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THE SOURCE OF WET NEWS 
When a deputy sheriff killed the bootlegger's wife 

1n Aurora as she reached for her husband's gun ap
parently to kill the officer, the readi~g public was 
puzzled to know why the newspapers carried 
"stories" of the occurrence every day for nearly two 
weeks, and every "story" giving the bootleggers' side 
of the incident, all of which was contradicted when 
the grand jury selected from a community so over
whelmingly in sympathy with the bootleggers, re
fused to indict the officer after getting all the evi
dence. 

In practically every "Ptory" this deputy sheriff was 
called a prohibition agent. It was a false statement, 
why make it? Simply to reflect on prohibition as a 
law? 

The r2ading public also is puzzled to know why so 
much has been in the press about two Congressmen 
wh'"I.J voted for the Jones law, being indicted for 
smuggling liquor into the country, only to find at 
last that the charges against both were proved false 
in court. 

The reading public cannot understand . why so 
much to do was made over sinking the "I'm Alone," 
a ship that has been notoriously defying our laws by 
smuggling. liquor into our country for five years, and 
why so many newspapers took the side of this no
torious and alien bootlegger against their own gov
ernment. 

vVhen Canadians of our Northwest Coast seized 
flv .: of our ve~sels for fishing in Canadian waters, a 
far less serious crime, very little was said in the 
newspapers about it, and not one of them took sides 
with our country against Canada. Why? 

The readinr.: public has been puzzled to know why 
sc-much ht"!.S betm said in the newspapers ~.bout some 
American ships serving liquors on their trips over 
from foreign lands till within the territorial water of 
the United States. The only question to it is as to 
·whether it is legal to do so, and that is for the courts 
today. \Vhy so much to do about it, and every 
"news" story about it bearing all the earmarks of 
prcpaganda? 

M'..lch light is thrown on this and all other wet 
"n-ews" by a statement made in a wet propaganda 
a! Licle appearing in some of the papers recently in 
v. i.:.lch Congressman Black of New York, always drip
p~ ::.,.g vvet, was trying to prove . that sentiment in 
i\ merica is not as dry as is the ballot. He also makes 
t h e claim that prohibition sentiment is being "un
C:.e '.'mim~.d by charges of wet drinking by dry Con
§::t essmen, by the 'I'm Alone' case; by the Aurora 
<I'H .) tragedy (killing of the boctlegger's wife); by 
t~~e w~t result of the Wisconsin referendum; by the 
J ones law; by the surrender of the 'Leviathan's' new 

• owners to wet necessity," etcetera. 
7 lis allusions here indicate clearly the purpose be

h ind the strange conduct of the newspapers in giv
ing so m.uch space for such long time after what 
liLtle n ews value was in the incidents had been so 
t :~oroughly exhausted, and the incidents worn so 
t h:::eadbare. Also, it shows why all such "news'' 
stories are wriGten up so as to discredit our dry laws, 
~ :.u why never but the wet side is allowed in the 
::-:. \~v"spapers. 

The Association Against the Prohibition Amend
n, nt, of which John J. Raskob is a director, and 
,;l•ose program was made the personal platform of 
J\1 SmHh when he threw his party's platform over
l"~card, when making its appeal to its constituents 
1or more money, makes much capital of the amount 
c I such propaganda stories it gets into the news
naners as "news." 
~ it is generally considered, and doubtless right
fully, that all this propaganda appearing as "news'' 
~n cur press is inspired by the Association Against 
tl"'..c Prohibition Amendment. Thus the daily papers 
\Vhich use these "news" stories lend their papers to . 
t i1-.; wets as propaganda organs. If they would only 
::~cknowledge to the public that they are propaganda 
o::.·gans instead of newspapers, they would at least be 
dcing something to relieve the ethics of the situa
tion. Let our readers understand what is behind 
these stories. 

In this day of such fierce fighting by tho bootleggers 
and their pals, any criticism of the prohibition law or its 
friends is a knock on the government and a boost for the 

bootleggers. 

STATE 
WESTERVILLE, OHIO, JUNE, 1929 

ERRORS IN LAST ISSUE OF HOME 
' AND STATE 

Our attention has been called to the fact that the re
port of the vote we gave concerning the Search and 
Seizure law had in it two errors. These errors were not 
ours, but were errors in the Journal of the House, from 
which we took our report. 

HON. PENROSE B. METCALF OF SAN ANGELO 
vVe quote as follows from a personal letter from Ron. 

Penrose B. Metcalf, of San Angelo: 
"When the bill came up in the House. for engrossment 

I worked for it and made a speech on the floor of the 
House urging its passage, and also voted for it, when it 
came up for final passage I was unavoidably absent from 
the House and the roll call in th~ Journal of that day 
shows that I was absent, and reason for "vote" sent up 
by another member was credited to me, and when this 
was called 1p my attention I took it up with the chief 
clerk and had the correction made, but of course tl1is did 
not appear in the copy of the journal upon which your 
article was based." 

HON. FRED H. MINOR, OF DENTON 
We quote from a personal letter from Hon. Fred H. 

Minor, of Denton: 
"In the vote on this measure shown on page 564 of the 

House Journal, regular session of the Forty-first Legis
lature, I am listed as having voted in the negative on the 
final ·passage of the bill. It will be also shown 'n the 
same roll call that I am listed as being absent. The lat
ter is correct. It will be noted that Messrs. Bond, 
Stev~nson and' Petsch are also listed ~s being absent. 
These members were engaged with me in conducting an 
investigation at that time of the General Land Office 
and other State Departments and none of those named 
were present in the House at the time this bill was called 
up for consideration. My record in this regard is and has 
always been consistent, as an examination thereof will 
show and in order that the record ,may· 'Qe :\{ept straight 
I feel it mY.. duty to apprise you of the true facts relating 
to this matter." 

It gives us great pleasure· to make these corrections. 
HoME AND STATE never knowingly makes a misstatement 
of facts about anyone. We are glad that the above er
rors were not ours, but an error of the Journal C>f the 
House of Representatives. Nevertheless, we are just as 
glad to correct it. In fact, we appreciate it when any 

-friend will call our attention to any mistake that we 
make at any time. 

