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RALLY TO THE SUPPORT OF . 
THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE 

Editorial in Western Recorder, August, 1926. 

The New York World, broadly recognized as the most influential wet 
paper in America, not long since in an editorial said that if the United States 
wants light \vines and beer in this country, they must first put the Anti
Saloon League out of commission. 

The World gave· instructions on how to put the League out of com-· 
m1sswn. It said that the way to do it is to close the doors and pulpits of 
evangelistic churches against representatives of the Anti-Saloon Leagu~:, 
thereby cutting off financial support and informed moral support at the 
same time. 

Certain circumstances have tended to aid these liquorites in their 
purpose to bring cleayage betvveen the Anti-Saloon League and the 
churches. A definite tendency in the recent denominational campaigns to 
raise money has been to shut out from receiving contributions in the evan
gelical churches all causes, though they may be worthy, other than those 
included in the denominational budget. 

As a general policy, this has ·wrought well. But it has unquestionably 
been a distinct misfortune in relation to the Anti-Saloon League, which al
ways has been and no\v is worthy of the suppoh, the good ,.~:ill, the contri
butions and the prayers of the Christian people of this nation-and yet d·:)es 
not properly come \vithin tbe denominational budget. 

The country has been through and is yet going through the experience o~ 
having to receive the backwash of a hysteria o_f "investigation" of the Anti- . 
Saloon League and law enforcement, staged nearly ah~'ays at \Vashington. 
These "investigations" have not been made in good faith. The insistent 
recent demand for investigation is a part of a set plan vvhich has been 
·,vorkeh out and is. heavily financed by the wholesale liquor people of this 
countl·).~ to ihG end of using the machinery of the National Government :xncl 
the publicity which attaches thereto, as propaganda for the wets. 'f1.1e 
etTort is ii1 this way to put across in the minds of the public the idea that 
1n ohibition is a failure. 

In en~.ry instance the proof showed that the Anti-Saloon League's bP.St·· 
ne.-s has been conducted npon a high plane and is devoid of. any wrong 
methods or graft. · 

The daily press of August 16th, announced a new proposed "inv~stiga
tion." This time it is called a "prosecution." \Vet Republican Congre~·;
man C. H. Tinkham of 11assachusetts bas sent a letter to Attorney Gt:ncral 
Sargeant l t the United States demanding that the Anti-Saloon Leagt·.e be 
rrosecuted . . This demand is based upon the claim that the Atl.ti-~alC(Jtl 
League has set aside "one of the greatest constitutional guarant-~es of 
American freedom and liberty," namely the separation of church anJ State:, 
l\1r. Tinkham calls the Anti-Saloon League "this ecclesiastica-l politic:.tl or-
£·anization." 

The:-;e expressiot;s indicate the animus o1 the man. One of the former 
. investigations at \\'ashington brought out the fact from leading churchmen 

of all leading bod·ies .. as \Yell as from the officers of the League, in their tes
timony before the Committee, that ce~·tain funds that the investigators 
wantccl to prove that the League had gotten hold of for political ends, \Vere 
mythical. I\ ow, because the proof did not sho\Y that the League was guilty 
as charged. R epresentati:'e Tinkham \vould challenge the United States to 
prosecute the Anti-~aloDn Le,ague for perjury! 

\Ve have set cl~wn these occurrences for the information of our readers. 
The ou-.:.laught of the liquorites now being made against law enforcement 
and with the purpose of nullifying the Constitutional Amendment for pro
hil>ition is an outrage against decency and against every law-abiding citizen 
of the Republic. These acti\Tities deserve to be condemned and rebuked 
by ever_- good citizen and by en:ry Christian. 

The Anti-Saloon League has abundantly proven its fitne:'s to lead in 
this \York .of safeguarding American decency and law enforcement. 1 t ,,·as 
ne\'er more ·worthy of the support or more in need of the hearty support oE 
Christian men and women than at the present time. It is the one organi
zation today that is competent to stand eHectively between the homes of 
this Republic and their \\"Otdd-be-destroyers, these maney-mad wholesme 
}iquorites \-vho are behir~ all this agitation to destroy the Eighteenth 

Amendment and prohibition enforcement and to make the enforcement of 
all law a hissing and a by-word. 

The main function of the Anti-Saloon League is to educate. Its mar
velous success in educating the public throughout the years preceding the 
coming of National Prohibition, was a dominant influence toward securing 
the Eighteenth Amendment. The unfortunate and unjustified sense of se
curity and of finished effort fell upon the dry public on passage of the 
Amei.1dment, has reacted to cripple support to the invaluable educational 
service of the League. This condition must be remedied; 

The public is now at last a \Vakening to realize its serious mistake in 
"going to sleep" in the presence of the vigilant whisky foe, dangerous when 
outlawed_as before, and far more desperate. The obvious thing fo-r drys 
to do is to repent their negligence tO\vard the one organization in America 
which is competent to deal with the liquor evil. Good citizens, Christiai1 
reople. must rally to the support of the League. :Nlore than 600,000 young 
men and women come to the voting age in America every year. Millions 
have reached their majority since the unwise slackness in teaching work 
which fell upon the drys and crippled the Anti-Saloon League following the 
adoption of the Prohibition amendment. 

IT IS UNTHINKABLE THAT DRYS SHOULD ALLO\V THESE 
1\:IILLIONS TO BE DECEIVED AND J\rliS-TAUGHT BY THE \VET 
PROPAGANDA OF HUNDREDS OF DAILY WET NE\VSPAPERS 
IN THIS COUNTRY \VITHOUT A\VAKENING AND GETTING 
BUSY AGAIN IN A GREAT AND \VORTHY vVAY-ESPECIALLY 
THROUGH SUPPORTING AND STRENGTHENING THE \VORK 
OF THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE. TO YOUR TENTS, 0 ISRAEL! 

VVHY BOOTLEGGERS FLOCK TO DALLAS 
Dallas and Fort \Vorth are the rendezvous and general headquarters 

for the bo_9tlegging ·industry in Forth Texas. \Nhile their operations do 
not compare, even slightly, 'vith tl-ie liquor sold ovet~ the bar in former days, 
v-:hen we had one-third as many people, yet their operations are all too 
general. 

In 1913, the police record of Dallas showed 4)515 arrested for being 
drunk. In 1914 this arose to 5,205. But during the first dry year, 1918, 
the number fell to 532. This sho\vs \vhat prohibition enforced ·would do. 
Since then it has been climbing back up. In 1921 there were 1,338; in 1922, 
2,790; in 1923, 3,078; and in 1924, 3)956; and still greater for 1925. 

A blind man can see that there is sOt ething the matter somewhere, and 
it is not altogether with the law. Information as to v:hat has been going on 
in Dallas for the last five years continually finds its way into our office. 
But as that information deals with personalities, I-Iome and State has been 
rather slow to give it to the public. . . 

Nevertheless, the success or defeat of prohibition hinges upon persons-
especially upon those elected or appointed to office to enforce the law. The 
people need to know just what their public servants are doing. This is 
rather a difficult situation to handle. A number of the best men in the city 
can investigate and learn the facts with a view of giving the facts to the 
people as a guide when they go to the ballot box on election day, and yet 
some of the biggest crooks offering for office, if smooth of tongue, can 
talk with a lot of good people, and convince them that they are just being 
persecuted, and get these good people to enthusiastically campaign for them. 
If these crooks have friends or pals in their crookedness, members of some 
of the churches, and they are shrewd, they can s·wing a whole church be
l:ind the biggest crool". Of course this does not mean that the church 
"·ould knowingly do so, but '"e are speaking of how easy it is to deceive. 

It is for this very reason that a good man, or that the Home and State, 
will be s!ow to give out information, under some circumsta1~ces. They re
tnember the Biblical injunction "Cast not your pearls before swine." 

But let us look' at the situation just briefly. Last January the sheriff 
of Dallas county gave out a report that he and his deputies had arrested 
cleyen hundred bootleggers in 1925, and if we remember correctly, had seiz
ed 287 stills. He also gaye out a statement that the liquor bill of the Dal
la- people reached something like ten million dollars a year. And he had 
S"\YOlT to ~r~force: the la\v .impartially. 

{Continued on Page 8) 
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RESULTS OF PRIMARIES 
INDICATE DRY CONGRESS 

Primaries. Just Closed Seventh Na
tional Referendum as Dry Pol

icy Since Its Adoption 

70 PCT. PROBABLE WINNERS 
DRY 

Overwhelming Majority of Candidates in 
Districts Where Election Assured 

Are Dry 

Candidates who will contend for seats 

in the House and the United States Sen

ate for the most part ha,·e been chosen. 

The primary elect'l:orts are practically 
over. 

There are a few selections to be made 

in party conventions but the campaign 
has progressed to the point where a fairly 
accurate estimate can be made of the rel
ative dryness of the next congress. Of 
course there -is always the uncertainty of 
the outcome of the November election 
and the fight is not really over until the 
last ballot is counted in November. 

