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GREAT STATE DRY CONVENTION 
AT DALLAS, FRIDAY, MARCH 16, 1928 

The Grand Attack of the Outlawed Liquor Traffic has begun. Their objective 
is to capture the Citadel of the American Government-the vVhite House. 

Are you willing for them to accomplish this? If not, you had better get busy 
and organize a delegation to this conventi-on from your town or community. 

Have you noted the fact that the only politicians active are those for wet candi
dates? There are dry politicians, but they are waiting to hear from the drys in the 
rank and file before they decide what to do. Can you blame them when the drys 
have been so quiet since the ratification of the Eighteenth Amendment? They want 
to know v,rhat kind of a following you will give them. Now is your chance. 

There will be great speakers to entertain and inspire-Governor Moody, former 
Governor N ef£, ] udge 0. S. Lattimore, Senator Woodward, Cone Johnson, and a 
number of other outstanding state speakers, and Dr. F. Scott l\IcBride, General Su
perintendent of the Anti-Sal.oon League o·f America, and Hon. Charles M. Hay of St. 
Louis, candidate to succeed Senator ] ames A. Reed, have been invited. 

If you want to know how Mr. Hay can speak, ask any Methodist who heard 
him at the General Conference at Memphis when he lifted his audience over seats 
shouting for prohibition. Plenty of thrills await you-but more: 

Organization 

If we are to put over our program we must organize. It i·s the-purpose of this con
venti·on to begin a sta•te organ1izaotion to make the fight. A nucleus organization will be 
formed for each Senatorial d•istrict, which nucleus will re·turn to perfect thorougl1 
organization. 

Such organization will be useful in the fight through the whole campaign of the 
year, and on into the future. \Vithout organization we cannot win. 

But we cannot organize your district unless there are present a sufficient number 
representing your district. So get busy· at once to see that an adec;uate d·elegation 
attends. 

There are many good men who are entl;usiastic pros, but do not take part in such 
\York as thi·s. The delega•tion should be of those who take part in such public efforts, 
ancl of course, should be perfectly dry. ' • 

:\ part of the ]!rogTam is for them to return and call a mass meeting in the1r own 
tovyn .:nd report on the state convention. Many times a pastor is useful here, for 
he is more experienced in expres·s•ing himself in publ·ic than some o•thers. 

In many communities as far a·s 300 and 400 miles away they are planning to form 
an auto load nf delegates and drive through to save expenses. Nearer sections 
should haYe from 10 to 25 present. 

The program is going to ~)e crowded into one day. So it will be really crowded. 
Arri,·e the night before or very early Friday, March 16. 

Take this matter up w·ith fri•end•s of the Cause, and work up a delegation. Write 
us at once that you will try to bring such a delegation, and send names of those you 
hope to bring with you. We may write to them also. 

Address: Secretary Conven!ion Committee, Anti-Saloon League of Texas, 
311 Slaughter Bliclg., Dallas, Texas. 

\VHAT CAN A \VET PRESIDENT DO TO HURT TEE CAUSE 
OF PROHIBITION? 

The enet'nies of prohibition are freely circulating the statement that a wet man 
ekcted presicler1t cannot d·o anything to hurt the cause of prohibition. As proof that 
they arc correct, they say that, as president, he cannot repeal the Eighteenth Amend
men: ,, ithout consent of the people, nor repeal the Volstead act without the consent of 
Congre:s, nor can he even modify the Volstead Act without the consent of Congress, 
and from that argument they draw the conclusion that he can do 11othing to hurt pro
hiLition. 

1\re they sincere? or, if insincere, are they informed on the question? Grant;ng 
that not one word of the Eighteenth Amendment is changed, nor one word o{ the 
Yobtcad Act is modified, vvhat l;arm to prohibition could a wet president do? 

l'ach political party claims that "to ' the victor belong the spoils;, and, therefore, 
the man ,,-ho \Yins the office cJ.aims the right, and has it accorded to him, to make 
bi · <'P' >nintments from among his friends. 

Lt t '' ho arc the friends of the candidates? They are those who politically bac:ced 
thm iur office. \Vho backs the wet candidate for president? Ther arc the out
la\\ c ·l liquor traffic. \Vho are the outla\Yed-liquor traffic? They are the rum runners, 
the mu( .. ::hiners, the bootleggers and their patron·s. 

T!· 11, it a wet c<mdidate is elected pre~ident, he will claim t:1e right to make 1ris 
appc in ~ments from his backers, or from among the rum runners, moonshiners, J:oot-
k,TE' ·' ;.nLl their patrons. To enumerate: } 

l 't·t:. prohibition agent, or those charged ,,·ith the responsibility of enforcing 
the 1','' ·ll"<d pi.~!·ibitiun h\YS. will be appointed by this '.".et administration thh owes 
it~.eltctinn to the rum r.unners, moonshiners, boot\e~gers and their patrons. \\'hom 
y, i 1 tlcy <:p~oint? 

]·,, er!" fl·clcr<: attu:·:,ey. a:Hl assista:1t federal at~orn~y. in other worcls, e ·e:·y man 
ciJar•Lc· \'. :1

1
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. P :~ l','l'"i'>ility oZ p:·o ecu~:ng the y:o:~tors oi the \ -o:s t:ac. ,\ct will 
pe appc:nt::-d by thi~ man who \Ould never h~ve go:ten a smeil of the \Viiite House 

if it had not been for the moonshiners, rum runners, boo-tleggers and their patrons 
backing him. Whom will he appoint? 

The president will appo-int the attorney general 01f the United States and consti
tute the department of justice, where the policies for prosecuting the violators of 
the law are formed. vVhom will he appoint? 

The president will appoint the Treasurer of the United States, and· constitute the 
whole depa·rtment of the Treasury, 'J\'here the fed·eral prohibition agents, the custom
offices, and the coast guards and their superior officers all head up, where they form 
the policies that they will pursue in catching the violators of the Volstead Act. Whom 
will he appoint? 

Any sane man will know that such app·ointments .will be made from among those 
who take the same view of the prohibition law as the president and his backers take. 
In other words, these appointments vvill be made from among the outlawed liquor 
traffic and their supporters, or those unfriendly to prohibition. 

When thes·e appointments are made, pray tell us who will look after the in· 
terests of prohibition. 

Again, the Supreme Court of the United States interprets all the national laws, 
iuterpret$ all the laws passed pursuant to the Eighteenth Amendment, interprets the 
Eighteenth Amendment itsel.f. 

When the court of last resort interprets a law or a constitution, its interpretation 
becomes the· law and the constitution so far as the people are concerned. 

The Court is made up of nine men, and five nf them will render the npini•on, eYen 
though the other four object. The present court has been rendering opinions in 
keeping with the trad·itions o.f the judiciary do·wn the history. of our country. But in 
many cases opinions ~hereon hung the integrity of the law and its efficacy in en-
forcing the Eighteenth Amendment were rendered by five, four of the court opposing 
the opinion. 

Should a wet pres·iden.t go into office, and one of the'Se five dies, his place will he 
filled by this president who would never have gotten in sight of the Whi•te House if 
it had not been for the outlawed liquor traffic. Naturally he wi'll select a man for the 
Supreme Court as they think on the legal questions involved-then the present four 
minority will become five, or a major·ity and will render the np>inions in keeping vvith 
their views of these questions. 

The entire Supreme Court of the United States is made up o.f aged men mostly. 
The best informed men of our nation believe that the man who is in the vVhi~c 
House during the next eight years •vill have the privilege, by these supreme junges 
dying ot retiring from the i·nfirmities of old age, to appoint their successors until he 

has appointed a majority of the en•tire court. 
\\Then a majority of the entire court is p.ppo·inted by the friends of the outlawed 

liquor traffic, very serious results will come to the interpretation of the law. \Vith 
one stroke of the pen they can cut the heart out of the Volstead Act, or paralyze the 
Eighteenth Amendment itself. 

Lc·t the reader understand that it is for these very rea>Son·s, for the harm tlnt 

the \Yet presiden.t can do to prohibition, that they are turning Heaven and earth to 
put a man in the \Vhite House. Be not deceived by wet arguments. 

SENATOR JAMES A REED, OF J1ISSOURI 
Senatr,r James A. Reed is being considered by some for president. His record 

is dripping wet. 13ack as far as January, 1915, when the Sheppard bill to make the 
District of Columbia dry was before the Senate, Reed opposed it. Later on, when 
·underwood wanted to force a referendum on the bill, Reed voted for the referendum. 
Then L1 the final passage of the bill in 1917 he votd against it. 

In February, 1917, when the Jones-Randle bill, to prevent interstate shipment of 
liquor was before the Senate, Reed, believing that he could ruin the bill, offered \vhat 
was called a bone-dry amendment. It was believed that he did this thinking that the 
dr;s would back off from. the bill because it would be too drastic. But the drys ac-
c~pted it, and put Reed in a hole. · 

\Vhen the Cummins Food Control Bill carrying a provision against waste of .food 
by making it into intoxicating liquor, was before the Senate, he cast every yote 
against that provision of the bill. 

\\'hen the Sheppard K ational Prohibition Resolution was before the Senate, 
he Yoted for every amendment that was unfriendly to the resolution, and when these 
were defeated voted against the nolution. 

He voted agains;t the Sheppard-Towner Maternity Dill, and against the treaty 
\Yith Great Britain that \vas intended to ena~le United States Government better 
to handle liquor smuggling. 

\\'e quote the following from the January is·sue of the Methodi•st Layman, an 
article hy Han. Dimn11tt Hoffman, judge of the 30th Judicial District of Missouri. 

"Recently I attended a meeting of the Missouri State Bar Association held in 
Kansas City, a certain United States Senator, who is said to have presidential aspi
rations, \\as called upon to speak at the annual banquet. He addressed a large as
sembly of judges and •la\Yyers present, repea•tcdly referred to liquor, and stated he 
hoped the time would come when a gathering of lawy<.'rs could meet and have what 
they "anted to drink as they did in the past, without a bunch of agents and sp;cs 
sncoping around," etc. 

Senator Reed's fayorite adjectives to apply to regular authorized agents of the 
federal government, charged with the re,.:;ponsibility of maintaining respect for the 
Eighteenth Amendment to the Constitulion, consists of the following worJs: "snoop
ers.'" '":'ncak:;,'' "spies," ancl "smellers.'' Any man \\ ho will use such la•1guage con
cerning rcpresent:lti,·cs of the federal gonrnment, is unv. orthy of a place at the \Vhite 
House, C\'en as janitor, much less preside!!"_ 
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WILLIS AND HOOVER REPLY TO SENATOR BORAH 
I 

Senator Willis First to Respond; Answers Each Question Specifically; Sec-
re~ary Hoover Makes General Statement; Fight on in Ohio 

United States Senator Frank B. vVillis of Ohio has announced his candidacy for 
Republican nomination for the presidency of the. United States. He has opened his 
campaign in Ohio. Secretary Hoover will contend with Senator Willis for Ohio dele
gates to the Kansas City Conyention. 

Senator Borah of Idaho .has submitted the questions to Senator Willis and Secre
tary Hoover that were submitted to Senator Curtis of Kansas, also a candidate for Re
publican noinination for President, and both Senator Willis and Secretary Hoover have 
replied. 