We want to thank both Mr. Minor and Mr. Metcalf 
for .their splendid work in behalf of better legislation. 

WHY WETS SAY PROHIBITION 
NOT ENFORCED 

Probably our readers have been puzzled over why the 
wets clamor for enforcement of prohibition, and yet 
block every effort to enforce it. Their insincerity can be 
seen even by the blind. But what have they up their 
sleeves? 

The answer has been revealed by a letter sent out by 
Miss Louise Gross inviting all women who want the 
saloons back to join an organization to fight for their 
return, and to offset the influence of theW. C. T. U. We 
have .a full copy of the letter before us and quote from 
it as follows: 

"The anti-prol1ibition fight will now commence in 
earnest as Mr. Hoover and the drys are in full control 
of the government and our chances for success are much 
better under these circumstances than otherwise, be
cause they are all pledged to enforcement and it is our 
job to see that they give 100 per cent enforcement, and 
if they do not, we can demand a change in the law. 
Therefore, we need a large organized group of women 
to· be ready to hold a conference in Washington when 
the time comes . in the fall of this year to demand a 
showdown." 

This organization has adopted the name- "Women's 
Moderation Union," and is told why in these words. 

"The name Women's Moderation Union has been 
adopted because we feel more women will join under 
such a name .and we can accomplish much more under 
this name than by any other. Canada got rid of prohi
bition through its Moderation bill and Moderation 
Leagues. This name eliminates the chance of the drys 
or newspapers calling us wets, repealers, prohibitionists, 
temp"erance fanatics and other objectionable terms." 

These women do not propose to aid in the enforce
ment. None of the wets do. By what right then do 
they demand "100 per cent enforcement?" Or what 
right have they to criticise any one for lack of enforce
ment? Such conduct brands them as hypocrites. Their 

. reasons for assuming the name of the org~tiOD 
further emphasizes their hypocris~. 

$1.00 Per Year 

·HOOVER LAW ENFORCEMENT 
COMMISSION 

Th~ long expected law enforcement commission has 
been apppinted by President Hoover, and is composed 
of Mr. George W. Wickersham, Attorney General under 
the Taft administration; New.ton D. Baker, Secretary of 
War under the Wilson administration and chairman of 
the National Crime Commission; Frank J. Lbesch, Vice 
President of the Chicago Crime Commission; Roscoe 
Pound, Dean of the Harvard School of Law; William 
I. Groubb, Federal Judge of the Northern District of 
Alabama; Monte M. Lemann, President of the Louisiana 
Bar Association; William S. Kenyon, of Iowa, U. S. Cir
cuit Judge; Kenneth R. Mackintosh, formerly Cpief 
Justice of the Washington State Supreme Court; Paul 
J. McCormick, Federal District Judge for the Southern 
District of California; Henry W. Anderson, Richmond,. 
Virginia; and Miss Ada L. Comstock, President of 
Radcliffe College, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

We feel confident that these are hig·h-class citizens 
and able men and that the cause of prohibition has 
nothing to fear. 

George W. Wickersham was Attorney' General duri~1g 
the Taft administration, and when the Webb-Kenyon 
bill was passed to give protection to the states which 
had voted dry, Taft vetoed the bill on the recommenda
tion of Mr. Wickersham that it was unconstitutional. 
Congress passed the bill over Taft's veto. Recently Mr. 
Wickersham was quoted in the press as saying that the 
Jones amendment to the Volstead act made the Vol
stead act too drastic. From these remarks we would 
judge that Mr. Wickersham would be classed as a 
wet. 

On the other hand, Judge Kenyon, another member 
of the committee was in the United States Senate at 
that time and was one of the authors of the bill. Judge 
Kenyon can offset Wickersham at that point. 

From the time that Mr. Hoover intimated, during his 
candidacy, that an investigatiini of the enforcement of 
law would be made, the public press has labored under 
a conception that Hoover had in mind what they had 
in mind, that prohibition was a failure, and, so, prac
tically every interview that they give out concerning 
this commission is from the angle of the enforcement 
of prohibition. President Hoover seems to have pretty 
much the dry conception that the enforcement of prohi
bition lags because the machinery of law enforcement 
generally is weak. Hoover is thinking and planning for 
a general overhauling of thf: machinery, evidently con
vinced that prohibition will take care of itself. In this, 
we think he is right. 

Immediately after the first meeting of the commis
sion, when they reaeived instructions from the President 
as to what to do, the press reporters urged upon Mr. 
Wickersham the question, "If it were possible under the· 
scope of the commission's work to find the prohibition 
law unenforceable?" M!r. Wickersham answered, we 
think correctly, "It is intellectually possible, but I might 
add improbable." Evidently Mr. Wickersham does not 
sha~e with the wets the belief that prohibition is un
enforceable. We doubt if any man of his caliber could 
share such a belief. 

Mr. Wickersham further announced that at least a 
year, possibly two years, wou~d be given to their work. 
A later announcement was giVen out that they would 
hold sessions in different parts of the nation, possibly 

· one somewhere in Texas. And a still later announ~e
ment is that, to expedite the work, the committee has 
been divided into two groups, one to deal with the causes 
of crime, and composed of Newton D; Baker, Henry W. 
Anderson, Monte M. Lemann and Miss Ada M. Com
stock; the other to deal with the remedies of crime, and 
consists of Paul J. McCormick, Kenneth R. Mackintosh, 
William s. Kenyon, Roscoe Pound and William I. 
Groubb. Both groups will report to Chairman Wicker
sham. 

JUDGE PHARR ON WOMEN BOOTLEGGERS 
Assessing a five-year suspended sentence on lVF.-·s. 

Velma Martin for bootlegging, Judge Homer L. Pharr, 
Lubbock, uttered some wise words: 

"The time is fast approaching when juries will have no 
toleration for any violator of the law-especially of the 
prohibition law," Judge Pharr warned in passing sen
tence. 