Drys must guard against over-confi
dence that might possibly be inspired by 
their successes in the primary elections. 
These successes can be a real inspiration 
to greater effort with always the possi
bility of making a greater gain than is 
even forecast by the primaries. 

It now appears that the next congress 
will be as dry as its predecessor. At any 
rate, the wets have not made any appre
ciable gains thus far in the campaign. 

Over 70% of Candidates Dry 

\Vayne B. Wheeler, general counsel of 
the Anti-Saloon League, gave the press 
last week the following statement con
cerning the results of the primaries. 

The popular approval of prohibi
tion has been repeatedly shovm by 
big majorities at the polls. In the 
recent primaries just closed, ror the 
seventh time a national referendum 
has been held in the choice of \'Vet or 
Qry candidates for the national House 
and Senate. 

Over 70 per cent of the candidates 
for the House and Senate in dis
tricts where nomination ordinarily 
means election, stand for the mainte
nance and enforcement of national 
prohibition. 

Of the 435 members of the House, 
394 have been renominated. Of these, 
295 vote dry and 99 vote \'\'et. Of the 
41 new candidates 12 are wet and 6 
have not declared themselves. 

Of the 35 places to be filled in the 
Senate, including long and short 
terms, the ·wets will not win more 
than 8, and probably not that many 
if the drys are alert. 

Enforcement a Dominant Issue 

Mr. \\'heeler expressed the opinion 
that the question of dry law enforcement 
will be a commanding if not a dominant 
issue in the V nited States for some time 
to come, until we have solved a situation 
which is Ghallenging but not alarming to 
red-blooded citizens. He says: 

The Eighteenth Amendment did not 
cause the existing lawlessness but it re
vealed it by lifting off the lid of license 
under v;hich the liquor traffic and its crim
inal product had long s'heltered them
selves. 

Few nations ever coddled their crimi
nals, permitting the delays in the admin
istration of justice, or gaye the law do
lators so many chances to escape through 

appeals and reviews as we do in America. 
Constitutional guarantees intended to 

protect honest, patriotic citizens, are dis
honored by being used as a shield for the 
most despicable of crooks. Countless 
needless handicaps are spread in the path 
of the officer of the law, while the bandit 
is favored by a host of technical pleas. 
Any effort to impose adequate penalties 
upon the criminals is thwarted by a m;s
taken sympathy which ignores the under
\Vorld menace to law and ord~. 

WELLER DEFEATS HILL 
Wets "Big Noise" from Baltimore 

in Congress Trys for Senate but 
Fails to Make Grade 

One of the most conspicuous defeats 
for the wets in the recent primaries was 
staged in Maryland, the home of perhaps 
the noisiest wet congressman of the last 
session, John Philip Hill. 

Mr. Hill was considered the lea;rer of 
the House "wet bloc" and it was a dull 
week indeed in Washington news when 
John Philip failed to make the newspap-

ers. He sought nomination for the United 
States Senate opposing Sen a tor Weller 
who was seeking re-nomination. Senator 
\Veller is rated a moderate wet. How
ever, the wets got solidly behind John 
Philip as there was no question about his 
uncompromising wet attitude. 

\i\T eller won the convention delegation 
of 17 of the 23 counties in the state and 
7 delegates in Baltimore City, a total of 
86 convention votes and 12 more than 
necessary for nomination. 

In reaching out for the senatorship Hill 
lost his seat in Congress. Had he been 
successful the victory would have been 
heralded as positive proof that there is a 
tremendous slum.p in the dry sentiment, 
notwithstanding the fact that Maryland 
is one of the three states without a state 
enforcement code in harmony with the 
Volstead law and is one ' of the two states 
that have never enacted such code. In 
other words, 

Maryland is one of the wettest states 
in the Union. When wets are unable to 
nominate their candidate for senator in 
a state as dripping wet as Maryland, 
what hope have they of ever electing a 
majority to the national House and Sen
ate? 

GUARANTEE OF THE PERMANENCY OF PROHIBITION 
By Dr. Ernest H. Cherrington 

"American prohibition will either stand 
or fall as a result of the supreme test 
through which it is passing today. 

"The rain of doubt and criticism and 
faint heartedness and abuse as never be
fore is descending upon this ·structure of 
prohibition. The floods of vicious propa
ganda, of insidious suggestion and false 
logic, are rising about its 'valls to under
mine, if possible, the base upon which it 
stands. The storm winds of violent op
position, of appetite and greed and polit
ical demagogery are trying the very fibre 
of the building. 

"Prohibition's supreme test is to de
termine whether prohibition is a passi11g 
!ad or a "permanent policy of free govern
ment, whether its foundations have been 
laid in sand or on granite." 

Prohibition has been in the testing 
period from its beginning and it has c;uc
cessfully passed the legal tests, the ex
perimental tests, the tests of public opin
ion and the tests of enforcement even 
under adverse conditions. 

"The strictest of laws and even the 
Eighteenth Amendment, ho,vever, carry 
in themselves no guarantee of permanen
cy of prohibition. Laws may be modified 
-constitutional amendments may be re
pealed. Political expediency may support 
tomorrow what it condemns today. Even 
public opinion may swerve and shift. 
Something far more fundamental than all 
these ~ust be found to guarantee the 
permanency of the structure of prohibi
tion and sobriety. The real question, 
therefore, is whether, in our day and civi
lization there are such factors in the case. 

''Coincidental with the coming of pro
hibition there have occurred two mo
mentous changes which are already pro
foundly affecting American institutions 
and American life. One of these changes 
is the industrial revolution in the throes 
of •vhich America now finds herself. The 
keyword of this modern revolution is 
'mass production.' The transformation al
ready taking place is almost unbelievable. 
Throughout the entire industrial realm, 
electrical current is rapidly substituted for 
human muscle. The conservation of man 
power by the use of intricate and delicate 
electrical equipment has served to trans
form the human factor in industry from 
the unskilled labor of yesterday to the 

highly skilled workmen of today whose 
imperative requirements are not muscle 
but keen eyes, quick wits, steady nerves 
and clear brains. 

"\Vhere in all this new mdustrial re
gime, with its complications and impli
cation, with its delicate machi.nery and 
equipment and with its exacting demands, 
is to be found the p~ace for beverage al
cohol? 

"The other momentous change which 
has been coincidental with the coming of 
prohibition is the all but complete trans
formation ~n means and methods of com
munication and transportation. 

"Time was when the newspaper head
lines would frequently charge a railroad 
wreck to a drunken engineer, but with 
110,000 locomotive engineers in America 
today, who ever reads ot a drunken en
gineer either on or off duty? The Ameri
can Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi
neers, with more than 90,000 members, 
is one of the greatest total abstinence so
cieties on earth. Why? Is it because of 
the Eighteenth Amendment? No; it is due 
to the great economic law of the age 
and the greater law of public safety. 

"This nation's agricultural and manu
factured products, a few years ago, were 
transported on short hauls by wagons 
with teams and teamsters, when if a team
ster happened to get topheavy with alco
hol he could throw the lines over the 
dq,shboard and depend upon the mules to 
avoid collision or the ditch. That cannot 
be done with a modern auto truck. 
America within two decades has become 
automobilized. There are 500,000 miles of 
surfaced highways in America today and 
the present investment of the people in 
automobiles and surfaced highways is 
already greater than the total investment 
in all the railroads and railroad equip
ment of the nations which has been de
veloping for a century. The Vnited States 
has six per cent of the population of the 
world, yet of the 23,500,000 automobiles 
in all the world, 20,000,000 are in Ameri
ca. Consider one moment \vhat the old 
beverage alcohol system of yesterday 
would m..ean today with 20,000,000 auto
mobile drivers! 

"The old age with its oxcart and 
stage coach and \Vater mill has passed into 
history and beverage alcohol must inev-

·DRY LAW TO STAY SAYS PRESIDENT 

Question of Modification Not to :Se 
Considered Is Word From Those 

Near Coolidge 

\i\That is the undercurrent today on Pro
hibition and its enforcement? Is the noi~e 
of the wets anything but noise? Are the 
people being stampeded away from Pro
hibition, or are they as determined as ever 
that the dry law is here to stay and must 
be enforced? What is President Coolidge 
thinking on the dry situation? What is 
likely to happen when Congre9'S meets in 
December? \Vill it proceed to make such 
changes as will be an aid to better en
forcement? What does the President 
think and what do other officials thi~k 
about it? 

Here is an interesting story sent out 
from the Summer capital by the United 
Press a few days ago. It is full of en
couragement to the drys. 

"As he questions prominent visitors, 
President Coolidge finds confirmation of 
his judgment that statutory prohibition is 
here to stay, whatever its merits. 

"This view is impressed upon him from 
all sides, by politicians, business men, civic 
leaders, and those in a position to detect 
undercurrents of sentiment. This view is 
held so strongly that the question of mod
ification scarcely enters into consideration 
at all. All attention is being focused on 
problems of enforcement. 

Sargent Arrrves 

"Atty. Gen. Sargent has arrived at 
White Pine Camp. Of many questions to 
be discussed between the president and 
Sargent, Prohibition enforcement will be 
one of the most prominent. Sargent has 
refused to consider any alternative to rig
orous enforcement. 

