speaker should use the slogan in a public address, which public address, or a 
part at least of it, containing the slogan, appeared iri some local paper. The 
merit of the slogan was determined by the brevity, pointedness and how much 
was expressed in the few words. 

Dr. Murrell's slogan, delivered during an address in his pulpit on the prohi
bition question, was couched in the following language: "Prohibit license to 
protect liberty.'' 

· We congratulate Dr. Murrell on the services thus rendered the cause of pro
hibiti:6n. 

ARE YOU REALLY OPPOSED TO THE NOMINATION OF 
COV. SrdiTH AT HOUSTON? -

. By HoN. CoNE JoHNSON, Tyler, Texas 
If so, read what follows-how can you say so at the place where your voice 

is heard? ,..-
Both the "Constitutional Democrats" and "Texas Democrats" claim that 

under their resolutions on instructions to be adopted by precinct conventions 
the vote of Texas will not be cast in the national convention for the nomina
tion of Governor Smith, Senator Reed or Governor Ritchie, but neither of these 
resolutions names either of these three gentlemen. 

I am sure the resolutions recommended by the "Constitutional Democrats" 
cover the case. But the people can settle all controversy and possible wrangles 
which may result between these organizations by the adoption in their precinct 
meetings of a short resolution about like this: 

Resolved, That 
We are opposed to the nomination of Governor Smith, Senator Reed 

or Governor Ritchie, or any other who stands like they do against pro
hibition or its enforcement. 
No man can deny the right of the people to speak out. Our Governor, at the 

Harmony meeting at Dallas, and before that, came out flatly against the nomi
nation of either of them. Others, including myself, have done the same thing. 
lf we can say that we are against Governor Smith, why cannot the people say 
so when the time comes for them to speak in their precinct and county conven
tions? Such a resolution in the precinct conventions will give both sides a 
chance to show that their resolutions mean what they say they mean and give 
the people themselves a chance to say what they. want. It will produce harmony 
in the ranks of Democrats. Pass such resolutions whatever other resolution is 
passed. 

The time for multiplying words is past. Governor Smith knows that dry 
Texas is not for hi.m; we had just as well say so now as to wait until the naticnal 
convention meets. 

The pledge of the executive committee to support the nominee of the na
tional convention is absurd. It has never been defended except to denounce 
bolters. The attorney general held that the statute under which the committee 
acted did not authorize them to adopt it. No one has answered that except to 
say that he has no right to give an opinion. The Constitution of Texas requires 
the attorney general to give advice to all executive officers, and every attorney 
general who has been called on, has given opinions to election officers, including 
county chairmen and private citizEns even. I advise all Democrats opposed to 
Governor Smith to go into the primaries and participate in them in good faith; 
to stay there and not to be bluffed out; to take the pledge where it is presented 
and not to be intimidated by any cry of bolting_ We are trying to prevent any 
delegation from Texas sacrificing pl'ohibition by h~lping to bri,ng about the 
nomination of any man who is opposed to it and trying to keep any Democrat 
from even wanting to bolt. 
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