"There is nothing on' earth sorrier for any man or 
woman, black or white, to do than to indulge in any way 
with the liquor traffic. And no woman need think that 
she can hide behind a 'sob story' and escape the con
sequences which come from deviating from the st!·aight 
and narrow path.'' 

This is far more in keeping with lli.s sworn duty than 
was tb3 mported words of a Houston judge, who criti.-• 
cised the law because a jury convicted a woman boot
legger. 
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No One who buys bootleg whisky· can 
· hoodlumism. 

complain Of gunmen and 
President Hoover in "Individualism" 

HOOVER'S LAW C0~1MISSION 
IS AT LAST SELECTED 

Will Investigate the Whole Federal 
System of Jurisprudence and 

Report Findings 

INCLUDING DRY LAW 

The Commission Consists of Ten 
Men and One Woman, All Versed 

i~ the Law and Not All Drys 
Nor All Wets 

President Hoover has appointed his Na
tional Law Enforcement Commission. It 
consists of eleven members_.:.ten men and 
one woman, all of them distinguished in 
the law and some of them well known 
outside the law. The Commission is to 
make a searching investigation of the 
whole Federal system of jurisprudence, 
including enforcement of prohibition. 
Th~ members of the Commission while 
known as legal experts are less known as 
to their attitude on the wet and dry 
question. Members of both political par
ties are on the Commission. 

George D. Wickersham, of New York, 
was Attorney General in the administra-

. tion of President Taft and was a member 
of President Wilson's Industrial Confer
ence Board. He is a trustee of the Uni
versity of Pennsylvania and of the Car
negie Institute. 

Newton D. Baker, of Cleveland, was 
twice mayor of that city and was Secre
tary of Wa;r in the Cabinet of President 
Wilson. · 

Roscoe Pound, of Massachusetts, is 
Dean of Harvard Law School, was Presi
dent of the Asociation of American Law 
Schools, and is author of a number of 
volumes on law. 

Frank J. Loesch, of Chicago, is counsel 
for the Pennsylvania Railroad, is Vice 
President of Chicago's Crime Commission 
and was special state's attorney in the 
prosecution of criminal activities in Chi
cago. 

ALABAMA. AND LOUISIANA 
William I. Grubb, of Birmingham, Ala

bama, is Federal Judge for the Northern 
District of that state. 

Monte M. Lemann, New Orleans, is 
President of the Louisiana Bar Associa
tion. 

William S. Kenyon, of Iowa, Judge of 
the United States Circuit Court, was As
sistant United States Attorney General 
and also served several terms in the 
United States Senate. 

Kenneth B. Macintosh, of Olympia, 
Washington, -is· Chief Justice of the Su
preme Court of Washington, was Judge 
of the Superior Court of California and 
Associate Justice of the California Court 
of Appeals. 

Henry W. Anderspn, of Virginia, was 
the Republican nominee for Governor, 
Assistant to United States Attorney Gen
eral, United States Agent on Mexican 
Claims Commission, active in Red Cross 
work and has been decorated by several 
governments. 

THE LONE WOMAN 
Ada L. Comstock, of Massachusetts, 

holds several degrees, including Director 
of Laws from four Univers~ties and has 
been President of Radcliffe since 1923. 

The general public knows little of the 
Commission as a whole, but it must be 
remembered President Hoover had in 
mind, when he made the selections,' not 
only prohibition, but the entire range of 
our whole. system of jmisprudence. The 
work of the Commission will not be done 
in a week or a month and possibly not in 
a year. 

The appointments were not dictated by 
either drys or wets. . 

The most outstanding members of the 
Commission on the wet .and dry question 
are Newton D. Baker and William S. Ken
yon. Baker is considered a liberal and 

WISCONSIN DRY LA '.IV 
REPEALED 

The voters of Wisconsin· on April 
2 declared by a majority of more 
than 100,000 for the repealing of 
the state's enforcement law. The 
majority for repeal was some 35,000 
less than in the referendum held 
a year or two ago. At the recent 
election the state was storm swept 
and the vote in the rural district 
was light. The Legislature, which 
is wet, passea the bill repealing the 
state's dry law. On May 29, Gover
nor Kohler signed the bill and Wis
consin thus becomes the fifth state 
Without a dry enforcement law. 

with his consent the New York World 
published a letter from him last fall in 
behalf of AI Smith for President in which 
he said: 

WHAT BAKER SAID 
I am not now and never have been 

a prohibitionist. I thought thE; 
Eighteenth Amendment wrong at the 
time it was passed and still think it 
is wrong. 
William S. Kenyon, of Iowa, while a 

member of the United States Senate, was 
a co-author of the Webb-Kenyon law, a 
dry measure which preceded prohibition. 

It is believed that President Hoover se
lected the members of the ·Commission 
With great care, keeping in mind the 
whole field the Commission is expected to 
cover. THE AMERICAN ISSUE Will keep its 
readers informed as to developments con
cerning the personnel of those to whom 
he entrusted so important an under
taking. 

SELLERS AND BUYERS· 
GUILTY 

Federal Judges in North Carolina 
Hit Hard 

Federal Judge Meekins, of Raleigh, 
North Carolina, warned attorneys prac
ticing in his court that he would permit 
none of .Jhem to abuse government agents 
for so-called under-cover methods of 
catching violators of the prohibition act. 
He stated that selle~s and buyers of liquor 
are alike guilty of violating the law. 

Judge Hays of the Central North Caro
lina district also indicated that the teeth 
of the Jones law· would be applied to vio
lators. In his charge to the grand jury 
he lauded the benefits of prohibition. 

North Carolina's third Federal judge is 
C. J. Webb who was one of the authors of 
the old Webb-Kenyon law enacted to pro
hibit the shipment of liquors into dry ter
ritory. 

WERE SALOONS "YES
TERDAY" 

The Bookselle1·s, Stationers and Fancy 
Good Journal is authority for the state
ment that out of 2,856 liquor saloons 
closed in New York, 1,834 have been 
turned into news agents' shops, 275 are 
boot shops, 209 are photograph galleries, 
116 are restaurants, 156 are occupied by 
clothing manufacturers, 266 are phono
graph and radio shops. More than twice 
the number of persons are employed in 

. these shops than . were previously em
· played in the liquor saloons. 