"It is possible that the pr~sident's dis
cussions with Sargent will result in his 
including in his next message to Congress 
an endorsement of the Goff enforcement 
bill which '"''ould centralize all enforce
ment machinery in the hands of Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury Lincoln C. At;t
clrcws, and eliminate the divided author
ity now shared by Commissioner of In
ternal Revetiue Blair. Andrews has inti
mated that enactment of this bill was es
sential to his remaining in office through 
the coming winter. 

Expect Dry Congress 

"It is the settled conviction here that 
the current Congressional campaign will 
result in a Congress just as dry as this 
one. Only in a few isolated case.s do the 
liberals stand any chance of replacing a 
dry. Their star candidate, William S. Vare 
of Pennsylvania, has become so enmesh
ed in the Pennsylvania primary exposure 
that it is doubtful if the senate will permit 
him to take his seat." 

SUPT. CLAYPOOL RESIGNS 

Superintendent Dr. Ernest V. Claypool 
of the Connecticut Anti-Saloon League 
h~s resigned to return to the ministry af
ter thirteen years of temperance activ
it). His resignation is effective Septem
ber 30th. The Rev. Dr. ]. Newton Lack
ey, pastor of the Central Baptist church 
of Hartford will be acting superintendent 
temporarily. Dr. Claypool expects to 
become pastor of a :Methodist church in 
Indiana. He was ordained forty years 
ago and has held pastorates in four states. 

itably follow upon their heels. For it can 
never be attuned to this new age of the 
skilled labor, the fast express, the elec
tric dynamo, the automobile and the air~ 
ship. 

• 
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How bad is it, 
~anyway? 

XS the Country ready for 
CONSTITUTIONAL PROHIBITION? 

Do -you know that the United States Brewers, 
~ ' 

Association, by fighting to a standstill the. trial 
Prohibition _measure adopted by the war- time . co11ference 
on alcohol of the Council of National · 
Defense forced the_ adoption of CONSTI-

The 

'' 

TUTIONAL PROHIBITION earlier than its 
friends had planned? 

You will be interested in reading 
the account of ~vents leading up to the 
adoption of National Constitutional Pro
hibition told by chairman of commit
tee of tl1e Council o~ National Defense, 

brewers 
ju.mped out 

of the 
frying pan 

IRVING FISHER 
PROFESSOR OF ECONOMICS, YALE UNIVERSITY 
In his book, "Plt0HIBITION .l\. T ITS WORST" 

into the 
.fire 

And now that Prohibition is here--- what ab• >ut it? 
Will it endure? Is it a blessing or curse morally? lias 
drunkenness decreased? Has it brought economic disaster? All these 
questions discussed in "PROHIBITION AT ITS 'VORST," and conclu· -
sions backed J>y official statistics, illustrated by graphs. 

Published by THE MACMILLAN CO. 
PRICE $1.75 the Copy 

Send orders direct to IRVING FISHJ:R 
150 Fifth Avenue, New York 
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Dry Legislation to t e Sought in December 
Announcement comes from the legislative depart

ment of the Anti-Saloon League that when Congress 
meets next December an effort will be made to secure 
the enact1~1ent of a number of bills designed to aid in 
dry law enforcement. All the measures that will be 
asked for in the December term of Congress with but 
one exception have passeu one branch of Congress and 
are now pending on the calendar of the other branch. 
All of these measures are designed to correct defects in 
the Volstead Act which have come to light during the 
years the prohibition policy has been in force. For the 
mo.st part they have the active support of the men who 
have been commissioned by the government to enforce 
prohibition and they should be passed. Their enactment 
will be a fitting reply to the \Vets' demand for modifica
tion of the Volstead Act. 

"Prohibition at Its \Vorst" 
The announcement by the ::vfcMillan Company of the 

publication of a hook by Professor Irving Fisher of 
.Yale University dealing with the prohibition question, 
will be of interest to the reading public who have come 

HOME AND STATE 

to know Irving Fisher as one of the leading political 
economists of the nation. 

In this book, ''Prohibition At Its \Vorst," Professor 
Fisher considers the effects of the law covering its seven 
year trial period from the standpoint of the scientist. 
Prejudice nor passion nor sentiment influences his de
ductions. To those who are acquainted with Professor 
Fisher's work this information is unnecessary. Those 
who really desire an unbiased report upon the moral and 
economic effect of prohibition, should read this book. 
No critic of the book can honestly say that its author 
is unfair to either the advocates or opponents of prohi
bition. 

Not the least interesting portion of the bo?k is the 
chapter giving an account of the events that led up to 
the adoption of the constitutional prohibition amend
ment. Professor Fisher speaks as an eye-witness . of 
and participant in these events, having been chairman 
of the War-time Conference on Alcohol of the Council 
of National Defense, the committee that recommended 
temporary prohibition during war-time ~ nd one year 
thereafter, the opposition to which actually resulted in 
the submission of the prohibition amendment. 

Upon another page of this American Issue are found 
liberal excerpts from the book. Professor Fisher fore
goes all profits for the sale of ihs book, the price of 
which is $1.75. 

Send your order direct to Irvi113 Fisher, 150 Fifth Av
enue, New York City. 

Modified Prohibition a Failure 
The Chicago Tribune of September 12 prints a story 

carrying an Oslo dateline and written by Andreas 
Backer of the Chicago Tribune Press Service, vvhich 
discusses Norway's method of handling the drink traf
fic. The introductory sen.tences ought to cause the 
Chicago Tribune editor a few serious moments of 
thought. They are as follows: 

Norway's experience with prohibition has been · 
summed up as the most tragic comedy ever wit
nessed in this country. A reform which was evi
dently calculated to produce celestial conditions 
has, after two years' trial, increased the public 
debt, made drunkenness popular, taught l.:nv
breaking as a pastime and created general dis
orders . 

And vvhat is this experience with prohibition? It is 

very much the same pro.position that the Chicago Trib. 
une is advocating for the 'United States. It is a system 
under which the so-called hard liquors are prohibited 
but which permits the importation and sale of liquors 
supposed to be harmless but carrying as high as 21 
per cent of alcohol. 

Mr. Backer describes ho\V under this modified form 
of prohibition, smuggling has increased and bootlegging 
is rampant. 

vVill those advocates of modification in the United 
States please explain what is the matter in Norway? 
Maybe they will tell us that the alcoholic percentage of 
permitted liquors is too high. They are asking for 2.75 
beer and wine up to 14 per cent in this country. Re
member that in Norway the permitted liquors can go 
as high as 21 per cent alcoJJOl~c content. At all events 
modified prohibition is an absolute failure in Norway, 
according to the Chicago Tribune's correspondent. It 
no doubt is, for as a preventive of drunkenness it is no 
better than any other license system. 

It is announced that on October 18 a referendum will 
be asked on the liquor question and it may be that 

·it will result in the abolishment of this fake prohibition 
law, although according to Mr. Backer, it is impossible 
to predict what the outcome of the election will be. In 
justice to Norway drys it must be stated that Norway, 
like Iceland, has been compelled to modify her prohibi
tion laws by the wine interests of Europe. In this case 
it was a commercial treaty with France whereby Nor
way is compelled to import 400,000 litres of Fr-£nch wine 
annually and is not permitted to re-export it. Norway 
was practically forced into ~cceptance of this trP:J.ty 
through certain trade relations. 

By Way of Comparison 
E. H. Gary, chairman of the board of the United 

States Steel Corporation, announced September 8 a 50 
. per cent expansion of the plant of the American Sheet 
and Tinplate Company, Gary, Ind., with an addition of 
1,500 to 2,000 employes. The expansion is to cost a 
total of $17,000,000. 

vVhile England and Germany are struggling with tloe 
non-employment problem and paying out doles to un
employed workmen and at the same time are spend
ing millions of dollars for intoxicating liquor, this coun
try is expanding its industries, has no serious non-em
ployment problem, and is growing more prosp·erous 
without the aid of the brewer and distiller. 

THE DRYS OUT-GENERAL THE WETS 
Money buys most anything, except character. Dollars for the wets, always ·out

numbering those for the drys, hav~ purchased the best brains in America that were 
for sale. The shrewdness of the campaign for liquor has alv,,;ys been acknowledged 
by the drys. Probably never before in the hundred years' fight has the liquor forces 
been directed by shrewder brains than it is today. Generally it is recognized that 
Elihu Root, one of America's greatest lawyers, is the brains of the outlav·:ed traffic. 

such an evil. Therefore the dry forces are going to stay out of the "Referendum,'' and 
refuse to vote. The state will go wet by default, and the result will have no influence 
upon public sentiment. Again the wets are out-generaled. 

Last spring the wets in Congress heralded throughout the nation that public sen
timent had turned against prohibition, and all that was needed to prove it was a ~ef
erendum. The drys answered, "We will give you the refereadum in the primary and 
general elections of the year. Put out your .wet candidates against our dry candidates 
and if the sentiment has changed as you say it has our dry candidates will be defeat
ed." But the results of the election so far indicate that the membership of the next 
Congress will certainly be as dry, if not dryer, than ever before. Again the wets 
have been out-generaled. 