Borah's Questions 
These questions wiii be submitted by Senator Borah to all presidential candidates 

in both parties, and are as follows: · 
1. Do you favor incorporting in the next national Republican platform ~ 

plank specifically referring to the Eighteenth Amendment and pledging the can
didate and the party to a vigorous and faithful enforcement of the amendment 
and the law enacted to carry into effect the constitutional amendment? 

2. \Yhat is your attitude and what would be your attitude toward the 
amendment and its enforcement in case you were nominated and elected? 

3. Do you favor a program of legislation which will enable every state to 
determine for itself the alcoholic content of beverages to be manufactured, sold 
and transported throughout the country? 

4. Do you favor the repe~l.l of the Eighteenth Amendment or the repeal of 
the Yolstec.d Act? 

Senator \Villis' Reply 

1 f r. \\.ill is replied as follows: 
"Noting your first question, I ha\'e no 

hesitation in saying that I favor incor
porating in the next national Republican 
platform a plank specifically referring to 
the Eighteenth Amendment to the Con
stitut;on and pledging the candidate and 
the prty to a vigorous, faithful and ef
fectiYe enforcement of the amendment 
and the laws enacted to carry into effect 
the con~titutional ,amendment. 

"The answer to your second question 
is really implied in the al;>ove answer to 
the first. My attitude toward the amend
ment and its enforcement in case I would 
be nomina ted and elected would be this: 

Quote:s Washington's Words 
"The Eighteenth Amendment is a part 

of the Constitution of the United States; 
it \vas made a part of the Constitution by 
the largest. vote ever gi..-en any amend
ment to that document. I fully subscribe 
to the statement made by George Wash
ington in his farewell address regarding 
the Constitution when he ~aid: 

the Federal enforcement act so that the 
law would not prohibit the manufacture, 
sale, transportation, importation or ex
portation of beverages, which are not in 
fact itnoxicating, as determined in ac
cordance with the laws of the respective 
states. 

"If this principle is to be adopted as a 
part of our governmental system, there is 
an end to the sovereignty of the United 
States government and the supremacy of 
the CQnstitution. 

"I had always supposed that the idea 
of nullification was p~rmanently disposed 
of at the time of the Civil War. It cost 
the lives of hundreds of thousands of 
brave men on both sides to settle the 
question. 

"I am unwilling at this date to reopen 
the matter and give adherence to the doc
trine in effect that a state may do as it 
pleases about obeying Federal laws and 
upholding the Federal Constitution. 

"In my judgment, such a principle as 
you refer to is illogical, unworkable and 
unconstitutional. I am entirely opposed 
to it. If one state is to have permission 
to violate one Federal law, then every 
other state should be given the same priv-

ilege to violate some other Federal law 
that it does not like, and the result of the 
whole ridiculous, indefensible business 
would be a total breakdown of constitu
tional authority, entire disrespect for law 
and a reign of anarchy and chaos. Either 
we shall have in this country orderly gov
ernment, regulated by the law and Con
stitution, or else we shall descend to the 
weltering chaos which the proposed change 
would invite. 

"I am in favor of the Constitution and 
its enforcement. 

"In your fourth question you very prop
erly inquire whether I favor the repeal of 
the Eighteenth Amendment or the Vol
stead Act. 

"I do not favor the repeal of the Vol
stead Act, nor do I favor the repeal of the 
Eighteenth Amendment. I believe the 
Eighteenth Amendment is here to stay 
and that citizens and officials would bet
ter put in their time considering how they 
may observe the law of their country and 
respect its Constitution, rather than to 
give their efforts to plans whereby the 
law may be evaded and the Constitution 
broken down." 

The reply of Secretary Hoover to Sen
ator Borah's questionnaire was given the 
press under date of February 23. Sena
tor Borah's letter to Mr. Hoover was 
dated February 9, and he submitted the 
same questions as those ·submitted to the 
other avowed candidates for President, 
and are those printed above. 11r. Hoo
ver's reply follows: 

"My Dear Mr. Senator: Upon my re
turn to vVashington I have taken up your 
letter. 

"I feel that the discussion of public 
questions by reply to questionnaires is 
likely to be unsatisfactory and oftentimes 
leads to confusion rather than clarity. Re
plies to the scores of such inquiries on 
many questions are impossible. 

'"Out of my regard for your known sin
cerity and your interest in the essential 
questions, I \>Yill, however, say again that 
I do not favor the repeal of the Eight
eenth Amendment. I stand, of course, for 
the efficient, vigorous and sincere enforce
ment of the laws enacted thereunder. 
\Vhoever is chosen President has, under 
his oath, the solemn duty to pursue this 
course. 

"Our country has deliberately under
taken a great social and economic experi-

"'Respect for its authority, compliance 
with its )ay,·s, acquiescence in its mea
sures, are duties enjoined by the funda
mental maxims of true liberty. The basis 
of our political systems is the right of the 
people to make and to alter their Consti
tution of the Government. But the Con
stitution which at any time exists, till 
changed by an explicit and authentic act 
of the whole [leop!e, is sacredly obligatory 
upon all. The very idea of the power and 
the right of the people to establish gov
ernment presupposes the dnty of every in
dividual to obey the established govern
ment.' 

GER~1AN LEAGUE OF MUNICIPALITIES ENTERS FIGHT 

"Believing thoroughly in this fundamen
tal doctrine so clearly stated by \Vash
ington, I would, if nominated and elected, 
put forth every effort to see to it that the 
Eighteenth Amendment is obsrrved, obey
ed, and respected, and the laws enacted 
thereunder enforced. This is my attitude 
now and would continue to be exactly 
the same in the event of nomination and 
election. 

Opposes State Option 

-"With reference to your third question, 
I say, unh esitatingly, that I do not fa,·or 
a program of legislation which ,,·auld en
able every state to determine for itself the 
alcoholic content of beverages to be man
ufactured, sold and transported through
out the country. 

"As I understand the principle embod
ied in the proposed New York referen
~um, Congress would be asl~ed to modify 

Remarkable Impetus Is Given the Dry l\1ovement, Heretofore not Seri
ously Considered; Following Plan Used to Secure American Prohibi

tion; Will Ask Higher Taxes on Beer, and Local Option Control 

The Buffalo, (N. Y.) Times of February 

12 carries a dis-patch of the International 

News Service from Berlin concerning the 

progress of the prohibition movement in 

Germany, which is most remarkable. The 
Times article, in part, is a·s follows: 

"For years prohibition has been a stand
ing joke in Germany, but today at one 
stroke it has become a serious movement, 
and this nation of beer and wine lovers is 
up in arms for fear that the fate which 
overtook America may desolate its vine
yards and hop fields. 

"The sudden change has come about 
through the entry of the German League 
of Municipalities on the side of th e dry s. 
Every city of any importance in the coun
try belongs to the League, and its deci
sion to support 'abstinence' is the most 
important accession to dry strength since 
the question was originally propounded 
in Germany. 

"Indignant repudiation of the League's 
a.ims came immediately from the Union 

of Economic Associations and from the 
c·ities which, like ~r unich and Cologne, 
are largely dependent upon the beer and 
wine industry. To these attacks the 
League replied \\rith a ' counter attack 

which clearly indicates its intention to 
continue its efforts despite th eunpopular· 
ity it thereby brings upon its head. 

"The similarity between the berrinnina 
of the prohibition movement in G~rman; 
and the way in v.-hi ch it began in Amer
ica is striking. Both in program and in 
method the League of Municipalities has 
evidently taken as a model the American 
Anti-Saloon League. 

"For the present full prohibition is not 
on the program of the German drys. 
T lh. ·r efforts are now confined to two 
P'Jeast.res. They wish the Reichstag to 
revise upward their taxes on be er, \vine 
and spi t ituous liq uor s, and thev are back
ing a bi .. l to introduce 'local ;ption co~
trol' of b'eer hall li censes, permitting mu- · 
nicipalitie · to r efuse permission to open 
new drinking places." 

ment, noble in motive and far-reaching in 
· purpose. It must be worked out con
structively. 

"Cordially yours, 
"Herbert Hoover." -

Mr. Hoover's statement brought forth 
the following comment as carried in the 
press from Mr. Stayton, head of the As
sociation Against the Prohibition Amend
ment. Mr. Stayton says: 
· vVe had hoped for something more 

than mere platitudes on this subject 
from the lips of Mr. Hoover. Mr. 
Hoover's statement that it is the duty 
of the President to enforce the law 
efficiently, vigorously and sincerely, 
is perhaps in view of all the facts the 
severest implied criticism a cabinet 
member ever ~ade directed at his 
President. It is not conceivable that 
the Democrats will fail to take ad
vantage of the magnificept oppo'r
tunities opened up by this statement 
in the event that Mr. Hoover wms 
the Republican nomination. 

SOUTHERN DRYS MEET 

Convention Called for St. Peters-
burg, Florida, Attracting \Vide 
Interest in Southeastern States 

The Anti-Saloon League of America 
South-Eastern States Convention to be 
held in St. Petersburg. Fl·o'rida, at the 
First Baptist Church, March 4, 5, 6, 7, is 
attracting wide attention in the southeast
ern states, and a large attendance is ex
pected. Cooperation of state Leagues of 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro
lina, Tennessee and Virginia. is assured. 

Bishop James Cannon, Jr., of the I\fC:'th
odist Episcopal Church, South, one o·f the 
best known League men in the United 
States, will be the speaker for the Sunday 
afternoon mass meeting, March 4, at 3:00 
p.m. Oth.er national Leaegue speakers in
clude General Superintendent F. Scott 
McBride and Dr. Ernest H. Cherrington, 
superintendent of publicity and education
al department of the Anti-Saloon League. 
·Readers of American Issue who have 
friends in Fl-orida would do well to noti
fy them of the time and place of this 
southeastern state convention. 

It has been apparent for many months 
that the liquor forces have been making 
efforts to capture the south in the inter
est of the wet program. They are leaving 
nothing undone to encourage dry law vio
lation and strengthen wet sentiment south 
of the Mason· Dixon Line. It is the pur
pose of this convention to devi e ways 
and means of combatting these attacks 
that are novv being made upon the south. 

----------
INCREASE IN HOME 0\IVN:LU~S 
The Chicago Evening Post is au :hority 

for the following s·tatement. 
"In 1920 there were only 45 home own

ers to every 100 people, ·but it is e'Ai
mated that in 1930 more than one-half of 
the entire po.pulation will own their own 
homes. In 1922 only 40 per cen-t of the 
building in the country was for residen
tial purposes. 

Order a quantity of "PROlilBT
TION A~D THE PRESIDE::-\
TIAL CA1IP.\IGN and SI-L\LL 
AMERIC\ ELECT A 'COCK
TAIL' PRESIDENT" to di stribute 
among your fr·iends. 

Ten copi es, 70c; One Hundred 
copies, $-+.35. Order from th e 
Ameri·can Issue Publishing Com· 
pany, Department _ of Literature, 
\Vesterville, Ohio. 



OF NO 1~1PORTANCE 

"Church Temperance Society" Con
ducts Another Questionnaire and 
Urges National Referendum; 

Supt. McBride Comments 

The Church Temperance Socie·ty, an . 
organization opposed to the prohibition 
polky, went on record the other day fa
voring a national referendum on the 
Eighteenth Amendment. This action was 
taken by the society by unan·imous vote 
of the SO members present after hearing 
the result of a questionnaire in which it 
is claimed 5,300 ministers were asked to 
express their opinions as to whether pro
hibition is a success and whether they fa
vored modification o·f the Volstead ::tct. 
According to the report, replies were re
ceived from a Ettl.e ove-r half of those to 
whom the questionnaire \Vas sent. 