HOMES VS. SALOON 
The 1920 census taken just after · 

prohibition went into effect shows 
that in the state of Ohio 49 per 
cent of the families owned their 
own homes. Unofficial figures now 
show that more than 55 per cent of 
Ohioans own their own homes. 

Building and loan companies of 
the state during the past two years 
have helped finance the building of 
120,000 new homes. This is aside 
from homes built Without aid from 
building and loan associations. 

PROHIBITION ENFORCED REDUCED ALCOHOLISM DEATHS 
TO UNPRECEDENTEDLY LOW POINT OF ONE PER 100,000 

Average Rate for Seventeen Years Ending With 1917 the Last Normal Wet 
Year was 5.6 Per 100,000; Rise Came With Organized Opposition 

of Enemies of Dry Law Encouraging. Law Violations 

MORE DEATHS IN STATES WHERE LAW IS LEAST ENFORCED 

Present Death Rate From Alcoholism is Still Under Rate of Wet Years; 
Better Observance and Enforcement. are Clearly Indicated by Past 

Experience as Remedy to Lessen These Unnecessary Deaths 

CORA FRANCES STODDARD 

Over 17,000 fewer men and women died of aicoholism in the United States in the 
first seven prohibition years than would have died had the.,. pre-prohibition normal 
average death rate continued; 1,300 fewer in 1927 alone. · 

There'were 44,000 fewer deaths from cirrhosis of the liver in the first seven prohi
bition years than there would have been at the normal average pre-prohibition rate; 
14,000 fewer in 1927 alone. 

These are facts which everybody who wants to think straightly on the prohibition 
situation should fasten tightly in his memory, for from every possible angle of approach, 
anti.:.prohibition propaganda is trying to give the impression that prohibition has 
worsened alcoholism mortality. 

Stick to these two positive facts, and then you can evaluate truly what has actually 
happened since 1920 with regard to alcoholic deaths. 

FACTORS IN THE ALCOHOLISM into the history of alcoholism without 
INCREASE SINCE 1920 fear of criticism." 

With the advent of national prohibi
tion, the alcoholism death rate of the 
United States fell to the unprecedentedly 
low point of 1 per 100,000 population. For 
seventeen years ending with 1917, the last 
normal wet year, this rate had averaged 
5.6. 

The rate dropped somewhat during the 
war under the combined influence of war 
restrictions on liquor and the appeal from 
all sides for "sobriety to help Win the 
war." With natiorial prohibition actually 
in e ff e c t, the publicity psychology 
changed. Newspapers no longer featured 
appeals for sobliety. Publicity in the 
press and elsewhere was given to protests 
against prohibition, assertions of indi
vidual right to break the law, the sacred 
personal liberty to drink, the harmless
ness of beer ·and wine, or of so-called 
moderate drinking, ridicule of abstinence, 

· all of which tended to encourage instead 
of to discourage drinking. 

Furthering this changed · psychological 
appeal, the illegal liquor traffic seized the 
opportunity to get organized during the 
period of inevitable experimenting with . 
new enforcement machinery. The Fed
eral law underwent several try-outs in 
regulations. In many states, enforce
ment laws were not in effect for two, 
three, or, in some cases, nearly five years, 
after the Eighteenth Amendment went 
into effect. In .this interval, the illegal 
traffic got a foothold and proceeded to 
deal out again the old cause of alcoholic 
death. viz: alcoholic beverages. The re
sult was that in the . three years 1920-
1923, the alcoholism mortality r a t e 
jumped 220 per cent. Even so, in 1923 
there were only three deaths where there 
were five before prohibition. Then the 
increase slackened. In the four years 
1923 to 1927, the increase was only about 
25 per cent. 

All the time, the alcoholism . death rate 
was, and still is considerably below the 
pre-prohil)ition average rate. 

There is a strong probability that pro-
. portionately more alcoholism deaths ac

tually occurring are reported in the 
United States under prohibition. Those 
making out death certificates may feel 
more freedom than formerly in indicating 
alcoholism as the primary cause of death, 
instead of concealing it under some or
ganic disease, to save family sensibility. 
A physician, connected with .the coro
ner's office in a mid-western city where 
the alcoholism death rate increased con
siderably from the low point of 1920, 
wrote the present writer: 

"Prior to the passage of the Volstead 
act, it was 'political suicide' for an office 
holder to advocate the suppression of the 
sale of spirituous liquors or in any way 
t.o show the evil of ~rinking. Now the 
deputy coroner in ta.king evidence can go 

Some deaths are dtre to unnatural con
stituents in liquor. But every year under 
prohibition, fewer deaths have occurred 
in proportion to population than oc
cm·red when supposedly "pm·e" liquor 
was n~rmally plentiful. 

SMALLER DEATH LOSS FROM 
CIRRHOSIS OF THE LIVER 

The steady hard drinking class from 
which a proportion of liver cirrhosis 
deaths rise has shown no material chall.ge 
in mortality since 1920. The average rate 
for seventeen years beforr prohibition 
was 13.1 per 100,000 population; the low
est was 11.4. In 1919, it fell to 7.9; in 
1920 to 7.1. It has never since been high
er than 7.5, that is, only slightly more 
than h:;tlf the pre-prohibition average. 

Thus the alcoholism factor in liver 
cirrhosis que to steady chronic drinking 
seems to have been considerably squeezed 
out and to have remained so. 

PROPAGANDA FROM INSURANCE 
MATERIAL 

With this general background in mind, 
one takes up The Spectator, an insurance 
journal, which on May 9, devotes two 
inches of heavy headlines to an increase 
in alcoholism mortality. U~der them is a 
particularly lurid first paragraph which 
declares that "according to statistics 
compiled by the Metropolitan Life Insur
ance Company, one person of approxi
mately every 5,000 died from alcoholic 
poisoning in the United States during the 
first quarter of the current year." 