They have freely said that they would give a million dollars for a man a'S able as 
\Vayne B. \Vheeler, and as conscientiously wet as he is dry. The Anti-Saloon League 
gets him for $8,000, a bare living in \Vashington, D. C. 

The wets lay great plans for the campaign of the present year, but their plans are 
not working out as they expected. In New York they control the Democratic party, 
and sought to control the Republican party. Yet many of the Republicans are dry, so 
they fixed up a plan that the candidates in both parties should be wet, ·and then submit
ted a referendum on the liquor question, so that the drys could vote against liquor 
on the referendum, and vote for liquor in the candidates and ease their conscience. 
Also the dry politicians hoped tbus to keep their records straight. 

• The drys immediately started a movement to bring out an independent ticket 
'\-Vith dry candidates. It is making such headway, that it threatens to spoil the plans 
of the \'\'ets. 

In Missouri the wets inaugurated a referendum on the State liquor la·ws, and have 
submitted for popt.tlar vote in the state in the N ovembre election "hether or not ~Iis
souri should repeal all of her State prohibition laws. That, so far as the State is con
cerned, would turn the bootleggers, rum-runners, and liquorites generally free to do 
as they pleased. Now the Yery wets themselves· are backing off from it. Senator 
Reed says it won't do. The Association Opposed to Prohibition says it won't do. 
It says that they are not fighting for the repeal of all of the laws, but only the laws 
against the sale of beer and wine. In this statement they are insincere. They want 
the saloon back, but are afraid to tell it. Doubtless what makes them back off from 
the Missouri situation is a realization that they are going .to meet defeat. 

In Hlinois, George Brenen, the wet Irishman, 'vho has been boss of the Dem
<:>cratic party in that State for years, is endeavoring to break into the United States 
Senate on his wet record, and staged a great theatrical to boost him that way. He 
had practically all the foreign born, and a few native born wets to sign a monster pe
tition for a referendum. And then heading the brigade they marched on to the Capitol 
amidst the flare of trumpets and the beating of drums, he boldly announcing that if 
they elected him to the Senate they would have their liquor back at once. It looked 
like that he \Yas invincible. 

The dry forces of Illinois took the stand that the referendum was illegal, uncon
ititutional1 and therefore wrong, and that they would not besmirch their hands with 

There "is a wisdom that cometh from above." The wets are unacquainted with 
that wisdom-even Elihu Ro0t cannot lay wise plans to defeat it. 

To Crown Queen of Texas 
Industry at 1926 State Fair 

In telling of the Texas Industrial Ex
position to be held under the manage
inent of the Texas Manufacturers' Asso
ciation at the 1926 State Fair of Texas, 
the Texas Commercial ;\ ews says: 

The Texas Industrial Exposition to be 
managed by the Texas State Manufactur
ers' Association at the State Fair of Tex
a~ at Dallas, Oct. 9 to 24, is gaining mo
mentum daily. At this time over one-half 
of the space has been contracted for. 
J\hny special features are being arranged. 
Texas Manufacturers' Day will be the 
outstanding event of the exposition. Pres
ident J. Perry Burrus of Dallas will pre
side at all sessions during the day and out
standing industrial leaders of the State and 
Nation will deliver addresses on impor
tant subjects. A Texas Manufacturers' 
Banquet will be held on the evening of 
Texas ~Ianufacturers' Day. to \vhich all 
manufacturers and industrial leaders are 
invited. 

A social feature of the Texas Industrial 
Exposition \'\'ill be the cr-owning of the 
Queen of Texas Industry. All Texas cit
ies are im·ited to send sponsors to repre
sent them, and from these the Queen of 
Texas Industry will be selected by a com
mittee of judges. \A,T e ask that all commer
cial organizations that desire to be repre
sented a sponsor that they make their 
selection early. The sponsors will be en
tertained by a special committee of ladies. 

Composite Displays of Cities 

Last year a number of cities were rep
resented by composite displays at the 
Texas Industrial Exposition, setting forth 
the industries of that sectio~, its trans
portation and port facilities, and the op
portunities for new industries. Every 
wide-awake city should take aclnntage 
of this and secure space for its industrial 
exhibit. Last year Fort vVorth had some 
25 of her leading industries represented in 
iL display, which v:as under the marS..1.ge
ment of B. B. Buckeridge of the ~lannfac
turers' and \Vholesalers' Association of 
Fort \Vorth. 
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DOES THE CONSTITUTION PROTECT BOOTLEGGERS? 
The Houston Chronicle, in an editorial attempting to defend the Texas 

new Search and Seizure Law, and criticizing the sheriff and police of the 
State for asking its repeal, an editorial referred to in another column, con
tinued in the following \Vords: 

''They, the officers, should know, too, if they do not, if the legislature 
bad undertaken to give them the power, ·which it withholds from them by 
the Search and Seizure act, such a law would not have withstood judicial 
investigation for an hour." We do not know whether the writer of the 
editorial is a la\vyer or not, but he speaks \Yith such legal atuhority that we 
suspect that it is Judge Norman G. Kittrell, Sr., who was a member of the 
ltgislature, and partly responsible for the law. That the members of the 
legislature may know just how much confidence to place in his interpretation 
of the Constitution, we quote a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, touching the very question he - brings forward above, namely: 
''\iVould the Courts sustain a law that permits a reasonable search v,rithout 
a warrant''? 

Frank Agnello had tvvo dwellings searched without a warrant. The 
case was appealed through every court up to the highest court of the land, 
the United States Supreme court, and they rendered their decision October 
) , 1925 (Agnello vs. U. S.), in which they make the following statement: 
(The search was without a warrant, but \vas an incident to a lawful arrest). 

''All went to Alba's bouse. Looking through the windows, those on 
watch saw Frank Agnello produce a number of small packages for delivery 
to ~apolitano and saw the latter hand over money to Alba. Upon the ap
parent consummation of the sale, the agents rushed in and arrested all the 
defendants. ]'hey found some of the packages on the table." * * * _ 

''The legality of the arrest or of the searches and seizures made at the 
home of Alba. is not questioned." * * * 

"The right without a search warrant contemporaneously to search per
sons lawfnlly arrested \Yhile committing a crime and to search the place 
where the arrest is made in order to find and seize things connected with 
the crime as its fruits or as the means by which it \Vas committed, as well 
as \\'eapons and other things to effect an escape from custody, is not to be 
dou btecl." 

It "·ill be noted that the above search was of those who had been legally 
arrested in the house, and the right appertaining to the legal arrest gaye 
them \vide privileges of search, even of the house itself. 

But in the other case against Agnello .• the search did not accompany a 
legal arrest, but the residence was entered without search warrantS. To 
show that our courts haYe always protected the home against such privileges 
of officers long before the Texas Search and Seizure Law was ever thought 
of, we quote from that court's decision as follo\\'S: 

''Belief, however well founded, that an article sought is concealed in 
a dwelling house, furnishes no justification for a search of that place without 
a warrant. And such searches are held unlawful notwithstanding facts un
questionably ~howing probable cause." * * * 

''The search of a private dwelling without a war_rant ts 111 itself un
reasonable and abhorrent to our laws." 

HOUSTON CHRONICLE'S DEFENSE OF THE 
SEARCH AND St!ZURE' LAW IS STUPID 

In its is~ue of September 5th, just _after the Board of :Managers of the 
Anti-Saloon League -had, by unanimous yote, requested the legislature to 
amend the Search and Seizure law, and not waiting to learn what amend
ments they advocated, the Houston Chronicle wrote an editorial, possibly 
{rom the i>en of one uf its editors, Judge Norman G. Kittrell, Sr.) who, 
as a member of the legislattue helped to foist upon the people of Texas 
the iniquitous Search and 5-eizure law, pu..ssed by the last session of the leg
islature. \\' e quote from that editorial the following language concerning 
1he Anti-Saloon League. 

''The zeal of the Directors of the Anti-Saloon League, is so extreme, 
that they appear to be \villing to subordinate every position of the Constitu
tion to achievement of the purpose at \Yhich they aim. They are obsessed 
on the question of prohibition enforcement and the people have ceased to be 
surprised at anything they adyocate." 

Certainly the Houston Chronicle is not "obsessed on the subject of pro
hibition enforcement." In the fir:-:t place the Board of Directors in the 
action taken did not demand the repeal. but asked that it be amended, and 
the Chronicle. so bitter against the Anti-~aloon League, could not wait to 
find out the facts. 

In the second place, just as -able lawyers as Judge Norman G. Kittrell 

ever dared to be comprised those members of the Board of Managers who 
led in directing what the League should ask for. 

But read further of its stupid criticism of the public for objecting to 
the law, and its stupid defense of the law itself; 

"But the public had the right to expect that a body of constabulary of
ficers like the chiefs of police would haye taken time to. read the federal and 
state constitutions and had got fixed in their minds the language of the bill 
of rights before they adopted a resolution to seek the repeal of the Search 
and Sejzure law, providing for a lobby to attend the next legislature with a 
view of achieving that purpose. 