General Superintendent F. Scott Mc
Bride of the Anti-Saloon League of Amer
ica, in commenting upon the action of this 
wet organization, says: 

"Everybody wants some modification of 
the Prohibition a·ct, either to strengthen 
or weaken it, so it is not surprising that 
the Church Temperance Society, which 
was never a prohibition organization, 
should find that approximately one out of 
five Episcopal clergymen favor some ROrt 
of a change in the law." 

"When Dr. James Empringham made 
a somewhat simllar assa.ul1 on prohibition 
in 1926, a ho·st of bishops, dergy and lead_
ers among the laity of the· Episcopal 
chu•rch promptly den·ied that the Church 
Temperance Society· had any organic re
lationship' to that church, or had any 
authority to speak for the Episcopalians 
of the nation. 

According to their own showing, the 
takers of this ~ ·oll received replies from 
only a little over half of those to whom 
a qt1csti·onna·ire was s·ent. Only 1,304 out 
of 5,301 ministers failed to find prohibition 
a success, and only 1,389 thought there 
should be a modification of the Volstead 
act. Even these did not state, apparently, 
ho .1 thev wanted it modifted, whether to 
strengthen or ·weaken it. 

"Since the passage of the odginal pro
hibition enforcement act, the Anti-Saloon 
League, in common with other dry or
gani/ation;;, ha~ wcces~fully urged many 
modifications of the original law for the 
improvement of prohibition. If this ques
tionna · re had been sent to me, I ·would 

• han 'been "obliged to say that I fa\·or mod
ifications today, but I am sure that my 
sort of nwclifications wonld give no cn
couragem •nt to those who want to bring 
back t11e blight of beer and the woe of 
winc:> to our land." 

GRANGE SUPPORTS DRY LA \V 

Oppores Any Change in Amendment, and 
Favors Rigid Enforcement 

The ;{ ew York State Grange held its 
fift) f1Lh annual .convention in the Ar
mory at Poughkeepsie in the early part 
of this month. At the closing session on 
Fcbruarv 10 a resolution was adopted to 
the ef(c~t that the Grange support un
condition<tlly tl1e Eighteenth Amen<.lment 
and the Volstead Act. 

This resolution placed the organization 
on record as unalterably opposed to any 
change "hats•oever being made in the 
Eighteenth Amendment, and favoring 
rigid enforcement of the Vol-stead Act. In 
this fashion the Grange maintains a rec
ord of many years standing throughout 
which this organization has stood con
stantly for the enactment of prohibiti'On, 
and then for i1:s e.nrforcement. 
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BUILDING CONSTRUCTION RECORD HAD "A FEW DRINKS" AT PARTY 
Total construction contracts awarded during January in the 37 states east 

of the Rocky Mountains amounted to $427,168,700, according to F. W. Dodge 
co;,-po·ration's report in the American Contractor, says the Chicago Daily News 
of February 11, 1928. These s:tates indude about 91 per cent of the t·otal con
struction volume o.f the country. This was next to the largest January total on 
rec.ord, and represented an increase o,f 11 per. cent over January o•f las•t year. 

Isn't i>t remarkable hqw building construction con~inues to increase in vol
ume in spite of the fact that the brewerie·s and dis·tilledes and saloons are no 
longer operating. It will be reca:lled tha:t predictions were made by the wets 
that if salo,ons were closed bui·lding constructw·n would ceas~e and grass would 
grow in the streets of our cities. 

,This Information Supports Belief 
That Remus Jurors Ac~ed in 

Sacred Cause of Booze 

Information about a "party at which,. 
they had "a few .drinks" and which was 
attended by some of the members of the 
jury that tried George Remus, Cincinnati 
bootlegger, on the charge of first degree 
murder of his wife, and acquitted him on 
the s~ole ground of ":insanity," was given 
to former Judge Walter A. Ryan and his 
two attorneys, February 10, as they sat as 
a committee from the Cincinnati Bar As
sociation to consider charges of contempt 
pf court against the 12 jurors growing out 
of a petition signed by them for John S. 
Berger of Californ·ia., a Remus witness. 

THE REPORTER SAID IT 

Reporter on Wet Chicago, Neswpaper 
Puts \Vords in Mouth of Prominent 

Business Man 
The Chicago Herald-Examiner of Feb

ruary 14 quotes Edward E. Gore, former 
chairman of the crime commission of Chi
cago as saying that "75 per cent of the 
murders committed are the result of 
prohibition." The national W. C. T. U. 
was unwiHing to believe that Mr. Gore 
had been co>rreotly quoted ,and according
ly asked him if he had maae the state
ment. He., replied plainly in the negativ~. 

AUSTRALIAN DRYS ACTIVE 

Local Option Contest in Ipswich Attrac,ts 
Notice Throughout Australia 

The Queensland Congregationalist re
ports a coming local option contest to be 
held in Ipswich, Bremer and parts of the 
Rosewood electorates, an area covering 
about 12 miles and involving 30 liquor 
bars. It is estimated that 156,000 pounds 
per annum is spent over these 30 bars. 

Berger was under indictment for per
jury al·leged to have occurred in testimony 
which he gave in beha1>f of Remus. After 
acquitting Remus on the sole ground that 
he was insane, the jurors signed a round
robin to Probate Judge Leuders asking 
him to release Remus before Christmas, 
and declaring they did not believe he was 
insane, but returned the verdict because 
they were denied the right to return one 
of "not guilty" only. · 

"After the meeting," he says, "a re
porter pressed me to say that a majority 
of the murders committed in Chicago 
were due to prohibition, but I refused." 
This statement cred·ited to Mr. Gore is 
deS>tined to do much harm to the cause 
of prohib11tion because of·his reputation as 
a careful bus.ine>s·s man and be·cause of his 
long experience on the crime commission 
and the incident affords a bit of typi
cal we.t metropolitan newspaper propa-

· The act under which the election will 
be held next May prdvides that 18 months 
after local prohibition comes into effect 
"it will be illegal to sell, supply, deliver, 
barter, or otherwise dispose of any liq-

, uor within the area except for medicinal 
and sacramental purposes." 

This knowledge, which has come to 
light conoerning the booze party attended 
by Remus jurors supports the belief held 
by many thaJt Remus was real.Jy acquitte~d 
by a Cincinnati juror because 'he was a 
bo·otlegger. It begins to appear that th~se 
jurors belong to th~t class of people who 
believe that any crime committed in the 
name of booze is justifiable. 

ganda. . 
The \V. C. T. U. in commenting on the 

incident says : 
"Chicago newspapers, a·s well a's n.ear'ly 

all other city newspapers have been in 
the habi~t of refe.rring to any. killing in 
Chicago as a bootleggers' war. The fact 
is, evidenced by the Chicago Daily News 
as well as by statements of E. C. Yel
lowley, federal prohibition administrator, 
and others, the Big Chicago Bootlegger 
has decamped or gone into gambling. The 
gang warfare's as they exist tod•ay in Chi
cago are over division pf spoil~ of gam
bling and other vices. An easy journal
istic consdence is all that is necessary to . 
headline all homicides in the Windy City 
is results of a 'bootleggers' war.'' 

CAMPBELLS ARE DRY 

Famous Newspaper Men of Three Gen
. erations; Papers Never Carried 

A Liquor Ad 
Campbell is a well known name in Ohio 

newspaper history. Back in 1834 Judge 
Charles F. Campbell published the Ohio 
vVhig at Rickley, and later the Ricldey 
Bee. Four o£ Judge Campbell's sons 
published newspapers. One, ]. Q. A. 
Campbell, a Civil War veteran, was for ... 
years editor of the Bellefontaine Repub
lican which he purchased from the late 
D. R. Locke, who ,as Petroleum V. Nas
by, made the T?ledo Blade famous. An
other son, W. A. Campbell, was for· years 
owner of the Lima Gazette, and other 
members of the Campbell family were 
associated with him, including Charles D. 
Campbell, now a Bellefontaine attorney. 

Every one of the newspapers conducted 
by the Campbells fought the liquor traf
fic, and not one of these papers ever pub
lished a liquor advertisement. 

This is a most commendable record, es
pecially in view of the fact that in t~ 
early days after the Civil War the liquor' 

·traffic was not looked upon with partic
ular disfavor. Drinking was a comm~ 
practice by all classea. 

An incentive in the coming struggle is 
the fact that at the last poll in May, 1925, 
in spite of the three-fifths handicap and a 
drenching wet day, Ipswich gave a dry 
majority of 779, which was only 183 votes 
short of victory. 

The drys are going in to win, and ex
pect to put Ipswich on the map as the 
pioneer in the prohibition cause in Aus
tralia. 

TOWN "SACKED" 

The Madis>onville, (Ky.) Daily Messen
ger of recent date heads a story "Prohi. 
Raidel"'S Sack Caldwell.'' Then follows 
the sltory of how fede>ral agents raided 
some booze joints otf Henderson, Caldwell 
county, Ky., and seize.d a large quantity 
of whisky. No arres·ts \ve-re made. Thus 
was Ca.ldwe11 "sacked" by "federal ban
dits." 

A ETF 

WHERE THE MALT GOES 
Acco:-d1ng to Michael J. Donnelly, 

counsel for the National Mal>t Syrup 
Manufacturers Associati·on the American 
home brewer is now the ~mallest source 
of income to the malt manufacturers. The 
statement was made before a meeting of 
the manufacturers association recenrtly 
held in the Hotel Sherman, Chicago. Mr.· 
Donnelly said, "So many new us·es for 
malt syrup and mah extracts have been 
found in the las•t few years that malt for 
the manufacture of beer is no'"' the small
est item on our production list. Malt is 
now used in breakfas>t foods and in wash
ing linens." 

PRE ID 
Will Be a Question Raised Many Times 

in the 1928 Presidential Campaign 
I 

SHALL WE ELECT "AL" SMITH? 
SHALL vVE ELECT GOV. RITCHIE? 
SHALL WE ELECT DR. BUTLER? 
SHALL WE ELECT SENATOR REED? 

> or 

Any or the MANY "Cocktai'l" Cand·idates? 
Are YOU prepared to answer these questions? 

PREPARE YOURSELF BY STUDYING THE RECOPDJ AND 
ACTIVITIES OF THESE MEN 

"AL SMITH'S RECORD as Tammany Legislator and Governor" is a comr'ete 
reoord made by "Al" without any frills or dressing up. 10 copies, 30c. 100 co,Jies, $.2.10 

"PROHIBITION AND THE PRESIDENTIAL CAM<?AIGN 
and 

SHALL DRY AMERICA ELECT A 'COCKTAIL' PRESIDEN.T" 
, 

is a pamphlet containing two addresse·s recently delivered by Bishop James Cannon. 
Jr .• giving the position of many presidential candidates on the prohibition question. 

10 Copies, 70c. 100 Copies, $4.55 
Quotations on larger quantities upon request 
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"The Church Temperance Society" Again 
The Protestant Episcopal Church again finds itself 

embarrassed by a statement issued by the so-called 
Church Temperance Society, which apparently attempts 
to pose as an official society of the Episcopal Church. 

Dr. James Empringham is presumably the head of 
this ''temperance society." He is opposed to the pr_ohi
bition policy, and the "society" through him has made 
several attacks on prohibition which received wide pub
licity because they were made to appear as voicing the 
sentiment of the Episcopal Church. 