The assertion is ambiguous, to say the 
least. If the writer means, as he appears 
to say, that in the first three months of 
this year one person in every 5,000 of the 
entire population of the United States 
died of alcoholism, the statement can not 
possibly be . true. In a population of 
about 119,000,000 people that would mean 
23,800 alcoholic deaths in three months 
or 95,200 in a year. This would be 22 
times as many alcoholic deaths as were 
actually accounted for in the latest official 
Census. Bureau annual report (4,372). 
There 1s no recorded evidence anywhere 
to indicate such a number of alcoholism 
deaths. 

If the writer meant that one person in 
every 5,000 who died passed out by way of 
alcoholism, neither would that be an even 
approximately correct statement. It errs 
in the other direction. 
. Nor would his estimates hold true if 
similarly applied to the policy holders of 
the Metropolitan Life Insurance Com
pany, from wpich he cites some statistics, 
They claim about 18,450,000 policy hold
ers. If one in "5,000" of them died from 
alcoholism between January and March 
this death lo~s would have been 3,670: 
Actually 175 died of alcoholism. 

(Continued on Page 7) 

/ 
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ETERNAL 'VIGILANCE THE PRICE OF VICTORY 
An ardent, earnest and working Ohio dry-one who was in the thick 

of the fight in local option days and in the campaigns for state-wide pro

hibition, was talking the other day and regretting that the drys of the state 

are not as enthusiastic in the cause as in saloon days when campaigns ·were 

continuo~s and one battle was not over until another had begun. 

numbers than before it was secured. However, they are over-confident that 
prohibition is here to stay. IJ they were to believe it in dange·r, they would 
flock to its defense. Note what happened at last year's presidential elec
tion. The American people haye not adopted the slogan that "ETERNAL 
VIGILANCE IS THE PRICE OF VICTORY. 

It is important that drys be as active now as in the days of the saloon. 
"Why ~hould not drys be as active now as then?" he queried. "Why 

should they not battle as diligently for enforcement as they did to close 
saloons and secure enforcement laws? There are more believers in prohi
bition now than before it was secured, for its benefits are on every hand. 
Are drys becoming indolent and indifferent in the face of an enemy or
ganized ,and determined to undermine and destroy the prohibition law?" 

It is more important now than then because any reaction \1\-~lich organized 
wets may secure because of apathy of drys will endanger the victories 
achieved during the years. In th~ old fights against the saloon, drys had 
everything to gain and nothing to lose. "IN WET AND DRY CON
TESTS NOW, DRYS HAVE EVERYTHING TO LOSE AND WETS 
HAVE EVERYTHING TO GAIN." 

This man tersely stated the truth of the wet and dry situation today. 
Drys know the benefits of prohibition and they are for it in even greater 

REMEMBER THAT "ETERNAL VIGILANCE IS THE PRICE 
OF VICTORY." 

IS PROHIBITION DESIRABLE? 

A Harvard Professor Emphatically 
Answers This Question in the 

Affirmative 

·----
Dr. Richard G. Cabot, Professor of So

cial Ethics in Harvard University, dis
cussed the question, "Is Prohibition De
sirable," before an audience of Harvard 
students. · Quoting from his own experi
ences among the poor and unfortunate, 
and that of others engaged in similar oc
cupations, Mr. Cabot declared that he 
was led to but one conclusion-that pro
hibition is a national blessing. 

Any agency which protects the right to 
safety against being run down by drunken 
automobile drivers, which furnishes free
dom against alcoholic poisoning, which 
insures the opportunity for women to 
bring up children properly, and which 
gives industry a chance to prosper, is not 
an infringement on liberty in the large:!.' 
sense, but the finest kind of a safeguard 
for the rights of indivi'duals. 

In answer to the charge that the dry 
leaders fail to distinguish between the 
use and abuse of liquors, Dr. Cabot de
clared the non-existence of such a dis
tinction. "Any use of liquor is an abuse," 
he ssJd. "The moderate drinker is the 
dangerous drinker. There is no need to 
fear the man who has had so much to 
drink that he goes to sleep in his car. 
It is the man who has had just a drink. 
or two who is the real menace to society." 

In refuting the wet argument that 
evils follow in the wake of prohibition 
which are greater than the good ac
complishe<l, Dr. Cabot displayed charts to 
show that since prohibition there have 
been fewer cases of neglected children, a 
reduction in cases due to intemperance 
ilandled by the provident associations, a 
decrease in assault cases, a falling off in 
the almshouse population, and the clos
ing of many . liquor cure "homes." 

MASSACHUSETTS V/OMEN 

Organize Enforcement League to 
Combat Women's Modera

tion League 

Proposing a vigorous educational cam
paign throughout Massachusetts, a group 
of won1en headed by Mrs. Julian Lowell 
Coolidge has completed the organization 
of the Law Enforcement League as an 
answer to the recently annou!lced organi
zation of t:l:le Women's Moderatio.n League 
for "the return of wine and beer under 
state control." 

"There is more dry sentiment i!1 
Massachusetts thar. has yet been crystal
lized or organized," Mrs. Coolidge said. 
"There is more law enforcement convic
tion in the state than was shown by the 
1928 elections. Our purpose is to solidify 
these sentiments." 

Mrs. Coolidge reported that a growing 
list of socially prominent women are sub
mitting their names for membership in 
the league, with each d~claring herself in 
opposition to the so-called moderation 
group, headed by Mrs. F. Lothrop Ames. 

The Law Enforc~ment League will be 
affiliated with the national committee of 
women for that purpose. Mrs. Coolidge 

said. It has already received the personal 
approbation of President Hoover, she said, 
together with an offer of aid in the work 
to be accomplished. . 

GREEKS IN U. OF V. DRY 
Thirty-two fraternity .::~.-::anizations of 

the University of Virginia have passed a 
resolution forbidding the storing of liquor 
in the fraternity houses ai,~.d have pledged 
willingness and intention to cooperate 
with the . university authorities by house 
rules and otherwise in their efforts to 
prevent drinking of alcoholic beverages 
in the chapter houses. 

The president and Administrative 
Council of the university passed the fol
lowing resolution: 

The use or possession of intoxicat
ing liquor by students in any of the 
dormitories or other university build
ings or otherwise within the pre
cincts of the university, or the per
mitting by occupants of the dormi
tories of such use or possession with
in their dormitories is forbidden. 