"If they do not know, they should know that the law is but an elab
oration, and paraphrase of the Constitution, which every one of them has 
sworn to support." 

~ In reply to the above statement Home and State undertakes to say 
emphatically that it is neither an elaboration or a par.aphrase of the Con
stitution, ·but it is simply th~· bootleggers' interpretation of -the Constitu
tion ... The bootleggers of the nation applied to Congress for just such 
a bill, and were turned down cold. 

They went to the- various state legislatures, and so far .as \.ve have 
been able to keep track, were turned dow1]. cold by every state legislature 
except Florida and Texas. The demand for this legislation did not come 
from law abiding citizens, but from bootleggers. In Texas the demand 
came from San Antonio, a county in which not a solitary bootlegger has 
been sent to prison for violating the law, but in which a Texas Ranger Cap
tain was indicted for seizing a lot of equipment of a moonshiner. The bill 
is said to have been written by a lawyer who defends bootleggers in court, 
and certainly the demand for its passage can1e practically exclusively from 
bootleggers, their patrons and their attorneys. Emphatically it is a boot
legger's interpretation of the Constitution. 

Continuing further, the Chronicle says: ' 1The citizen would be in a pES_-
ilous position, if upon mere suspicion, or conjecture, or belief, or caprice, 
of some petty officer, his home migh be entered by day or by night, against 
his will." 

This is old trick of attempting to defend the Search and Seizure Law by 
claiming that it protects the home. It does nothing of the sort. Ev~ry law 
that was needed to protect the home against search \Yithout warrant was 
already on the statute, and any citizen could invoke them- in his protection. 
That phase of the law was simply written into the bill to sugar coat it, so 
that they could get ovet the other section of the law, which gives the same 
protection to the bootlegger on the highway, transporting liquor, that it 
does to the citizen in his private residence. It builds a wall of protection 
along every highway, aq_d every by-path, where liquor may be transported, 
forbidding the State of Texas to interfere with its transportation on the spotJ 
but to send its officers off after search warrants, while the criminals escape. 
It is this that the Anti-Saloon League objects to, and it is this that the good 
law-abiding citizens object to. 

Houston Chronicle knows, or should know, that there has been no de
mand In'tide by any organizations or by any individual to allow any officer 
to search any _residence without warrant. Then why such editorials? 

Free Band Concerts Will 
Be Features at Audirorium 

Thaviu's Band and Opera Singers To 
Be Heard Daily; Grand Opera Ex

cerpts Also Scheduled 

Free concerts in the great auditorium 
by A. F. Thaviu's "Exposition Band" are 
to be features at the 1926 State Fair of 
Texas, Dallas, Oct. 9-24. 

On two afternoons each week the con
cert \Vill be given in addition to ex
cerpts from the well-known operas. On 
such days a nominal admission fee is to 
be charged. The band concerts alone, 
however, \Vill be absolutely free. 

According to the schedule the free con-
-certs will be given in the morning on 
days when there are to be matinee per
formances of "Princess Flavia." On non
matinee days-Mondays, Tuesdays and 
Fridays-the band will be heard in the 
afternoon. Morning hours will be from 
11 to 12:30 o'clock and afternoons from 
2 until 3:30. 

Thaviu's organization will come to the 
State Fair following engagements at the 
Sesquicentennial Exposition, Philadelphia, 

and the famous Steel Pier at Atlantic City. 
In the personnel of the band and singers 
\\'ho are to ofier the grand opera excerpts 
there arc artists and soloists of interna
tional reputation. The Yocali,•·~s will it;
cl ude Lilliam Cummings, soprano; V c
ronica Sweigart, contralto; Henry Thomp
son, Tenor, and Milo Luka, baritone. 
Among the instrumental soloists to be 
heard vvill be Arthur Deane, bassoon; 
Frank Filfus, flute; Armand LeBrun, xyl
ophone; Frank Paleric, baritone or eu
phonium, and Samuel Thaivu, violin. The 
latter is a chip off the old block-a 15-
year-old youngster with the in-born soul 
of an artist, for \Yhom critics have pre
dicted a brilliant future, based on the abil
ity he has already displayed. 

Thaviu won the title ''Exposition Bantl" 
at the Panama-Pacific show, and during 
his recent engagement at the sesqui Phil
adelphia newspapers declared his organi
zation was justlyentitled to retain the dis-. 
tinguishing phrase. 

The president of the Uninrsi.ty of 
'Vashington reparts 85 to 90 per cent of 
the women are in favor of prohibition, 
arid at least 75 per cent of the men hold 
the sarne new. 

-· ~ 
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·NINETY-FIVE PERCENT OF SENIORS IN -cOLLEGE BOOZE 
Investigator for Chicago Manufacturer Says Drinking Is Rampant in Har

vard, Yale, Princeton, Cornell, and worst of all in Columbia ; Drunken 
Orgies ommon Occurrence. But He Said It Over 20 Years Ago 

"After conferring with many friends in different walks of college life at" 
Harvard, and after making numerous observations and examining reports, I 
am able to give you the following estimates, which I believe hit the nail on 
the head and should now put you on a sure footing. These figures, I believe, 
are as a·ccurate as any figures could be short of two or three years of the 
most painstaking investigation. 

"On the basis of one hundred students: 
Who drink liquor of some kind in freshman year . . . . . . • • • . . . . . 90 per cent 
Who drink liquor· of some kind in senior yeaT . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 95 per cent 
Who combine in a mild degree wine and bad women ........... 65 per cent · 
Who drink heavily ......................... ; . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 35 per cent 
Who have two or three "bats" a year also ..•................. 45 per cent 
Who irretrievably go to the bad (drunkards) .......... : . ...... 15 per cent 

Booze and Vice in Other Colleges 
"I do not doubt that an even worse state of affairs exists in other colleges. 

I have been around the other universities to a considerable extent as man
ager of two of the university athletic organizations and know to a certain ex
tent the existing condition~. At Princeton it is beer, beer, beer. The town is 
licensed and the body of students in my mind drink even more than do Har
vard men. On one occasion I believe there must have been over two hund
red students dead drunk. 

"At Yale drinking is recogni~ed to so great a degree that clubs have their 
tables at the bar . rooms. I never was so struck in my life when I found New 
Haven the dissolute, debauched, and whisky ·town that it is. 

"At Cornell the conditiOns are somewhat the same, although I do not' 
believe that Cornell students carry their excesses so far as do the boys at 
Princeton, Yale and Cambridge. The Cornell students are great on beer, as 
are al.c;o the men at Princeton. At Cornell, furthermore, there is more of the 
fraternity life than at any other large university in the country and conse
quently the needs of the students are catered to in private. 

"At Columbia I believe there exists more debauchery than at any other 
college, on account of its proximity ~ the famous resorts of the city." 

Oh, no! Guess again! This is not a description of the campus of the 
present-day college on a glorius drunk because of prohibition. It is from 
the report of R. T. Crane, a Chicago manufacturer, and covers a period of 
investigation beginning November 22, 1903, and ending December 6, 1903. 

Mr. Crane's report is printed in part in the Boston American of Sun
day, Sept. 10, 1911, eight years after the investigation was made. The re
port deals largely with the drunken orgies of students staged in Boston 
cafes and hotels, and the Boston American explains that conditions, ac
cording to its own investigation, existing in 1911 fully justified Mr. Crane's 
indictment of students' behavior in the Boston cafes. 

Mr. Crane explains that he can not print the report in full because it is 
of such character that it would be barred from the mails. Conditions at 
Harvard were no worse than conditions in other eastern colleges, accord
ing to Mr. Crane's investigation, and it appears that the drinking habit 
was practiced to no small degree in the colleges of the \\rest, for the follow
ing s~atement is quoted in the report, credited to Dr. David Starr Jordan, 
then president of Leland Stanford University. 

In Leland Stanford a Few Decades Ago 
1\tlr. Crane's Report Says: 

In an address delivered at the University Club, Chicago, Dr. Jordan said · 
among other things: 

"There is no et.cuse for a system which ~llows a young college t~an to 
fill up with drink on the campus until a certain hour, then to spend the re
mainder of the night in other places of his choosing. They find their way 
to saloons of disreputable character, while the so-called red-light districts in 
the big cities near the institutions which tolerate such practices are filled with 
these young men ... 

"One time we celebrated a great football victory. Two hundred students 
from the University of California spent the night on the campus. The fra
ternity houses were open all night. Two hundred drunken rowdies marched 
through the library ... Beer kegs were carried over to the steps of the so
rority house and some of the boys made a night of it there. Later one stu
dent went to a saloon down-town, got drunk, came back, and got into the 
wrong house. Someone shot him." 