This society, however, has been so thoroughly repudi
ated bv the majority of bishops of that great church and 
other ieading clergymen of the denomination, as well as 
prominent.. laymen, that what the society now says 
against prohibition has no more weight than it would 
have coming from the Association Against the Prohibi
tion Amendment. 

The latest pronouncement from this wet organization 
is that the results of a questionnaire sent to some 5,300 
Episcopal clergyman indicate that approximately one out 
of five of these clergymen favor some change in the Vol
stead law. The questionnaire was· considered at a meet
i:Jg of the society at which about 50 clergymen and lay
men were present, and after hearing the report the so
ciety w~nt on record by a unanimous vote asking fbr a 
national referendum on the Eighteenth Amendment. 

According to the statement of the society, only 1,389 
of the 5 300 ministers questioned thought there should 
be a modification of the Volstead act. They did not 
specify, however, what s'ort of change they desired. 
There may be a considerable number of them who, like 
certain dry leaders in Congress, desire a change, but a 
change making the law more drastic in the interest of 
stricter enforcement. 

Bnt be that as it may, the facts to bear in n'!ind are 
these, that the Church Temperance Society does not of~ 
ficially speak for the Protestant Episcopal Church; that 
it never was in favor of prohibition; that it is· simply one 
o{ the numerous wet organizations pleading for the over
tlFow of the prohibition policy by the process of weak
ening the Volstead Act. 

Youth's Hip-pocket Flasks in Scotland 
Dr. F. L. Deane, Bishop of Aberdeen and Orkney, who 

recently visited the United States, is quoted in the Lon
don (England) Daily I\Iail of recent date as ~aying that 
in his opinion the drinking-bar and saloon have gone for
ever from America. The London Daily Mail story is as 
follows: 

"You can find nobody in th·e United States who 
can claim to be a decent citizen who would ,vote for 
the return of the saloon." Prohibition, ho\Ve\·cr (the 
Bishop adds) has produced contempt for law with
out parallel in modern h'istory. It has produced 
hypocrisy in political. social and religious life. It 
has caused and is causing young people of both sexes 
to drink out of sheer bravado \\·l)o otherwise would 
not have drunk. Indeed. even schoolboys at school 
dances sometimes • disgrace themseives by getting 
drunk, while in the colleges which are educating al
most a million of young citizens, the mischief is sad
ly rife. 
But it is interesting to note that the good Bishop is 

not compelled to go to the United States to find drink
ing among young p eop le at da nce s, as wi~n ~ss the fol
lowing statement appearing in the Glasgow Herald of 
February 11. 

HOME AND STATE 

Bishop Deane, Aberdeen, in an interview said that 
in the country parts of Aberdeenshire and ·B3.nffshire 
young peop-le attending dances were in the habit of 
carrying bottles of whisky with them to the village 
halls. "I believe,'' said the Bishop, "this is a serious 
evil ,and a good deal of the moral scandals which 
cause sorrow to all who love the country people 
arise fr~m the habit. If I had my way I would al
low no alcoholic drink to be consumed at dances. 
All dances should he strictly temperance functions." 
He knew villages where those people in char_ge of 
dances were so fearful that drink might be consumed 
that they even \\ent to the length of searching the 
pockets of men's overcoats and pouring out any liq
uor found in flasks and bottles. 

In one small village in Aberdeen where the vigi
lance of the dance organizers was not so strict, no 
fewer than 14 or 15 empty whisky bottles were 
found lying outside the dance hall. We should not 
turn a blind eye to the evil, added the Bishop, but 
the Women's Rural Institute and all ministers of re
ligion should take the matter in hand. He was quite 
sure they would find the hearty support of those 
who had the best interests of the countryside at 
heart. 

One of the most frequent cvmpbints made against the 
prohibition policy by the enetnies of that policy is that 
vvith the licensed saloons closed, the youth, especially 
those attending high schools and colleges, have been 
driven to the use of the :1ip-pocket flasks. These flasks, 
they tell us, arc very much in evidence at the dances. 
Evidently some enemy of prohibition so informed the 
Bishop of Aberdeen on his visit to this country, wlw 
thinks that prohibition has made hypocrites and has pro
duced contempt for law "without parallel in modern his
tory." 

How will the Bishop of Aberdeen explain the hi;.>
pocket flask at the dances in his parish of Aberdeen and 
Orkney? 

American· Issue is informed by its correspondent writ
ing from Glasgow, that in the rural parts of Aberdeen
shire and 'Ranff::.i1ire to which the Bishop refers. where 
young peopl~ attending dances carry bottles of whisky to 
the vil!age halls, there are, roughly speaking, 120 licensed 
liquor shops. It is evident tnat these shops have not pre
vented the practice of young people carrying hip-pocket 
flasks, so the Bishop of Aberdeen would resort to the 
more drastic measure o£ proh:bition, notwithstanding it 
produces "hypocrites and contempt for law." It is in
teresting also to observe that the Bishop would enforce 
the law, suggesting a remedy which is being put intu 
practice in one village with which he is familiar, wnere 
r,ockets are searched and bottles confiscated. 

The editor of the wet Co!um bus (Ohio) State J ourna~ 
the other day said the Anti-Saloon Leageu seems to take 
delight in gloating over instances of drinking among 
youth in wet countries. The League docs not take de
light 111 reporting these instances, but it is well some
times to call the attention of our wet friends to them as 
a reminder that licensing the liquor traffic, making the 
liquor easily accessible to all comers, is not the way to 
prevent drinking among youth. If any of these wet ad
vocates 111 our own country think it is. let them ask Dr. 
F. L. Dean, Bishop of Aberdeen and Orkney, Scotland. 

Ontario's Next Ste~ 
Frank \Nilson, member of the Ontario Par!iament for 

East Windsor, on Febraury 7 at Toronto served notice 
that he will move in the forthcoming session of the leg~ 
islatnre that legal measures be introduced for ~he public 
consumption of beer under govdnmcnt supervision and 
on the local option plan. This would mean that beer 
could be. sold by the glass or by the bottle in reputable 
botels· and cafes. -

This is the first definite action th:-~t has been taken by 
any member of the Ontario legislature for the sale of 
beer in public places by the glass or bottle and for con
sumption in places other than the lwme. 

The Ontario liquor control act which became '=ffecti\·e 
last June permits the consumption of liquor only in the 
home. \Vilson claims the act has been in iorce long 
enough to prove unsatisfactory. 

Surely the drys of Ontario are not surprised at this 
"next step" to be taken by the wets. The first move to
',\ arcl swinging Ontario back into the wet column was 
the so-called four point four beer law. This la\v went 
into effect 0\~er the protest of tl~e drys, and it was not 
many nionths until the wets were decl aring· it was en
tirely unsatisfactory. l'our point four wa s H<'lt of suf
ficient alcoholic strength to satisfy the b •o~e~ s. T '·cn 
came the so-called Ontario liquor control act establish-

ing government stores for the sale of liquor on permit 
to be drunk in the home. The wets now declare this law 
unsatisfactory. Bootlegging has thrived as never before 
under this system. Bnotlegging in beer is espe~ially 

rife. It became so prevalent that within the fortnight 
brewers in conference with the liquor commission agreed 
to sell no more beer by the keg or half-keg, in the belief 
that by discontinuing the sale in bulk they could prevent 
bootlegging in beer. 

Now comes the next move-the sale of beer by the 
glass and bottle to be drunk on the premises. This 
means the reopening of the saloon-the beer saloon. 

This is- the system in effect in Quebec. The beer sa· 
loons of Montreal and Quebec are crowded to capacity 
every night until closing time. 

The writer, standing on a corner where he could wit
ness the patrons pouring out vf three of these beer sa
loons in J\fontreal at closing time. saw more men under 
the influence of liquor, some of them unable to navigate 
without as<>!stance, than he has seen in this country dur
ing visits to many of the larger cities, including Chicago 
and New York, since prohibition became opera tin. 

No, it ~s not surprising that the wets of Ontario are 
demand~ng their open saloons. 

A Voice F rorn the Past 
Chicago.-Jim O'Leary's 67 branch gamb!ing of

fices were notified by Mayor Harrison to "cut out" 
book making. The majority of the places are in s::t
loons, and the saloon licenses are threatened unless 
\be order is complied with. The Grand Pacific Hotel 
bar and a book said to be located at the Saratoga 
Hotel are included in the order.' 
The above item is taken from the Chicago Daily Trib

une of February 6, 1928, under the captiot'}, "Twenty-five 
Years Ago Ttoday." 

It is a gentle reminder of the close alliance that ex
isted between the saloon and organized vice and gam
Lling iu the "good· old days" of the licensed liquor traffic. 

Most of O'Leary's 67 branch gambling offices were :n 
saloons. according to the Chicago Tribune. There is 
nothing surprising about this information to those whose 
memory goes back to the "pre-Volstead" clays, but it is 
surprising that the Tribune, bitter enem-y of prohibition 
fighting for the overthrow of the prohibition policy on 
the theory that crime and vice will be lessened with the 
liquor trafll.c restored, is willing to bring to light such 
items from its musty ftles. Such items were common 
reading in those days of twenty-five years ago. 

BOOTLEGGING IN CANADA 
(L. vV. Cunningham in Random Comment column 

in Colorado Springs Gazete, Feb. 15, 1928) 

In an editorial which appeared February 8 in the .N' ew 
York World, a bitter opponent of prohibition, the liquor 
situation in this country and Canada is discussed. In 
the aforesaid editorial, the royal Canadian commission, 
it is pointed out, "beg for the clamming up of that heavy 
stearm of cheap, raw alcohol which pours from this 
country into Canada every year. They complain that 
American boot!eg whisky is flooding" (I beg those who 
are accu_stomed to painting the bootlegge;-less condition, 
which they allege prcva!ls in Canada, to get that v.rord 
"flooding") "their markets, since it can be bought at far 
less cost than the sound native product, and that Cana
dian digestions are suffering thereby." · 

May I ask the reader to go back and again read the 
last sentence I have just quoted? And as he reads it, 
will he please bear in mind whom I am quoting- the 
Canadian royal high commission? Upon such testimony 
as this, am I not entitled to demand judgment, by con
fession, that Canada has her boot!cggers eyen as we 
have? \Vhen the Canadian royal high · commission brings 
i-lto court and offers it1 evidence the ruined stomachs of 
King George's subj.ects, even a doubting Thomas must 
helic,·e that under the beautiful Canadian government 

,_dispensary system, the Dominion booze-fighters arc be
ing crucified by bad liquor which is "flooding their mar
ket'' and which is being sold "at far less cost than the 
sou:1cl natiYe product." 

\ \' hen did liquor peclcllcrs ever ol1ey the law? \Vhere 
are they now obeying it? Surely not in Canada. \Vhcq 
''ill they obey it? \Vhen Canada and thi s country shall 
hath cut out their tom-foolery, get down to business and 
in good faith go after the manufacturers ancl ci :st:-;1 utors 
of bo'iu 111 dead earnest. 

It is now order ly government versus anarchy. That 
is the real issue today. 
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AL SMITH A NULLIFICATIONIST 
Not only is Governor AI Smith of New York the leader of the wet forces of 

America and his election as president would signalize the triumphs of booze, but he 
is also the arch nuUificationist. 