DEBATE PROHIBITION 
Unofficial representatives consisting of 

young men and women from 30 colleges 
and universities participated in a debate 
at the University of Chicago on the prob
lem of alcoholism. The debate was part 
of the program of the model League of 
Nations Assembly which was attended by 
representatives of 59 nations. 

The 11rst conviction undzr the Jones 
lav-1 in Washington, D. C., occurred April 
27 when a 21-year-old man was fined 
$2,oo.~....,..and sentenced to two years in 

LIKE ANOTHER WORLD 
SAYS JANE ADDAMS 

"Here around Hull House we 
used to watch whisky and beer be
ing left at saloons by the drayload. 
The poverty anq suffering from 
drink was appalling. There is such 
a difference .now that it seems like 
another world. Our poor are mov
ing away into better places. The 
whole standard of life is rising for 
them. Drinking has decreased, and 
so has our work of rehabilitating 
families wrecked through intem
perance. We have hardly any mor-e 
squalid homes and neglected fam
ilies to deal with. The stuff folks 
get now makes them uglier, but . its 
evils are offset by the difficulties of 
getting it. I would not see the old 
system again for anything." 

JANE ADDAMS, Founder and 
Superintendent of Hull 
House, Chicago. 

prison for transportation and possession 
of liquor. 

SEASONED BY MERCY 
Despite the severe penalties provided by 

the new J .ones "5 and 10" liquor law ,the 
first offender under its terms to be tried· 
in a Cle\'eland court got off with only a 
90-day sentence in the Dayton workhouse. 
The prisoner pleaded guilty in three 
counts and was sentenced by United 
States Judge West to 30 days on each 
count. 

'' SUPPORT THE PRESIDENT DAY" 
SUNDAY, JUNE 30 

A Proclamaf:ion by F. Scott :f-/IcBride, General Superintendent 
of the Anti-Saloon League 

On Sunday, June 30, pastors and Sunday School teachers 
throughout the nation are urged to emphasize law observance and law 
enforcement. 

·On this day there should be a nation-wide repetition of the Presi .. 
dent's declarations urging respect for law. Law observance and law 
enforcement are a test of free government. Nothing could be more 
app~opriate on the Sunday be!ore Independence Day than public con
sideration of the nation's peril through lawlessness and its possibili
ties whe·n · the laws are upheld. If our nation is to continue its un
paralleled progress patriotic citizens must show their respect for law 
by ohservance and officials must compel violators to respect the law 
by effective enforcement. 

Together .with other church and temperance organizations, the 
Anti-Saloon League through "The American Issue" and otherwise 
will cooperate in the distribution of the President's addresses on re
spect for law and other appropriate material for use on June 30 which 
has been designated as "Support the President Day." 

On this day let reverence for law be taught in the churches and 
Stfpday schools in order that government of, by and for the people 
maT.~ not perish. 

WHO ARE THE CRIMINALS? 
Are Th~y Not the .Buyers of Illicit 

Liquor as Well as the Crimi
nals of Gangland? 

A few months ago, a serial story was 
published in the Saturday Evening Post 
entitled "Hooch.'' It was a portrayal of 
the underworld gangsters, crooked offi
cials and criminal elements generally, 
with illicit liquor furnishing the life of 
gangland. Near the close of the story, an 
old and honest policeman, talking about 
the gang and its doings with a man who 
himself boldly bought bootleg liquor, said: 

The crux of the situation is right in 
that bottle you hold in your hand, 
Carter. There'd be no corruption, 
there'd be no murders if fellows like 
you bought no whisky! I don't want . 
to moralize. But the only thing these 
mer.. fight over and steal about is the 
money you pay for whisky. It's your 
dollar that bribes and murders. You 
stop paying it and they'll stop fight
ing. You stop buying liquor and 
they'll stop bribing and taking bribes! 
Anyway you look at it, Carter, that's 
the one source of all these n'lm kill
ings. To save my soul, I can't see 
where these bribed officials are any 
more criminals than you are. And 
when I say you, Carter, I mean every 
man in America that buys a bottle of 
booze! 
And isn't it the truth? 
"Hooch" is now published in book form 

by Doubleday Doran and Company, New 
York, and the $2 it costs is worth several 
times that amount in the insight it gives 
the readers into the doings of crimes, 
criminals and liquor. 

HAS THE RIGHT RING 

Law Enforcement Agencies Getting 
Results in Kansas City 

Law enforcement agencies are getting 
results in Kansas City, according to a 
dispatch from that city. More than 50 
per cent of the speakeasies have been 
driven out of business in an intensive 
drive backed by the Jones law, according 
to the Deputy Prohibition Administrator. 

John L. Miles, new chief of police, made 
an even higher estimate of the number 
of speakeasies that have been closed or 
gone out of business . . He also declares 
the police are going after the few which 
remain. 

Cooperation of the law enforcement 
agencies is leading to convictions and is 
bringing about the best conditions that 
have existed in Kansas City for years, of
ficial statements asse1-t. 

Applications for padlocking of 65 places 
were filed within a week. Several boot
leggers, notorious in their offenses in the 
past, have been sent to prison for terms 
ranging from a year upwards, with heavy 
fines in addition. 

State's Attorney Swanson, of Chicago, 
announces he will ask for the deat!1 pen
alty for a bootlegger accused of havmg 
so 1d liquor to ·two alleged drunker drivers 
who figured in a crossing crash in that 
city, as well as for the death renalty IOl' 
the drivers themselves. 
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Lessons From Britain's Drink Bill 
George B. Wilson, of Engla:r;td •. a~nua~ly pu?lishes 

a reoort showing Great Bnta111 s drmk. bill for 
the c-urrent year, the per capita consumptiOn of .an 
intoxicating beverages, the per capita consu~ptwn 
of spirits, beer, wines, etc., and. the taxes l_ev1ed by 
the government upo11 these vanous alcohollc bever
ages, etc. Included in this report a~~ figures show
ing expenditures for other commod1t1es and money 
received by the government from other sources of 
revenue. This annual report has long been re
garded as authoritative by both wets and ~rys. 