· No Such Conditions in College Today 
American Issue presents these excerpts from an article from a Boston 

newspaper of fifteen years ago for the sole purpose of reminding those peo
ple ·who are continually howling that prohibition has introduced the drink
ing habit into our colleges, that they are badly mistaken in this contention. 
That part of the report of Mr. Crane which is printed in the Boston Amer
ican of fifteen years ago refers principally to the drunken orgies of Har
vard students in Boston cafes and cabarets. Drink was easily accessible 
to students of our colleges in the old saloon days and it is not recorded that 
any s.aloonkeeper or cafe proprietor refused student patronage. Mr. 
Crane's report also deals with drinking in the fraternity houses and cex:-

tainly it was much easier for the fraternities to procure liquor in those 
days than now. 

Prohibition has reduced drinking among students just as it has re
duced drinking among all other groups. 

HE BLAMES THE CO-EDS -

Divinity Student Paints Sorry Picture of 
Studenc Life in Our Colleges; 

Says Co-Eds Are to Blame 

A prospective divintjy student, gradu-
ted from the University of Illinois last 

year, writing in a religious weekly, tells 
of the promiscuous drinking and vicious 
dancing by college students, and blames 
it all on t[le co-educational system. At 
any rate that is a change from the old 
charge that present-day drinking among 
6tudents is due to prohibition. 

The article in question is vigorously 
denounced by Coach Stagg and Dean 
Boucher of the University of Chicago. 
Lester Kellog, president of the Student 
Y. M. C. A., and Doris Curran, secretary 
of the Y. M. C. A. of the Northwestern 
University, also declare that the article 
grossly exaggcratct> the picture of stu
dent life. 

NEW YORK DRYS WIN 

In a statement issued by. S. E. Nich
olson, chairman of the Independent Re
publican Committee of New York, the 
declaration is made that in no instance 
where prohibition and law enforcement 
were direct issues in the New York pri
mary was there a wet victory. Mr. Nich
olson says the claim that former Con
gressman Clark who won the nomina
tion against Congressman Tolley in the 
Binghamton district is wet has no foun
dc.tion whatever, newspaper reports to the 
contrary notwithstanding.. Mr. Clark 
answered all questions of the drys satis
factorily and he had a large and com
manding support among dry voters. The 
Christman committee made no choice as 
between the two men. 

SAYS TRIBUNE UNFAIR 

The Ogle County (Ill.) Reporter in an 
editorial severely criticising the Chicago 
Tribune for its unpatriotic stand on the 
enforcement of the prohibition law, de
clares that perhaps a more serious offense 
of the Tribune is its tendency to use mis
leading headlines .over news items pertain
ing to prohibition. The Reporter de
clares that in one issue no less than eight 
distinct news articles were captioned in 
the Chicago Tribune display heads, "all of 
which apparently were written ~ith the 
design of reflecting adversely upon the op
eration 0f laws contemplated to sustain 
the prohibition principle." 

., DRY BOAT APPRECIATED 
Lieutenant Colonel \V. P. Moffett of 

the United States army forwards Ameri
can Issue the following which is an ex
cerpt from a letter from his daughter '''ho 
is a missionary to China. The letter is 
written on board an American liner which 
is carrying her back to her work. 

One thing decidedly noticeable 
both on Sundays and on week-days 
is the absence of liquor sold on board. 
Of course there are a few who have 
liquor in their staterooms, but there 
is no obvious drinking in the game 
room or smoking room or on decks, 
and no ro,vdy performances at all 
hours of the night such as have been 
characteristic of both the boats 
(British and Japanese) I have trav
eled on. This one is very much nicer. 

HIGHEST PAID ARTISANS 

Chicago Tribune Story Teiis of 
Working Men's Prosperity in Dry 

· United States 

The Chicago Sunday Tribune of Sep
tember 5, in reporting a record-break

. ing building activity for July, in a special 
story by Thomas vVren, says: 

No other country in the world lives as 
well as the United States. Its artisans 
are better paid than those of any other 
country. How well off American workers 
are may be seen by a comparison of our 
weekly wage rates with those paid in 
England, the next highest country, the 
State department of labor compiled the 
following schedule: 

U.S. 
Bricklayers . . . . .. . . . . . . $66 
Masons . :. . . . . . . . . . . . . 65 
Carpenters . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 
Plumbers ............... 60 
Painters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58 

Operates Risk Line 

England 
$17 

17 
24 
18 
17 

The International Brotherhood of Elec
trical \Vorkers claims the dis'tinction of 
being the first body of organized labor 
to launch and successfully operate a reg
ular old line insurance company. The 
Union Co-o]:)erative Insurance associa
tion was incorporated under the laws of 
the District of Columbia in 1924, the re
sult of a resolution presented at the sev
enteenth convention of the electrical 
workers held in Montreal in 1923. The 
entire issue of stock, $100,000 capital and 
$100,000 surplus, is owned by local un
ions and individual members of the elec
trical workers' organization. 

To date the association has written ap
proximately $40,000,000 worth of busi
ness for electrical workers, their fami
lies and members of other labor organi
zations. Their reserve fund amounts to 
$1,500,000, and claims paid to benefi
ciaries to date amount to $700,000. 

And yet the Chicago Tribune continues 
to raise its voice for beer and wine on be
half of t_he working man who, according 
to the Tribune beer argument, is not re
ceiving a square deal. 

The v.rorkingman's prosperity has in
creased with the closing of the saloons. 
If the Tribune doubts this statement let 
it make inquiry of the building and l.)an 
associations, of the merchants and the 
heads of savings departments in our 
banks. There aren't any of these prosper
ous working men of these "United Stat~s 
who would trad·e tlieir high wages ard. 
comfortable living for England's beer 
and wine. 

AN APOLOGY 
In the last number of The 

American Issue appeared an arti
cle under a two-column head en
titled, "In the HallO\Yed N arne of 
Booze." It was as sarcastic a piece 
of ·writing as has appeared in an 
American publication in years. The 
American Issue apologizes because 
inadvertently the article was not 
credited, as it should have been, to 
The Ladies' Home Journal. It was 
a part of an editorial which ap
peared in that publication. \Ve are 
sorry that through error the credit 
was withheld. 
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PROHIBITION Has WHOLLY JUSTIFIED Its ADOPTION 
_)Irving Fisher Finds Dry Policy "At Its Worst", is Much Better Than Regulation At Its Best; Should Be Continued 

In his book "Prohibition at Its \\' orst," published by 
The :Macmillan Company, Irving Fisher, Professor of 
Economics at Yale, declares that "evidently the Censti
tutional Prohibition came on the country somewhat pre
maturely." But he adds that "after an examination of all 
the data, I have estimated that the flow of alcohol down 
human throats in the United States is at present cer
tainly less than 16 per cent, probably less than 10 per 
cent, and possibly less than 5 per cent of the prepro
hibition consumption." For this reason, and b.ecause 
of new facts set forth in the book tending to show that 
new recruits to the army of drunkards are slackening 
among the young first offenders, Professor Fisher urges 
that prohibition be continued. 

In his eyewitness story as chairman of the War-time 
Conference on Alcohol of the Council of National De
fence, Professor Fisher states that the limited trial period 
of prohibition during war time and one year there
after, which his committee had recommended, was finally 
passed only after Congress had voted to submit the 
Eighteenth Amendment for ratification by the States. 
In fact, \var-time prohibition did not take effect until af
ter the war was over, and then served merely as a stop
gap between the adoption of Constitutional prohibition 
and its taking effect permanently. 

The premature adoption of Constitutional prohibition, 
"before certain sections, notably the east and the great 
cities, were prepared for it by education," Professor 
Fisher lays at the door of the United States Brewerp' 
Association. That Association, he asserts, fought to a 
standstill the trial measure advocated by his commit
tee, so that President v,Tilson asked that it be ,;,·ith
drawn in order that the Lever Food Bill, to which it was 
attached as a rider, might be passed. 1'It '"''as the brew
ers," he says, "who had won, for their influence had 
caused the filibuster that compelled the President to 
make his request." 

How the brewers organized against \Var-time prohi
bition is explained by Professor Fisher as follows: "In 
the course of sounding out public opinion, I had sent 
several hundred telegrams to business leaders and others 
asking whether they favored war-time prohibition. 
Most business men and practically all economists ap
proved of prohibition as a vvar measure. It so hap
pened that one of the telegrams reaching a business man 
who disapproved of the proposal, was handed to a 
brewer. 

"The brewers' forces had long been superbly or
ganized for action, and they proceeded at once to train 
their machine guns on the members of the Council of' 
National Defense. One member, Mr. Gompers, I was 
told, received fifty telegrams in a single day protesting 
against any war-time prohibition. Intimations or threats 
were made that if any such action v.·ere taken, the Coun
cil of National Defense would be put out of business. 

The fight ,vas then transferred, Profes?Or Fisher says, 
to Congress, where the measure was again blocked by 
the filibuster. "It was as an indirect result of this sec
ond defeat of war-time prohibition," he explains, "that 
Constitutional prohibition came about. The brewers 
found that, unwittingly, they had jumped out of the fry
ing pan into the fire. 

"Personally I had been very reluctant to see Con
stitutional prohibition tried until war-time prohibition 
had been tried first. To h1e, prohibition was, and is, 
merely an experiment in the long fight against alcohol; 
and I feared to see that experiment tried permanently 
and irrevocably until after it had been tested temporar
ily. 