A nullificationist is not simpi; one who opposes a law, who believes it is unwise, 
and whos·e influence is exerted for the repeal of that law. Nor is it one who belif:ves 
a law should be modified, s•o a·s, \n h~s judgment, to be more effective. But a nuUi
ficationist is one who is. willing, while the Constitution stands intact, to nullify that 
constitutior1 by the passage of laws that will make it impossible to enforce the Con
titution. 

Al Smith is the head of the nullificationists. Under his leadership the legislature 
submitted to a popular vote of the State of New York the following question: 

"Should the Congress of the United States mod·ify the Federal Act to enforce the 
Eighteenth Amendment to the const·itution of the United States so that the same shall 
not prohibit the manufacture, sale, transportation, importation or exportation of bev
erages ·which are in fact intoxicating, as determined in accordance of the respective 
states?" 

Not only d·id AI Smith inspire New York to take this action, but he sponsored 
a movement for a similar referendum to be passed in every state in the union, if pos
sible, and thus to bring to bear upon Congress to follow the instructions implied in 
the question above. 

An<.lys•is of \\'hat the question means will reveal the fact that if it should prevail 
New York might write into its law the privilege of selling beer and wine, and then, 
the federal government could not enforce the Eighteenth Amnclment in New York 
against beer and wine. New Jersey might want it a little stronger, and might write 
into its law that beer and wine, red l•iquor of not more than 40 pe·r cent alcohol, 
might legally be sold, and if so the federal government could not enforce the 
Eighteenth Amendment against those liquors. And so, each state would have the 
privi-lege of writing into its laws anything unckr the pretense that it was not intoxi
cating "in fact," and then the federal government would ha~e to refuse to enforce 
the laws in that state against those drinks. 

In effect, the questi·on spon•sored by Smi'th mean's to return to the local option 
method of handling the liquor traffic. Now, any man has the right to advocate local 
option as a better method of handling the liquor problem. But no man has the right 
to advise either a state or a federal government to adopt that system, wh_ile the 
Eighteenth Amendment remains in the Constitution. Anc:i if he does s•o, he is a 
nullificMion.iM, that is, he i·s taking steps and advoca•ting methods of nullifying a 
part of the cons•titut,ion. This is why AI Smith is known a·s a great nullification-1-st. 

Would AI Smith Enforce National Prohibition if Elected President? 

We may judge of what a man will do by a study of what he has done. The wets 
are vociferously claiming that l}e would enforce the law. Tl;is is done to make him 
more respectable with the drys. But his record does not give any encouragement to 
such a belief, nor any grounds for such a statement. 

As Governor -of New York, 11e swore that he would uphold the Constitution of 
the United States, an integral part of which Constitution is the Eighteenth Amend
ment. Just as soon as he became governo·r he advised the State legislature of New 
York to repeal the only law that they had up·on the statutes that sup·ported the Eight
eenth Amendment, and he signed the repeal. And, in his capacity as governor, 
·neither he nor the State is doing anything to uphold the constitution and the Eight
eenth Amendment. 

He has recently been making strong statements that it is the duty of the states 
to uphold the constitution. In tho-se statements he is ei.ther so ignorant that he doe·s 
not know what it is all about, or else is perfectly insincere in his statements. 

In this statement he says that the Volstead Act is a part 9f the law o.f New York. 
It is no such thing, nor can any officer in New York assist in enforcing the Volstead 
Act since Smith had the s•tate law repealed, except by merely arresting the violator 
of the law and turning him over to the federal courts. Th'e State qf New York is 
doing nothing to support the constitution of the United States as it relates to the 
liquor question. 

NEW YORK r~IAYOR NOT ALLOWED TO REFORfvl 
It seems that Jimmy \Valker, whom Tammany has furnished the City o•f New 

York for a mayor, has been drinking too heavily till, like all liquor cl.rinkers, his 
s•tomach went back on him, and he had to cut liquor out o.f his diet. _ 

A- Methodist preacher of New York City got onto it, and JimmY. ·wrote him a 
letter about it, confirming the rumor, and stating that his health was very much bet
ter since he had cut out booze. 

\Vhen. this letter was given to the public i:1 Kew York, it created a furore. 
Some of the Tammanyites got very much afraid that ] immy was going to reform, and 
that certainly would never do for a New York mayor. So they have kept Jimmy in 
hot wa•t er ever since, expla;ining how it happened, and then explaining the explana
tion a·way, and then explaining son;e more. But it seems that about the sum total 
of what hi-s "expla1~ ations'' mean is that he has not reformed-jus-t quit drinking liq
uor because he had to do it for health's sak0. That is exactly what the prohibi
tionists have been tcliing the world for the last hundred years. \Ve are glad that 
J\ew York is at •least within one hundred years of the times on the question. 

But let it be understood that a New York 1layor must not reform. And Tam
many now wants to furnish the United States. v•ith a Prcsi<~ent! 

"To let the Anti-Saloon Leag1.1e's trained workers go off the job just now would 
be almost tantam ount to presenting the brewers with a free and open field for tl1e 
come-back they a1e trying to stage. It i.; twthi.1ka;Jle _\s ,u;cc!:y the churches 
who made the Anti-Sale o·1 l C<l;ue so tr.:mcndoc-.iy e;fccti, c in the R ·\ TTLE TO 
GET PPOHlBITIO:~. ,.,;;1 1".Jt permit it to d:siut(grcltc in the present crisis of the 
FlGHT TO HOLD PROHIDITION."-The Co1 inent. 
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STRONG \VORDS FROM BISHOP SEAMAN 
On January 16, clergy and lay delegates met in Abilene in convocation of th~ 

Protestant Episcopal church for the North Texas Missionary ~istrict. Bishop E. 
Cecil Seaman in his annual address, said: 

"I sincerely hope that every clergyman in the district will consider it in line 
with the purpose and spirit of So·cial Service Sunday, which we will celebrate next 
Sunday, to reiterate and emphasize the church's emphatic teaching expressed in the 
church catechism, 'My duty to my neighb-or is to honor and obey the civil author-ity.' 

"The civil author•i•ty today is very much d-ishonored and dis,obeyed in many re
S'pects, chiefly perhaps in the matter of murder, adultery, illegal liquor trafnc and 
Sunday law violations. Our church is holding to the ten commandments, and to 
the precepts and examples 6f our bless•ed Lord, and in that paN of our dis-cipline 
known as 'the duty to our neighbor,' as well as in explicit pronouncements of our 
generaf convention, stands with all go-od people for law enforcement; and there 
are many of our people who would be greatly heartened by expre::sion of prophetic 
force and clearness from our clergy on these subjects. 

"There are strong forces of' social righteousness and dee--p religious life which 
would be much more inclined to ·trust the doctrinal position of our church if they were 
more often assured that the Protestant Episcopal Church is in sympathy with the 
ideals and expressions of American constitutional government. 

"I believe that the Anti-Saloon League of America has been one of the niost 
powerful champions of law and order this country has ever had, embracing as it does 
the militant element of· the Christian church. I believe the Eighteenth Amendment 
and the statutes based upon it have dealt mighty blows to organized lawlessness, aj 
evidenced by the furious attack against this organization and the laws it has fostered; 
and as a bishop in the church ot God I would be very proud and very happy if our
Episcopal church would raise its voice in every pulpit in sympathy for the men and 
women and lihtle childern w.ho have suffered sickness and poverty and ;hame at the 
hands of the victims of the organized liquar traffic, even in the days of prohiLition, 
but infinitely more in the days when the traffic was licem;.ed." 

ALBERT_ RITCHIE, GOVERNOR OF MARYLAND 
· Governor Ritchie o·f Maryland has frequently been menti·oned as a pos-sible can

didate for president on the Democratic ticket. He seems to be Slitting under Smi•th's 
table to catch the crumbs that may fall. When Smith's friends have tr·i·ed and be
come convinced that they cannot put Smith over, as next best friend they may turn 
to Ritchie. The danger is that the delegates will no-t know Ritchie so well as they 
do Smith, and tired from the fight, accept him. 

Knowing tha•t Ritchie was just as wet as Smith, we wrote to Mr. George W. 
Crabbe, superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League of Maryland for infor~ation. 
V-/hile Mr. Crabbe's letter seems simply to recount facts of common knowledge in 
Maryland, we fear that to quote tl{e whole Letter would shock the political modesty 
of Texans and so the worst will be left off. Texans could not conceive of a state 
retaining a man with such a record as governor, but ·evidently he suits 1Iaryl:~md. 
Vv e quote one paragraph of his letter as follows: 

"Governor Ritchie wants you and every one else to know that he is wet polit
ically and pe-rsonally. He has domi11'ated the legislature since he has been governor, 
and has been able, by throwing patronage and the question of appropriations into 
the fight, to prevent us from pas.sing a state-w·ide law. Members of -the Hous•e and 
Senate know that it is practically impossible to get what they want for their coun
ties if they refuse to line up with him on the liquor and race-track gambling ques
tions." 

In its December issue, "Review of Reviews" gave a classic quotation from Ritchie 
about how we are robbed of our. "personal liberties," in the following language: 

"Our government has become the most regulatory in the Western world, ex
cept Russia and Italy. 

1. ''Inspectors and spi·es and offi·cial regulators fo·llow the 100 per cent Amer
ican from the day he draws his first nourishment from his inspected mother's breast." 
Has this been true in your case? 

2. "In some places he cannot marry whom he pleases." Does the state forhid 
you marrying whom you wish to? 

3. "But must mate in accordance with the eugenic dictates of a state uplift 
bureaucracy." Has any "Bureaucracy" dictated to you whom you shall marry, or 
not marry? 

4. "In other places when his children come, a police po\ver tries to tell him 
how he shall raise them.'' Have police dictated to you how you shall raise your 
children? 

5. "And tp what schools he shall send them." Is this true in your case? 
6. "And what they may be taught." Is this true? 

eat? 
7. "Here he is told what he m::J.y eat.'' Dqes the State tell you what you may 

8. "There what he may smoke.'' Is this true? 
9. '_'A nd everywhere what he may drink.'' (Prohibition laws do not forbid 

drinking, but prohibit the traffic, an entir~ly distinct thing. Laws against drunken
ness do not prohibit drinking.) 

10. ''And what he may read." Is this true? 
11. "What he may write.'' Is this true? 
12. "Or what he may see on the stage, is prescribed, to.o." (\Vhat is prescribed 

is not what one may see, but what one may show.) 
13. "And not content with this, his government advises him how to hang his 

curtains in his home." Did you receive such advice from your government? 
14. "\Vhat meat to cook for dinner." Is this true? 
15. "And in thi-s year of 1927, under th e auspices of the Department of Agricul

ture, there was cli!strihuted throughout the country a treatise entitled 'A Packett Essay 
on Kissing'." (The Department of Agriculture reports that this is untrue.) 

Is a man who misrepresents his r-oyc--.l111e'1t in ~.-uch a manner a safe man to 
entrust with the powers of a president? 

If our government shouid be placed in t 11e hands of one who has been dishonest 
enough to make the above statement, will the rights o£ our oitizens be safe? 
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WITHHOLDING STATE SUPPORT TANTAMOUNT TO NULLIFICATION 
The prohibition question today has be

come far wider and far deeper than pro
hibition. There is, in fact, no prohibi
tion question in the sense that the policy 
of prohibition is an issue. The people of 
this country have already settled that by 
putting into the Constitution a provi
sion prohibiting the "manufacture, sale or 
transportation of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes within the United 
States and all territory su,bject to its jur
isdiction." The real issue, the fundamen~ 
tal issue, is: Shall the Constitution and 
the laws of the United States be respected 
and obeyed by the people and by the 
duly constituted officers of every state 
in the Union? Or shall a state in its sov
ereign capacity be permitted to disregard 
any part of the Constitution of the Unit
ed States which it elects not to obey? 