The report for 1928 has now been pub~Ished~ and 
some facts set forth in this report are pr111ted 
elsewhere in this IssuE. . 

I:a considering whether the legalized liquor traffi'c 
should be reestablished in the United. Stat~s ~ study 
of this report on Great Britain's dnnl{ bill Is well 
worth while. These facts stand out boldly: 

Increased taxation imposed on 'lntoxicating bev
erages has not financially injured the liquor mal{ers 
and liquor dealers. ·They stil.l continu~ to ~how a 
steadily increasing profit. This emphasizes the fact 
which everyone ought to know, namely that. the tax 
comes from the drinker's pocket and not from the 
liquor trade. . 

The drinkers are taking the bulk of thetr a.bsolute 
alcohol in beer. The approximate consumptiOn per 
head of absolute alcohol for England was 1:12 gal
lons and 81 per cent of this was co~su~ed 111 beer, 
14 per cer:~ in spirits. and 5 per ?ent In w1.nes. About 
this same proportion held true In the Umted States, 
in days of saloons but people seem to forget .. These 
figures from Great Britain, therefore, . remi.nd us 
that those who are pleading f?r modificatwD: of 
our prohibition policy to permit the -re~stabhs.h,: 
ment of the legalized beer traffic, are 111 .reality 
pleading for the retur? of th~ beverage Which al
ways supplied the dr111ker with the bulk of the 
?,bsolute alcohol consumed. This is im~ortant when 
it is remembered that it is the alcohol 111 ~hese bev
erages that works the greatest harm, physically and 
morally. . . 

The population of the United States and t~r_n
tories being nearly three times that of the ~n~Ish 
Isles, considered in the light of ~~eat Bn~ain's 
drink bill we might reasonably anticipate a liquor 
bill of $4,320,000,000 if prohibition were repeale~. As 
a matter of fact it would be great~r for there ~s :r:o 
unemployment problem here as 111 Great Bntain 
and unemployment is conceded by al~ to be the 
cause for the decline in the consumptiOn of alco
holic br;rerages in England. With o~r buyil?-g power 
·so much greater it is a conservative estimate to 
say that our liquor bill would reach the total sur_n 
of five billion dollars annually. In oth~r. wordsl this 
amount would be withdrawn fr_om legitimat~ tr~de 
channels and poured into the saloonkeeper. s tills. 
As Deets Pickett pointedly. sa~s: The questwn. for 
the American citizen to decide IS whether Amenc~n 
industry and commerce could withstand .sucJ: a ~lis
location of trade and whether. our .social Ins~Itu
tions could readjust themselves In th1s age of high
powered machines to the dire consequences of such 
a traffic. 

Do not let your sympathy f~r the ~aw violator 
.olind you to the need of protectmg society. 

HOME AND STATE 

Wets' "Grape-Shot" Misses Target 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce sends out. an 

interesting bit of news under the doleful headlln~, 
"Grape Depression Grips Ca!.1fornia." The story .Is 
that "ever since 1920 there has been a steady fall. m 
the price of grapes. During this prohibition pe_nod 
the gross average returns from grapes declmed 
from $2.502 a car to $1,054." The Chamber ~f Com
merce statement then adds, "few industnes can 
sur~·ive under such conditions." 

Pertinent indeed is an eastern I?aper's com;:ne_nt 
on this belated revealing of the w111e growers ~Is..
tress. "It would appear then that the prolongi?g 
and resonant ballyhoo from the wets abo~t t~e 
prosperity which prohibition brought to Cahforn~a 
grape growers has been without truthful basis. 
Doubtless now we shall see the point of attack 
shifted and heart-rending wails sent up about the 
destruction of a once thriving industry as a result 
of prohibition fanaticism." 

A Slogan by the President 
It is significant that in the tw.o pri~ci:pal ad

dresses made by President Hoover s111ce his 111au?u
ration he has dealt for the most part on the un
portance of law enforcement and. la~ ~bedience. 
This too was the dominant tbeme 1n his Inaugural 
·address. 

This fact is impressive evidence. that the Presi
dent considers one of the major duties of his ad
ministration to be that of inspiring the people with 
a new patriotism of obedience to law. At the same 
time swifter and more certain justice is to be meted 
out to the persistent law violators. 

The first of these addresses referred to above 
was delivered at the dinner of the Associated Press 
representatives in New York City. The ?econd was 
an address to the delegates of the Natwnal Con
gress of Parents and. Teqchers meeting in Wash
ington, May 4. He thus reached directly V:ith ~is 
message the three greatest moulders of public opm
ion in America editors, teachers and parents. 

In this add~ess to the teachers and parents is 
found a statement that should be a motto displayed 
on the wall of every schoolroom and in e•rery home. 
It reads: 

"Obedience to law is the first duty of citizens of a. 
self-governing state." 

The President's Commission 
President Hoover has selected a commission for 

investigation of the whole Federal system of juri~
prudence including the enforcement of the prohi
bition law whose personnel is perhaps as free from 
prejudice on the moot prohibition question as could 
be found in a group possessing such outstanding 
ability. . 

None in the group are radical wets or radical 
drys so far as their past service in publie life indi
cates. We use the word radical in the sense of 
blind, unreasoning prejudice. It would indeed have 
been an utter impossibility to have found men and 
women with ability to study the problem which this 
commission is to study who have never expresse~ 
themselves on this question which is uppermost in 
the minds of the people of the nation: 

It augers well for the success of the commission 
that so little criticism has come either from the dry 
or wet camps in the choice of the President. The 
whole country see:Jlls to have accepted this com
mission as one that can and will make a thorough 
study and investigation of this great problem of 
law administration and law observance and as one 
that will make wise and fair recommendations. 