"My own program and that of the committees with 
which I had worked was to get war-time prohibition en
acted on its merits as a war measure for the duration of 
the war and for one year thereafter. Then, on the basis 
of the record of war-time prohibition, and after all war 
hysteria was over, permanent prohibition might prop
erly be submitted. 

National Prohibition Comes Too Soon 
"\Vhat actually happened was that Constitutional pro

hibition came first. The resolution submitting it to the 
States passed the Senate August 1, 1917, and the House 
December 18, 1917. 

"War-time prohibition did come eventually. But 
when it came ·not only l;a_d Constitutional Prohibition 
been proYided for, but the vYar itself was oYer. Presi
ient \Vilson signed the bill K ovembcr 21, 1918, and the 

law became operative July 1, 1919. One could scarcely 
imagine a more illogical program. 

1'The reason was that the Senators who had acceeded 
to President \Vilson's request to withdraw the. war
time prohibition clauses from the Food Act, thereby so 
disappointed and angered their dry constituents that 
these Senators felt constrained to do something to set 
themselves right. 

"And the Anti-Saloon League very astutely took ad
vantage of the situation to propose the act submitting the 
Eighteenth Amendment. Other important agencies, 
which helped to bring the amendment about were the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, the various 
church temperance organizations, especially the Metho
dist, the Methodist Church, South, the Baptist, and the 
Presbyterian, the Order of Good Templars, and the 
Prohibition Party. 

"It was easy for wet senators to let this act pass, on 
the theory that it did not re'ally enact prohibition, but 
merely submitted it to the States. The act was passed 
and Constitutional Prohibition was on its way. 
~<When three-quarters of the States had ratified, the 

amendment became a part of the Constitution. But un
der it, prohibition was not to be effective until one year 
later, namely, Januar:y: 17. 1920. 

War-Time Prohibition After War Time 
"Meantime, the measure of war-time prohibition had 

been slowly making progress in Congress, in spite of 
all the opposition and delays; and after the Eighteenth 
Amendment was adopted and ratified by the states that 
opposition became helpless. 

"'War-time' prohibition, as such, never really existed. 
Nor did the act, finally passed, and called war-time pro
hibition, ever serve as a preliminary experiment by which 
we might judge of the value of permanent prohibition. 

"During the last six years in which we have been un
der national prohibition, its imposition by the Eight
eenth Amendment and the Volstead Act have won dis
tinguished foes. The Moderation League, which present
ed to the Senatorial subcommittee on the judiciary in 
Washington during April, 1926, a National Survey of 
Conditions Under Prohibition, 1925, unlike earlier· socie
ties opposed to measures prohibiting or restricting the 
liquor traffic, is not made up of brewers and distillers. 
However, they might unwittingly be subjected to the in
fluences of the brewers, and, as I shall show later, be 
used in their interest, the eminent gentlemen of the 
Moderation League are personally above rproach. 

11Face The Facts" 
1 'The Association Against the Prohibition Amend

ment and the Moderation League tell us to 'face the 
facts.' So be it. To be mentally honest, we must frankly 
face all the facts. Some of these are not pleasant for 
EProhibitionist£ to face; others are not pleasant for its 
opponents. There seem to me to be nine great facts, or 
groups of facts, to face. These constitute the outline of 
this book: 

( 1) The present situation of imperfect enforcement 
is intolerable. 

(2) Conditions are not, however, as bad as com
monly represented. 

(3) Prohibition has accomplished much good hy
gienically, economically and socially. 

( 4) The 'personal liberty' argument is largely il
lusory. 

(5) \Ve cannot accomplish what the opponents of 
prohibition really want by amending the Volstead Act, 
,.ithout thereby violating the Eighteenth Amendment. 

(6) To repeal the Eight~enth Amendment is out of 
the question. 

(7) To nullify it would mean disrespect for law of 
the most demoralizing kind. 

(8) Therefore the only practicable solution is. to en
force the law. 

(9) Enforcement is a practical possibility. 
~<As to the first point, that is, the seriousness of the 

present situation, I have nothing to add to what the Mo
deration League presented in its summing up before the 
Senate Subcommittee on the Judiciary, together with 
such facts as were brought before the subcommittee as 
to defects in law enforcement. These were presented by 
Federal District Attorney Emory R. B

1

uckner, Senator 
\Villiam C. Bruce of Maryland, Senator Edge, of New 
Jersey, and others. \Vhen referred· to these facts will 
not be scanted: 

Says Moderation League Exaggerate·. 
~<We turn here to the second point. What the publi( 

most lacks is sufficient striking evidence that an exag· 
gerated impression has been created as to the allege<· 
failure of prohibition. Some people now imagine that W( 

actually have more drinking, drunkenness, crime, vice 
corruption, and disrespect for law than before prohibi· 
tion. These people have certainly been misled, and ] 
have carefully ascertained in what manner they and the 
eminent members of the Moderation League have beer. 
misled. It is unfortunate that the League's ·member~ 
failed to consult a professor of mathematical statistic: 
before lending the prestige of their names to the figure~ 
of Mr. Shirk. 

"Stanley Shirk, research director of the Moderatio· 
League, is a lawyer who evidently needs statistic; 
training. The chief exhibit of his report, as sponsore,· 
by the :Moderation League, charts the arrests for drunk
enness in 350 cities and towns of the United State~,. 
from 1914 to 1924 inclusive. The curve of Mr. Shirk< -
chart covers the period of the licensed saloon from 1914 
to 1916, inclusive; of war-time restrictions of alcoholic 
beverages from 1917 to 1919, inclusive, and, under the 
national prohibition law, of the first five full years of its 
application ... 

Repeaters and First Offenders 
"Among all of his exhibits and charts Mr. Shirk ha~ 

failed to separate the records of first convicrions for 
drunkenness from those of confirmed drunkards-old 
rounders and ~repeaters' who may be expected to ·per
sist in their potations under any and all difficulties un
til they sink into pauperdom and death. These habitues 
will get bootleg liquor anyhow, if it can be got at all. 

"But what about the first convictions of offenders
mostly young offenders-during the years of war-time 
restriction and national prohibition? Do the court rec
ords show that they have increased or diminished? 

"I am indebted to Karl G. Karsten, one of the best 
American statistical authorities, for suggesting a very 
simple test as to the effectiveness of prohibition. . In 
New York, which many account the wettest city in the 
United States, with a population greater than that of 
several States, computations, made for me, from data 
of the Fingerprint Bureau, New York City ·Magis
trate's Court, show a steady and pronounced decrease 
in the number of sfngle-time offenders for drunkenness, 
from 20 to 10,000 population for the year 1914, to only 
4 per 10,000 population for the year 1925. 
. ~'If, under the severe tests obtaining in New York 
City, we find no justification for the loud claim that 
drunkenness in general, youthful drunkenness, and fe
male drunkenness, are increasing; but, instead, find 
that first offenders or first convictions of old offenders 
diminished from 1917 to 1925, by more than one-fourth
the main contention of th~ wets collapses at the start. 

"The startling fact stands out, of primary (mportance. 
that, even in New York City, prohibition has succeeded 
in weakening, if not breaking, the chain of tradition by 
which the alcohol habit has, for ages, been handed down 
from each generation to the next. 

Referring to the dry issue in the Congressional cam
paign this fall and in the referendums in New York and ......,. 
other states, Professor Fisher cites expert legal and 
medical testimony to the effect that 2.75 per cent beer 
is intoxicating, with this conclusion: ' 1We ~conc1ude that 
'modification' really means eyasion or nullification, that 
so-called 1Iight' wines, and even beer, are intoxicating 
both medically and legally, and cannot . be legally ad
mitted under the Eighteenth Amendment." 

11The New York referendum is fundamentally insin
cere in the suggestion that New York should be al
lowed to fix a far higher limit of alcoholic content than 
one-half of one per cent and yet make believe that such 
'light wines and beer' are ~non-intoxicating in fact.' Such 
beverages are non-intoxicating in fact, only in 
the fond imagination of those who want them for 
the very ~kick' which makes them intoxicating. Let no 
one mistake. The referendum aims to secure intoxicat
ing liquors by means of ~ legal pretense that they are 
non-intoxicating. 

~<The straightforward, honest v:ay would be to propose 
repealing the Eighteenth Amendment. It is just because 
they know this cannot be done that th~ proponents of 
a referendum want to make faces at the Constitution for 
propaganda purposes only." 
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WHY BOOTLEGGERS FLOCK TO DALLAS 
(Continued rrom Page 1) 

\Vith all that activity from the sheriff's department, how could boot
leggers operate? Looking into the records it seems that of the eleven 
hundred bootleggers, the sheriff's department filed on not more than 112. 
·\Vhat was done -vvith the other 988 others arrested? If they were not 
guilty. or if the officer had not good reason to believe they were guilty, 
shey should not have been arrested. And if arrested falsely, the sheriff 
should have been sued on his bond for false arrest. 

vVhat became of the 988 arrested, but not filed on? Did they make a 
'-

private settlement with some of the officers? We do not know, but we do 
know that such a record of arrests with sud~ few charges filed against 
them is indefensible. Reports current around the court house were that 
some were turned out on instructions from the arresting officer. 