Obtained Legally and &nstained by High 
Court 

Before I discuss the question it is im
portant to review briefly the history of 
the Ei~hteenth Amendment. For more 
than fif~y years those who favored prohi
bition proceeded by lawful and constitu
tional means to win public opinion to the 
adoption of the policy they advocated. 
During those fifty years they were forced 
1'0 submit to the will of an adverse major
ity, which was ~ot yet ripe to follow their 
counsels. However unpalatable that sub
mission and however obnoxious the evil 
which they sought to suppress, they re
so"rted to no violation of law to secure 
t.heir ends. They were content with a 
campaign of education and persuasion. 
By the slow but resistless enlightenment 
of public opinion they finally reached their 
goal and the lega:I steps which the con
stitution prescribes for the adoption of an 
amendment were duly and solemnly tak
en. How was this done? First by secur
ing such overwhelming support of pub
lic opinion that, by a two-thirds vote in 
each house in the congress of the United 
States, a resolution was adopted submit
ting to the forty-eight states the Eight
eenth Amendment for their acceptance or 
rejection. The· Constitution requires that 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
states shall ratify an amendment before 
it becomes a part of the constitution. In 
the present instance the legislatures of 
forty-six out of the forty-eight states, act
ing independently, ratified the Eighteenth 
Amendment, and thus it became, in Jan
uary, 1920, a part of the supreme law 
of the land. The validity of the amend
ment was at. once attacked in the 11courts 
by the stat~ of Rhode Islai.1d, and certain 
brewing and distilling interests. In the 
Supreme Court of the United States, em
inent counsel appeared on both sides, 
among them CHARLES EVANS 
HUGHES, in support of the amendment, 
and ELIHU ROOT against it. The tase 
was ably and exhaustively argued. The 
Supreme Court delivered a decision up
holding the validity of the amendment 
and putting a quietus on every legal tech
nicality and question by \Vhich skillful 
lawvers attempted to impeach it. The pol
icy -of prohibition is, therefore, firmly an
chored in the Constitution, and every 
unlawful effort on the part of any indi
vidual or grot~p or on the part of a sov
ereign state to thwart or defeat it is in 
direct contravention of the supreme law 
of the land. 

Powers Given Federal Government by 
the States 

One frequently hears the suggestion, in 
fact. the charge, made by some who oc
cupy high of-ficial positions in certain 

' 

This address, delivered by Hon. William G. l'vicAdoo, before 
the law enforcement convention in the City Auditorium, Rich
mond, Virginia, under the auspices of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and the Anti-Saloon League, February 1, at
tracted national attention. 

In discussing prohibition a.·nd its enforcement and observance 
Mr. McAdoo clearly defines the responsibilities placed upon the 
federal and state ·governments. He warns the people that the op
ponents of the prohibition policy, unwilling to go through the long 
arduous task of building up public sentiment necessary to repeal 
the Eighteenth Amendment by regular and orderly legal ·process, 
the method by which the Eighteenth Amendment was written into 
the Constitution, and having failed, after a full and complete hear
ing before the Supreme Court of the United States, to have the 
amendment declared unconstitutional, are seeking to overthrow 
the dry policy by gaining control of the states. Having gained 
control, their purpose is to withdraw all state support in the en
forcement of the law. They have already succeeded in -doit:J.g this 
in two states, viz., New York and Maryland. 

Mr. McAdoo's discussion is especially timely and siginficant 
and interesting in view of the fact that AI Smith, Governor of 
New York and tentative candidate for president of the United 
States, is a conspjcuous figure in this method of nullifying the 
Eighteenth Amendment by withholding state. support of the 
Eighteenth Amendment. Governor Smith's inconsistency is clear
ly demonstrated and his misleading statements exposed in this 
informing address. 

states that the Federal Government, in 
the exercise of its duty to enforce the 
Eighteenth Amendment, is encroaching 
upon the rights of the states. Let us ex
amine that. How does the Federal gov
ernment derive its powers? How did 
the constitution, under which the Federal 
government was formed, come into be
ing? It came into being and its powers 
originated wholly through the action of 
the states, which by their votes ratifying 
the Constitution, granted to the Federal 
government the powers embodied in the 
constitution, powers which, up to the 
time of such grant, were possessed ex
clusively by the states themselves. The 
same thing i"s true. of all other . pov1'ers 
subsequently granted by the Federal gov
ernment in the form of constitutional 
amenaments; the states granted them. 
Whatever power the Eighteenth Amend
ment confers on the Federal government 
was conferred by the free and solemn act 
of the forty-six state legislatures which 
ratified the ame"llcLment, and this made it 
as binding upon the two non-concurring 
states as if they had formally ratified it. 
Those who claim, therefore, that the fed
eral government has, by some surrepti
tious or illegitimate or sinister means, 
usurped the power of the states in connec
tion with the supp:ression of the liquor 
traffic, and that these Federal powers 
constittute a violation of state rights, have 
no ground to stand upon. The measure 
of Federal power and state power and the 
dividing line between the two are pre
scribed by the constitution, including all 
amendments thereto, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States, by upholding 
the validity of the Eighteenth Amend
ment, has declared that the power which 
tr..at amendment confers upon the Fed
eral Government is valid and binding upon 
all the states. Can any state be heard to 
say that its prerogatives are invaded by a 
constitutional provision to which the con
sent of the states was secu1 ed in the man
ner in which the constitution itself pro
scribes? 
Wets W auld Detour Around Constitution 

The organized liquor traffic, with its 
vast profits at stake, would not, how-

.. 

ever, accept this decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It was not 
willing to face the necessity of having to 
appeal to public opinion. It reaiized that 
if it was relegated to the lawful means 
prescribed by the Constitution for re
pealing or changing the Eighteenth 
Amendment it would take even longer to 
get the Amendment out of the constitu
tion, if it could be gotten out at all, than 
it took the prohibitionists to put it in. 
Therefore the liquor interests deliberately 
entered upon a course of political action 
to· . secure the destruction of the Eight
eenth Amendment without having to wait 
for the repeal of the Amendment by con
stitutional methods. Their device is to 
gain political control in certain states and 
to use the power of these state govern
ments to thwart the purpose of the 
amendment. They have been successful 
in capturing political power in the states 
of New York and Maryland. The course 
they have pursued in those states illus
trates their method of preventing en
forcement of the Eighteenth Amendment 
and shows how the action of the state 
governments can be used to bring about 
a situation in the other states which 
would be the same as if that amendment 

· had never been adopted. Let me refer 
again to the charge made by the oppo
nents of prohibition that the Eighteenth 
Amendment confers a monopoly of pow
er upon the Federal government at the 

PROHIBITION WORLD ISSUE 

Sir Donald McLean, speaking be
fore a London ·audience recently, 
declared that prohibition as an in
ternational issue is destined before 
many years to come before the 
League of Nations as a problem de
manding solution. He said': 

I predict that one of the sub
jects that the League will be 
debating will be the ravages of 
the liquor traffic throughout 
the world, and the measures 
that must be taken to mitigate 
its devastation. 

expense of the states. That nothing could 
be less true is shown by the tactics which 
these same opponents of prohibition have 
adopted and which prove that they well 
know that success or failure. in enforcing 
the amendment is largely in the hands of 
the stat~s. So far as the Eighteenth 
Amendment from conferring a monopoly 
of power upon the federal government, 
the amendment expressly places the 
obligation of concurrent enforcement on 
the states. These powers are as broad as 
those conferred o.n the Federal govern
ment. The effort of the Amendment is to 
secure co-operation by the states toward 
a com"mon purpose, and to that end it c:td
dresses a mandate to each state to en
force the amendment. If a state refuses 
to perform its constitutional duty, the re
sult is to leave the amer,dment largely a 
dead Jetter within that state. Chief Jus
tice White, in his concurring opinion in 
the Rhod~ Island case, said that "When 
no state legislation was enacted, there 
would be no prohibition," and that the 
"refusal of a state" to give effect to the 
amendment by definitions and sanctions 
"would result in no amendment to be en
forced in sucli refusing state." In other 
words, the states can, by the exercise of 
illegitimate. and arbitrary power defeat the 
effectiveness of the very amendment 
which they write into the Constituti.on. 
Such· action would be in deliberate disre
gard of the Constitution, not merely of the 
Amendment itself, but of Section 2, Ar
ticle 6, which provides that. the Consti
tution of the United Stat~s shall be the 
supreme law of the land. Section 3 of the 
same article requires the governor of each 
state and the members of the legislative 
and judicial branch of the state govern
ment to take an oath to support the con .. 
Stitution of the United States. Only by 
violation of these constitutional obliga
tions can the states defeat the Eight
eenth Amendment. 

Obligation Upon States 
There is much misunderstanding of the 

way in which the action of certain states 
in refusing to use their police power to 
aid prohibition enforcement operated on 
the Constitution. In on.ler to clarify it vve 
must start with the obvious proposition 
that a law amounts to nothing, is of no 

·effect or con,equence, if it is not enforcEd. 
Enforcement is the nece:;:;ary compl~
ment to law making, 'the r:.C'cessary otiJPr 
half of the process to mc:tk<:> an effec•ivc 
law. A law without enforcement, \\ith
out the machinery or the agenc.ies to en
force it, is like a body \\ ithout the sr ark 
of liie, without the breath that makes it 
a livit1g thing. It is a corpse. The Eight
eenth Amendment without any agencies 
or without adequate agencies to put its 
provisions into fleet, to bring them ho:ne 
to those \vho ·would violate tl.em, is no 
more valuable or usdul for the purpose 
for which it vvas intended than if it did 
not exist. To give liic, meaning, re~tlity, 

existence to it, it must be coupled with 
enfor-cement. Deprived of enforcement it 
is nothing; it is dead. · 

Now, as we llave already seen, 1hc 
Eighteenth Amendment contemplates en
forcement not merely by the Federctl 
government, but by the states. The iecl
eral government is not equipped to 11er
form the duties of ordinary police en
forcement. It has not the agencies at 
hand, nor could it equip itself \vilh the 
necessary agencies without radically al
t~ring its character. Police enforcemerit 
on the other hand, is the normal and prin
cipal function of tbe state governments. 
It was not the intention of the Eighteenth 



Amendment to transfer this activity to 
the federal government and leave the 
states without responsibility for enforce
ment. On the contrary, the very pur
pose of tb.e amendment was to avoid the 
overburdening of fooeral authorities and 
the amendment, therefore, granted full 
powers of concurrent enforcement to 
and imposed upon the states the 
duty to exercise them. In a state, there
fore, which has ful.filled its obligations the 
entire police machinery is available to en
force the amendment, All its executive 
and judicial officers, its sheriffs, deputy 
sheriffs, const~bles, tn~ police forces of 
its cities and towns, its police courts, 
its criminal courts, are available and ac
tive in the work of carrying prohibition 
into effect. This is what the constitution 
contemplated. These are the means up
on which it relied for the enforcement of 
the Eighteenth Amendment. Deprived of 
the police organization of the states en
forcement of the amendment becomes a 
nullity, a dead thing. 