Sometimes, when a prosecuting attorney wants to prosecute a case, 
the indictments are stolen-sometimes they are carelessly loaned-which 
is contrary to law. In many ·ways they disappear, and without the indict
ment the district attorney cannot proceed with a prosecution, and the 
bootlegger does not have to face a trial. 

So many bootlegging indictments '"ere thus stolen, or at least disap-
. peared, as to become a scandal. In October, 1923, a loyal American citi

zen decided to pay his own well earned money to recover some of these 
indictments. He offered as paid advertisement to two of the daily papers 
in Dallas_, and paid in advance for their insertion. Later he was called 
back ,and the copy returned, and the money refunded, and the papers re
fused to publish his advertisements. \Ye give a copy of the advertise
ments that the public may see the facts. 

COPY OF AN ADVERTISE11ENT . 

"Lost, Strayed or Stolen; indictments and papers in cas_~ No. 1536, 
State of Texas vs. A. G. Sal a, violation Dean (liquor) law; No. 5993, State 
of Texas vs. J. B. \Veaver; violation Dean (liquor) law; No. 2873, State of 
Texas vs. Elmo Huffines, violation Dean (liquor) law. $10.00 reward for 
indictments if lost, $15.00 re,vard if strayed, $100.00 reward if stolen, and 
conviction of thief secured. 

"These papers last seen in District Clerk's hands as he is custodian of 
indictments returned by grand jury 

":r\ otif~· 

"H. G. Caldwell." 

The editor knows J\IIr. Caldwell, a Qttsiness man of Dalla.s, whose check 
is good at any bank for any reasonable amount, and who is spending his 
ow11. money, and giving oE his O\vn time in an effort to get the laws en
forced. Vve do not believe that any man would spend his own money, 
and give his o'vn time for a cause, as he is doing, unless sincerely seeking 
the enforcement of the law. 

Mr. Caldwell has given a check for $100.00 into our hands to hold and 
deliver to anybody who can prove any of the following statements untirue: 

(1) The deputy clerk into \vhose hands the above indictments were 
placed ior safe keeping, and who was responsible for their safe keeping, and 
who was discharged, is now a deputy sheriff. 

(2) Men in office around the court house are often seen drunk. 
(3) Bootleggers are being accepted on the bonds of other bootleg

gers. 

( 4) ~1en are being accepted on bonds whose signature is financially 
worthless. 

( 5) Names are accepted on bonds where the officer accepting same 
cannot produce the men who signed them. These names do not appear on 
the tax roll, or in the city directory. 

(6) He challenges them to show where a forfeited bond has been 
~ollected in full during the last two years. 

Handling bonds in the 'vay above indiCated, amounts to shuffling 
cards to liberate bootleggers without prosecution. vVhat is said above 
about bootleggers is largely true o[ other criminals. vVhy wonder at the 
bootlegging and the crime wave? 

In the face of such a record, who \vill insult the common intelligence 
of the public by contending that the prohibiti~n la,vs cannot be enforced? 
Give us honest officers who want to enfotce the laY\:-, and the prohibition 
laws can be the best enforced laws upon the statutes. 

YOUR WATCHMAN · 
K ot only in Texas, but throughout the nation, the Anti-Saloon League is placed 

as a \\'atchman upon the to·wer, to see what the plans of the wets are and fearlessly tell 
of these plans to the dry forces, and lead counter movements for their defeat. 

During the run-off campaign in 1924, the Anti-Saloon League 'vvarned the dry 

forces fearlessly and clearly in a statement given to the public on the candidates foJ 
governor. \Ve quote as follows: 

"The situation for prohibition forces is critical. The success of the Fergusons 
will mean that the dry forces in Texas will have to begin anew the fight for prohibi
tion. They will make loud protestations of being for the enforcement of the prohibition 
laws-:-I put no confidence in such claims, believing that it is for the purpose of de
ceiving the voters." 

Again quoting from the statement: 

"I have definite information that preparations are being made to force through 
the legislature, if possible, bills which will practically destroy the State prohibition 
laws." 

Six such bills were intr·oduced, and two of them were forced through. The Search 
and Seizure law, and Senate Bill No. 115 for excluding evidence against bootleggers. 
These two bills have paralyzed the enforcement of the prohibition laws. Their enact
ment proves the Anti-Saloon League knew what it was talking about when it gave that 
statement to the press. But we quote again: "The dry margin in the State Senate is 
going to be very small, and I know a number of professedly dry senators who \Vill be 
willing any time to join with the wet forces." 

The records show that the "dry margin in the State senate" was not only small, 
but disappeared entirely, and the votes stood generally 12 dry to 19 wet. As was 
said in the quotation a~ove, professedly dry Senators joined with the wet forces. The 
fact is of the 31 State Senators of the last session of the legislature, the best informa
tion that we can get is that when at home running for office 27 of them claim to be 
dry, just as Jim Ferguson and Ma Ferguson, claimed to be dry when they were run
ning for governor tv,·o years ago . 

There are a lot of politicians who are just about as dry as arc those Senators who 
talk dry when asking for the vote of the people, but who Yote wet at :'\ustin. These 
politicians went over Texas denouncing the Anti-Saloon League superintendent, mak
ing false statements about him, and at the same time claimed to be dry. Some of 
these politicians were known at home to be booze heads. 

The common people, honest in their purpose, are getting on to these facts and are 
turning to the· Anti-Saloon League for information on candidates and i:;sues. 

· THEN AND NOW 
During the recent campaign much was said about Jim Ferguson being governor 

by proxy, and the dire results of t(l.e same.. In a splendid speech at the State Con
vention at San Antonio, Honorable Cone Johnson seriously deplored this policy. He 
reached his climax when he apologized for Governor Ma Ferguson in the language 
of St. Paul saying: "When I would do good. evil is present." 

A clear warning was given to the electorate and to the politicians of Te,::ts two 
years ago by the Superintenc!ent of the Anti-Saloon League. ·During the nu1-otr cam
paign two years ago he gave ~ut a statement concerning the candidates from which 
we quote as follows: 

"Despite all claims t9 the contrary the candidacy of Mrs. Ferguson simpiy means 
that Jim Ferguson is running in his wife's name." ' Our State Constitution forbid::-: Jim 
Ferguson holding office-this is merely a scheJUe by which this provision of the con
stitution may be subverted. As one loyal to the constitution of my country, I cannot 
approve of such a scheme. 

"If Mrs. Ferguson should be elected, the governorship would be held by proxy, 
and the people could have no control whatever over the proxy. Such a method of 
government is dangerous in t:1e extreme. 

"It was the wet Yote that put Mrs. Ferguson into the run-off primary, and. if 
elected, this wet vote will bt in charge of the administration and control all appoint
ments." 

When that statement was given to the press, a lot of poli:icians who denounced 
. this governorship by proxy this year, began to cuss the Anti-Saloon League and its 
Superjntendent. One prominent church man in Dallas said that the only reason that 
the Superintendent gave out this statement was to hold a job. A storm of abuo:,e of the 
Superintendent raged from the Red River to the Rio Grande. Doubtless some good 
people were misled by that denunciation. · 

For those, who this year came back to their senses ,and denounced this goHrnor
ship by p.roxy, and clenounc~d the Ferguson dynasty, we have not one word oi criti
cism, and will be glad to forget the past. 

But the good people oi Texas are honestly prohibitionists, and who are not prohi
bitionists for political reasons, will not soon forget that amid the storm and tui'Iuoil 
there was one organization whose voice could be heard, whose coura<Ie nevt'r failed, 
and whose counsel was al·ways right. And this is why from all o\·er· Texas came the 
call to the Anti-Saloon League this year to know the facts. The great body of Texas 
citizens want the truth, and will fearlessly follow it. But many good people can be 
imposed upon, but not all uf them can be imposed upon always. 

It has been characteristic of the Anti-Saloon League. not only in Texa~. but 
throughout the nation, to have the courage to do what it believes to be right, and to 
sound'·an unbiased voice for prohibition. The Anti-Saloon League has neYer been 

·bought, never been intimidated, and has neYer failed the people. This is ''.lw .it is 
being so roundly cussed by the wets. 

RIOTS IN THE COURT HOUSE AT WACO 
"Bystanders took part and precipitated an uproar when opposing attorney" en

gaged in a fist fight in the District court room here today. Judge Gerald, being un
able to restore order, seized a six-shooter, charged the crowd, and commanded the 
peace which was finally restored. T\Yenty or more pistol<> 'vere drawn." 

Ko, the above did not happen in \Yaco, this year, but exactly fifty ~r.:-ars ago, ·the 
auove news item was carried in the Galveston Ne\vs of September lOth, 1876. To those 
"ho think that prohibition by increasing lawlessness is wrecking the country, the 
above news item will be a solar plexus blow. 
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