How New York Is Detcating Prohibitioh 

It was at this vital point that the tac
tics of the organized liquor interests, for
eign and domestic, chose to strike. They 
perceived that while it was impossible to 
kill the amendment by the lawful con
stitutional method of a repeal or amend
ment, they could accomplish the same re
sult by gaining control of state govern
ments and withdrawing from the support 
of the Eighteenth Amendment the en
forcement agencies of these states. They 
have been successful, as I have said, in 
the states of New York and Maryland. 
Let us examine the effect of this action 
by the state of New York. Shortly after 
the adoption of the Eighteenth Amend
ment the legislature of that state, in per
formance of its constitutional duty, en
acted the Mullan-Gage law for the en
forcement of prohibition. The entire po
lice machinery of the state was thus 
brought into action as the Constitution 
contemplated to carry out the provision~ 
of the Eighteenth Amendment. The state 
agencies for police enforce·ment in New 
York, including the judges of the courts 
of higher and lower jurisdictions, sher
iffs, deputy sheriffs, and police officers of 
the various towns and cities, comprise in 
the aggregate more ~han thirty-two thou
sand officials, whose activities in prose
cuting violators of the prohibition law af-. 
fvrd ar. adequate, and the only adequate 
means, for the suppression of offenses 
against such law. If prohibition is to be 
enforced in New York it must be pri
marily by means of this state police ma
chinery. If this . is withdrawn, nothing 
is left but the enforcement agencies of 
the Federal governme.nt. What do these 
amount to? A total personnel of a little 
more than five hundred. A comparison 
of the relative strength of the available 
state and federal agencies is so startling 
and serves to iilustrate so clearly the ut
ter inadequacy of an enforcement pro
gram which does not rely primarily upon 
the emplo:yment of the state police agen
cies, that I wish to call attention to the 
deadly parallel of the figures:. 

New York State 

Judges of courts of superior 
jurisdiction and county judges.. 209 

District Attorneys and Deputies 
-no figures-

Police judges ................ · ·. · 304 
J u.:>tices of Peace ................ 3,5-U 
Sheriffs and U ndcrsheriffs . . . . . . . 124 
Deputy Sheriffs .............. 1,386 
Constables . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,.S16 
State Police ... .- . ................ 5i3 
rolice force of cities ............. 22,010 
Police force of villages . . . . . . . . . . . 424 

Total .............• • ••••.••••. 32,089 

Federal 
Judges of courts of superior juris-

diction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 17 
District Attorneys and Assistants 

-no figures-
United States Commissioners . . . . . • 63 
United States Marshals and dep-

uties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79 
Prohibition agents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 281 
Customs officers available for pro-

hibition enforcement • • • • • • • • • • • • 71 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 516 
Is it not obvious that when the state 

force of more than thirty-two thousand 
officials was withdrawn from enforcement 
and that task was relegated to the fed
eral personnel of five hundred, enforce
ment was rendered impotent? 
New York and Maryland Sanction Liquor 

Traffic 
The aim and ambition of the opponents 

of prohibition was, therefore, attained in 
1923, when the New York legislature re
pealed the Mullan-Gage law,-the state 
enforcement act-thus declaring that so 
far as the laws of the State of New York 
are concerned the manufacture, sale and 
transportation of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposese within that state are 
not unlawful that no violators of the 
Eighteenth Amendment within the state 
of New. York can be prosecuted in the 
state courts. Immediately upon this re
peal the traffic in intoxicating liquors 
within the state, so far as state law was 
concerned, was sanctioned, leaving upon 
the insignificant force of federal offi
cials within the state the sc!e responsi
bility and duty of enforcing prohibition. 
The same is true of Maryland, where no 
law for the enforcement of the Eighteenth 
Amendment has ever been enacted. 
Maryland has consistently refused to co
operate with the Federal Government in 
the suppression of the liquor traffic. Is 
it any wonder that prohibition is not en
forced in either of these states? 
Governor Smith's Misleading Statement 

Considerable misunderstanding of the 
consequences of the repeal of the state 
enforcement act in New York has been 
created by recent utterances of the gov
ernor:. of that state. After giving his ap
proval to the act repealing the state pro
hibition law, the governor now says that 
"there devolves upon the state the sac
red duty of sustaining the Eighteenth 

Amendment and the Volstead law. They 
are as much a part of the laws of this 
state as our own statutes and our own 
constitution," and he then goes on to 
imply that even in the absence of a state 
enforcement act the police ager.des of 
the state ·are available for the enforce
ment of prohibition. His effort is ap
parently to create the impression that no 
state enforcement statute is necessary be
cause even in the absence of such a stat-

. ute the state officials are under obligation 
to enforce the Volstead act. This position 
is entirely misleading and has no justifi
cation in law. While it is, of course, true 
that the Eighteenth Amendment is a· part 
of the laws of every state, the Eighteenth 
Amendment is not self-exe.cuting and re
quires an enforcement statute to put it 
ir.to effect. The Volstead Act is such a 
statute, but it is not true that the Vol
stead Act is a part of the laws of the 
State of New York. It is a federal stat
JUte and can be enforced only in the fed
eral courts. The courts of New York are 
completely without jurisdiction to give 
effect to its provisions. They can take 
jurisdiction of no· indictment based upon 
the provisions of the Volstead Act. They 
can sentence no one to fine or impris
onment for violation of its terms. Be
cause the state courts are thus without 
jurisdiction to enforce the Volstead Act, 
the police find themselves paralyzed in 
any efforts they may make to enforce 
prohibition in the state courts. The "sac
red duty" upon state officials, of which 
the governor speaks, doubtless exists, but 
the means of performing it were taken 
away from them when jurisdiction over 
prohibition offenses was removed from 
the state courts by repeal of the state en
forcement act. The living organism of 
state enforcement has had its head struck 
off by closing the state courts to prohibi
tion cases, and while th\! duty remains, 
the situation is precisely as if we were 
to say that a policeman is under a duty to 
protect a bystander from .murderous as
sault when we have taken away from 
him the gun which is his only means of 
giving such protection. If we take from 
the police the legal right to carry and 
use a gun, how can we say that they are 
under a duty to do something which re
quires the use of a gun? Access to the 
state courts is obviously essential to state 
enforcement of prohibftion, and access to 

ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE OF SWt:oEN HAD A GOOD YEAR 1927 
Annual l\1eeting Held at Stockholm on Jan. 13; More Public Meetings 

During Last Year Than Ever Before; Rev. K. A. Wik 
Elected President 

(David Ostlund, Secretary Sweden Anti-Saloon League) 

The eighth annual me~cing of Sweden·~ 
Anti-Saloon League was held on Jan. 13. 
Tl:te report of activities delivered to the 
chosen representatives of the churches 
shows that a greater work has been car
ried on during 1927 than under any pre
vious year of the League's history. 

The public meetings conducted by the 
League \Vere 1,i03. The highest num
ber in any year before was 1,43-t (1922). 
Other years: 802 meetings in 1924; 775 
in 1925 and 1,006 in 1926. Ten speakers 
have given most of their time to lecture 
work. 

The cash income during the year was 
kronor 74,008:70. Expenses \vere kron
er 4,801.71. In American money: the in
come was $20,000.00 and the expenses 
$1,300. 

At the end of the year the League has 
unpaid pledges to about 40,000.00 kronor 
(about $10,800.00). Even though some al
lowance is made for reduction of pledges, 
non-payments, it is absolutely safe to set 

the resources of the League at the end of 
the year at more than $8,000.00 above 
liabilities. 

The good financial standing of the 
League at the end of 1927 is very prom
ising for the new year's work. During 
1928 we have campaign year in Sweden. 
The entire lower houS'e of the parliament 
will be elected during September. The 
house has 230 members. The temperance 
forces of Sweden are determined to make 
the parliamentary elections tell in their 
fight for a dry Sweden. This fight takes 
its start from the beginning of 1928. The 
League appropriated 9,400.00 kronor to 
the cooperation with the other temperance 
organizations in the Swedish federation. 

The executive board of the League for 
this year was elected as follows: 

Rev. K. A. \Vik, president; Rev. David 
Ostlund, general secretary; Dr. Gust Mo
ses son, treasurer; Miss Emilie Rathou, N. 
P. Ollen, Robert Pohansson-Dahr and 
Olov Nilsson. 
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the state courts is only possible under a 
state statute. 

It is the obje..:t of the organized liquor 
interests, foreign and domestic, to destroy 
the Eighteenth Amendment, state by 
state, and to bring other states into the 
same category into which they have suc
ceeded in bringing New York and Mary
land. 

Presidential Election Affords Only Na
tional Ref~.:rendum 

This, then, is the issue-shall disobe
dience to the supreme 1\w of the land, 
as practiced by .New York and Maryland, 
be permitted to establish a doctrine 
which, carried to its logical conclusion, 
means the destruction of constitutional 
government and the disappearance of 
those guarantees of life, liberty and prop
erty which are essential to the security 
and well-being of the people and to the 
continuation of our form of government? 
The issue cannot be evaded. It must be 
fought to a conclusion in the forthcoming 
national campaign. The contest between 
the two great political parties for the con
trol of the presiden~y and the Congress 
of the United States affords the only na
tional referendum for the decision of 
great questions of this kind, and we must 
have the courage and sincerity to present 
this issue squarely to the people so that 
their judgment may be rendered in the 
light of reason and with full knowledge 
of the facts. 

The life of demo .:racy is discussion, 
thoughtful, honest, fearless. Democracy 
depends for existe11ce upon the contin
uous exercise of popular intelligence and 
reason. The people cannot be habituated 
to the exercise of reason where there is a 
vacuum of honest discussion. Much of 
the growing cynicism about the success 
of popular government is due to the fact 
that political leaders are so afraid of in
curring unpopularity that they, shrink 
from issues which arouse controversy or 
disagreement; and yet disagreement is 
certain to arise about every question which 
is important enough and vital enough 
to incite politic.:~.l agitation or demand po
litical action. 

Must Face The Issue 

This is illustraied in our own coun
try by this fundamental question of en
forcir.g the constitution. Everybody is 
interested in it; everybody is talking 
about it. The best intelligence and the 
most courageous leadership is needed to 
extricate the country from the sorry and 
serious predicament into which a policy 
of drift,. neglect and opportunism has 
brou2"bt it If the Constitution is to be 
upheld, if respect for law is to be pre
served, if the tremendous social benefits 
to be derived from the suppression of 
the liquor traffic, are to be realized, the 
question of effective enforcement must 
be faced and solved. I recognize that pub
lic men, built on the safety-first plan, 
shrink from taking a definite stand on 
this question. Too frequently they al
low their personal interests to obscure 
the superior demands of the public wel
fare. Yet the question is present, insist
ent and imperative. It must be solved if 
law and government,· and an expression 
of the public will, registered in the most 
solemn form, are not to be. reduced to 
the level of a common farce. The respon
sibilities of patriotic citizenship, therefore, 
demand that we should face it, not as 
timorous politicians or cowardly oppor
tunists, but as brave men and women, 
determined upon righteousness at any 
cost. 

(Concluded 'in Next Edition) 

In an editorial in the Christian Herald, 
Dr. Daniel A. Poling makes a strong ap
peal for the selection of dry delegates to 
the national political conventions. 

...... .. 
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Page Eight HOME AND STATE 

THE GOLIAtH OF THE SENATE COMES TO DALLAS 
Jim Reed, the Goliath of the Senate, came to Dallas. He was hailed as "some

body-come." The stage was set. Joe Bailey was the bouquet on the table. Jim 
Fergus·on favored the occasion wi.th his august presence. It i·s reported that Jim 
thinks Al Smith cannot carry Texas, if nominated, and that he bases his convi-ction 
on the race Butte gave Ma. 

Jim's man Friday, T. B. M-cGregor, wa.s there to turn the lion loose. The wets 
and the thir·srty we-re there. It was to be a "big occasion." It pr·oved a dud. 

Once when Jim shrieked his denunciation of prohibi·tion, and referred to the 
duly accre·chted representatives of our government as "spies, snoopers, sneaks, and 
informers," the thirsty woke up a cheer, but those who respect their government 
could find little to approve in these contemptuous terms hurled at those appointed 
to mainta·in respect fo•r law. 

The main p•lank in his platform s.eemed to be to drive the Republ·icans out of 
office. This met the hearty approval of all hungry pie-eaters, but tho·se who are 
dtizens first and Democrats nex·t, could not enthus·e over ·thi·s plank. 

He vehemently denounced graft and corruption in the RepubJ,ican administra· 
ti·on and wouJ.d have aroused much enthusiasm, but those who r•emembered hearing 
of Jim Reed accepting a fee of $250,000 to keep a guilty murderer· from receiving 
just-ice, could not enthuse. 

Realizing that lawlessness is the greatest menace of our day, and that, when law· 
yers sell their services M such prices that the guilty may go unwhi·pped of justice, 
there is little hope to the people of protectio~1 in our courts, the good citizen could 
not enthuse over denunciat-ion of graft coming from Jim Reed. 

If Republicans are to be chastiz·ed for their graft, another than Reed must do it. 
,When Reed, while serving his oountry as Senator, on an adequate salary, finds it 
within his moral rights to take such fees from criminals to enable them to escape 
the penaities of our laws, yet denoun'ces Will Upshaw for accepying a mere pi-t· 
tan·ce for practicing his profes·sion as l·ec.turer while a member of Congress, it does 
not ins·pire in the average citizen much respect for his sincerity in denounc.ing Repub· 
lican graft. 

V./ e do not know whether the sponsors o.f "Reed-for-President'' movement in
tend to g.o forward or not, but Reed himself failed to give the movement in Texas 
muc-h inspiration. 

DRY ENFORCEMENT IN TEXARKANA 
The city of Texarkana has found that the Eighteenth Amendment is in the 

Constituti-on, and the Volstead Act anything but dead. ·United States Marshal, Phil 
l3•aer, getting on to the operations of the bootleggers in that little city, turned to the 
federal pr>ohibition agents, and twenty-five of them swo·oped d·own on Texarkana, and 
in the first puH on the net twenty-two came in to the United States Commissioner 
for bond; nine others were be:ing sought. 

Judge W. L. Estes, the federal judge O'f that district, and whose home is in 
Texarkana, will doub-tless call their attention to the fact that it is in violation of the 
law to make and s·ell liquor, in language that will be very impressive upon those out
laws. The judge is naturally a k:ind-hearted man, but his pati:ence with outlaws 
is gro\Ying less as they defy the authority of the government more. 

In looking over the lis.t we note that those who were caught were of the usual 
underv;orld characters. Much is being said today ahout respectable citizens violat· 
ing the Volstead act. We do not believe it-it is the underworld that our federal 
government is going up against in mainta•ining respect fo·r the Volstead act, and 
those who are defending these outlaws are simply taking s·ides with the underworld 
against their government. 

Recently a high officer, in charge of the federal enforcement in Chicago, told the 
W. C. T. U. women that the bootleggers of Chicago, finding bootlegging not as profit· 
able to them as their former methods of crime, are turning from bootlegging back to 
the forms of crime they engaged in be.fore the pas•sage of the Volstead act. 

This confirms the conviction prevailing among the intelligent citizenry that the 
coming of national prohibition has not made a solitary criminal. It has, how eve},", 
brought to light the criminal activities o.f those who were already criminals. 

Now and then, doub-tles-s, the efforts of the wets to make bootlegging respectable, 
and their efforts to make the public believe that it i:; profitable, has lured some young 
men into the current o·f the underworld that might not have gone there, but for 
these reasons. 

The reports that come in continually contradict the statement that the boot· 
leggers are prosperous. The United Charities o:f Dallas last year reported that the 
families o·f bootleggers ·were their heaviest cha.rges. About thirty-five boo-tleggers in 
Fort \Vorth recently took the pauper's oath. Now from the great bootlegging center 
of the west, Chicago, comes the word that bootleggers are turning to other and more 
profitable channels of crime. 

If the dry force, in defending our dry laws, had been half as active as the wets 
have been in attacking the dry laws, there wouldn't be half as many bootleggers as 
there are today. 

WETS SEEKING REPEAL OF STATE LAWS · 
In one state after another the -.vets are endeavoring to secure the repeal of the 

State Prohibition laws. They usually select those states where the drys seem most 
asleep. They have put the propo-sition over already in Montana and Nevada, and 
New York. They tried it and lost in Colorado and Missouri. 

At p:-esent they are,. vigorous•ly but silently at work in Nebraska. In that state 
it is necessary for them to get ten per cent of the vo1ters of 38 counties to sign a pe
tition to bring the law to a vote. They claim they have about completed 27 counties. 

Our friends of law a.~:d order and enemies of the rum traffic need to realize that 
the fight is on all up and down the line. The easiest fight to make is where we at· 
fack. The offensive leads a more successful fight than the defensive. 

\Vl;tat the drys of America need to do is to make such" fight upon the outlawed 
liquor traffic as will put a quietus on the wet activities. 

LITERARY DIGEST UNDER QUESTION 
At the national convention o.f the Anti-Saloon League, Mr. Stanley High o·f New 

York, reporte-d' leader of Methodist young peo-ple, delivered a message purporting to 
he a refleotion of the youth of today toward prohihi'tion. Really, there was little in 
the content o·f his. message other than what a:ny superintendent of the Anti-Saloon 
League would have said, had he been discussing the same subject. 

Evidently, however, Mr. High, had been 'Stuffed wi>th opini-oHs concerning the 
Anti-Saloon League, from its enemies, and his address was saturated with a spirit 
of lecturing the League fo-r its mi•S!takes. Naturally the wet press found this a S'Weet 
morsel and ate to satiety of its spirit. 

The Literary Diges·t reported these vaporings of the wet press, and Rev. C. S. 
Holley o•f Wichita Falls, address·ed to that journal a few pointed ·questi·ons from 
which we quote: 

"I wond·er if no paper has dared to come to the defense of the Anti-S:a-loon League 
and if this be the case, why? Ha·s the League degenerated to th~ place where it is 
worthy of the vilify-ing statements heaped up·on it by the South Bend Tribune, and do 
all the editors of papers who in former years have believed in the Anti-Saloon League, 
know that this is $0, and dare not defend its good name? Or is it so tha.t the Lit
erary Digest has not succeeded in secur·ing a copy o·f such paper because they were 
in such demand that the supply ran out before they received their "exchange copy.'' 
Or did the D~gest overlook the comments o:f thos•e fri~ndly to the Ant-i-Saloon League? 
Or has the Digest been over-influenced by the powerful oppo:s•ition to the League, to 
r•etract from its former policy o.f uncompromi·sing fairness to print both sides of each 
is:sue? Or ha:s the Diges·t acted (knowingly) unfairly f.or mercenary reaS'ons? These 
are the qur•otions that come to t'he mind o.f honest thinking folk, not enemie·s but 
f.ri•end.s to the Digest .... 

"Unless I am convinced otherwise, I shall conclude that if the League should act 
CIJS Re-ho-ho-am did and choose the council o,f the younger men that their mistake 
would be just as fatal. Being born of Method-ist parents, hav·ing sat in Methodist 
pews from my infancy, and being fairly well acquainted with the doctrines of the 
church, having d'isciplines in my study, dating back to 1856, coming down to date, 
I think I am well enough informed to say that, if his advocacy of the prohibi'tion ques
tion is as faulty as his teaching of fundamental Method.i•sm, he woul>d be a very 
un:sa,fe counsellor.'' 

ENFORCING, OR OBSERVING 
In his Dallas speech, Sen a tor Jim Reed said: 
"But while our laws are laws, they must be enforced by every man who svvears 

to enforce them.'' 

That's good, Senator, as far as it goes. But should not all resp~ctable citizens 
also observe them? 

Here is another que·stion, Senator. Since you took oath as senator to support 
the Constitution,' and the Eighteenth Amendment was a part of that constitution, 
have you drank any bootleg booze? 

One mo·re question, Senator, is it wise to place the en,f·orcement of law in to the 
hands of one who refuses to observe the law? The president is the chief law en
forcement officer in the American government, you know. 

WETS UNITING ON "LOCAL OPTION IN ENFORCEf~ENT" 
Nullificationists Seem Agreed on Program; \rVill Seek Change in "beflni

tion by Congress Leaving States Free to Fix Own Standard: 
Hope to Eliminate Definition in Federal Law 

Apparently the wets' program looking 
to the overthrow of the national prohibi

tion policy is to secure a change in the Ia w 

perm1tting state control of proh_ibition

a sort of state local option on the question 

of enforcement. For some time opinion 
in the lilluor camp \Vas divided as to the 
easiest and quickest way to restore the 
liquor traffic. Ho,yever, now the leading 
representatives of the anti-prohibition 
campaign seem to be united in fa,·or of 
the "local option enforcement'' method. 

The first step toward accomplishing 
this end >vould be the elimin~tion of the 
one-haif of one per cent standard fixed in 
the law as the minimum percentage of 
alco·hol required to bring the liquor traffic 
within the meaning of the prohibition law. 
If the federal standard so far as percent
age of alcohol is concerned should be 
removed, the position of the liquor people 
is that each state would then be at lib
erty to fix its own standard. 

It would be the hope that .Kew York 
and fOme other states might permit an 
alcoholic content of beer amounting to 
two and a half or e\·en four per cent, or if 
no stanrlard at all were fixed by the 
states, there would be the hope that a 
traffic in high-powered beer could be 
maintamed withot.<t much interference on 

the part of the courts. The wets' cbjec
tive, therefore, is to remove the federal 
s-tandard and persuade as many states 

as poss.ible to raise the percentage in the 
definition of intoxicating liquor or refuse 
to establish any standard whatsoever. 

If no particular standard is set, the 
difficulty of enforcing prohibition would 
be immediately manifes·t. Conviction 
would depend wholly upon whether or 

not a particular quantity of liquor had, in 
fact produced intoxication. Under such 
policy we should have in many courts the 
puzzling situation of testimony being of
fered that from the same receptacle of 
liquor both intoxicating and non -i ntoxi
cating liquor had been sold. 

If the stan.clard of intoxicating bever
ages be fixed at an amount which proves 
to be intoxicating, it \\'Ottld .no doubt 
meet the condemnation of the Supreme 
Court of the United States as be
ing a violation of the Eighteenth 
Amendment. \ Vith the wets pro
gram thus revealed, and the dire con:;e
quences resulting if carried out, the tre
mendous importance to the clrys in re~ 
taining the present definition of intox
icating liquor as now \Hi ~ten in t1H.' \. al
stead law is manifest. The one-half of 
one per cent standard must be maintain
ed if the prohibition policy is to endure. 
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