Sounds Big, But---
It is estimated that during the last year no less 

than forty million dollars worth of Canadian liquor 
was smuggled into the United State~. This is an 
appalling sum to have been spent In ~upp.ort of 
criminal activities and indicates someth111g IS ser
iously wrong between the relations of the United 
States and the Dominion. But on the other hand 
it shows the value of prohibition in decreasing 
drink consumption in the United States. If this 
forty million dollar:... worth of liquor were spread 
over the entire United States it would not have sup
plied one small drink for each inhabitant. It is 
considerably less than the amount consumed in the 
one Canadian province of Ontario under so-called 
government control. 

-----+----
In Canada they are wondering what is being con

trolled by government control of liquor. C~rtainly 
not the amount of liquor drunk, for that IS con
stantly on the increase. 

--------
Labor troubles at one time numerous and grave, 

have about disappeared, thanks to prohibition. 

Mrs. Willebrandt's Resignation 
'T'here was hilarious rejoicing in the wet camp 

when the news came from V;~ashington that Mrs. 
Mabel Walker Willebrandt, a.ssistan~ Attorney Gen
eral of the United States had resigne~ and that 
that resignation had been accepted. It IS also true 
that this news was received with deep regret by 
friends of prohibition and law. observance and en
forcement throughout the natwn. . · 

Mrs. Mabel Walker Willebrandt has been a terr?r 
to evil doers. She has been unusually successful. 11'1 

the prosecution of higher ups in th~ bootleg?m.g 
profession. She has incurred the enmity, the b1tter 
hatred not only of those who are actually engaged 
in carrying on the illicit liquor traffic but al~o of 
those whose sympathies are with these law VIola-
tors and against the government. · 

Wet editors are exulting that Mrs. Mabel Walker 
Willebrandt after June 15 will no longer harass the 
bootlegger, conspirators and rum-runners, appar
ently can not refrain from insinuating that sh~ w_as 
forced out of her office by Attorney General Mitcr:
ell and the President. One of the most contempti
ble of these editorials appeared in the Ohio State 
Journal in which the editor professes to have seen 
a sign that Mrs. Willebrandt's official days w,~re 
numbered in the letter which she sent to the ms
trict attorneys relative to the Jones-Stalker law. 
This wet editor is certain that he sees in this letter 
evidence that Attorney General Mitchell had, figur- • 
atively speaking, told Mabel where to get off. 

No one, not even a wet editor, who reads the let
ter o~ resignation forwarded to the Presi~ent and 
the President's reply is justified in believ111g that 
the resignation is a camouflage. Both the Presi
dent and Mrs. Willebrandt are distinguished for 
their frankness and plain speaking. These wet 
editors are offering gratuitous insults to both the 
President and Mrs. Willebrandt. 

The drys are deeply grateful to the retiring as
sistant Attorney General for the splendid service 
she has rendered by her ability and courage and 
their best wishes go with her for her continued 
success in her new field of activity. 

What Aids Prosperity? 
A United Press correspondent quotes Mr. Pierre 

S. duPont, capitalist, who resigned an important 
business position last year to help elect Governor 
Smith as President, as of the opinion that there 
was less tntemperance before the coming of prohi
bition than there is now. 

Furthermore, Mr. duPont sees no aid to prosper
ity in the dry law, and "holds the radio, the mod
erately priced automobile, the phonograph and the 
desire for better things, bred in the American soul 
by the high wages of the war days, are responsible 
for the American workingman's improved condi
tion." 

But, Mr. duPont, what makes it possible for the 
workingman to own a radio set, or an automobile, a 
phonograph and all the things which this desire for 
a better life proinpts him to buy? Prohibition has 
h<l.d a major part in it, in hundreds of thousands of 
instances. Our leading economists, like Babson and 
Hoover and Taft witness to this fact. 

A principal reason why some thousands of others 
do not yet own a radio set and enjoy other bless
ings of life, is because of the attitude of men like 
duPont . and Raskob and AI Smith and President 

1 Butler and Wadsworth and Bruce and Edwards and 
Reed and Edge, who in their attacks upon prohibi
tion, give encouragement to the bootlegger and the 
illicit trafficker, who continue to consume the earn
ings of all too many of our workingmen. 

The trade in liquor, whether it be outlawed liquor 
or legal liquor, is a competitor of every business 
that ministers to this desire for the better things of 
life, and it is a competitor that makes for delin
quency always and everywhere. The liquor traffic 
never did aid prosperity. It is always a deterrent 
and a positive liability to business as well as to 
morals. 

Henry Ford is the seer who has a clarified vision 
when .he · says that prohibition and industry go . 
hand 111 hand. duPont is the blind leader of the 
blind, and they are already in the ditch. 

Who Causes It? 
The Amsterdam (N. Y.) Recorder is disturbed 

over "the regin of terror attributed to prohibition 
agents on land and sea," which it says is hurting 
the prohibition cause. Exactly so. Enemy agents 
of prohibition enforcement are doing some foolish 
and reprehensible things. 

But should not the Recorder get even mare dis
t~rbed .over the reign of terror inspired by the 
wilful VIolators of the Constitution and the funda
mental law? 



SHALL THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY BE 
MADE THE SALOON PARTY? 

It will be recalled that on one occasion Al Smith made 
the claim that the Democratic party was the saloon 
party and should openly admit it. The· Democr:1ts of 
the South repudiated that last year. It seems that the 
friends of Al Smith in New York are determined to make 
good on that claim. 

According to the New York Times of May 30, John J. 
Raskob secured a number of 1ich men in New York to 
guarantee the Democratic fund for the campaign last 
year, provided it did not go over four million dollars. 
But he actually spent five and a half million and now 
has demanded that the guarantors make good what he 
spent without any authorization from the committee. 
They kicked and squirmed, but are coming across, ac
cording to the New York Times. Some time ago, in an
nouncing that the deficit would be paid, Raskob refused 
to tell where it was coming from, saying that it would 
cause unnecessary talk. 

They have established headquarters now in Wash
ingLon City to fight to control the Dem.ocratic party and 
if possible to control the nation. In a recent news story 
to the Christian Science Monitor from Robert S. Allen, 
Washington City, Mr. Allen says: 

"The fact that Mr. Raskob, former Governor Smith 
and others who financed the 1928 Democratic campaign 
and are putting up the money for th_is new drive, so far 
as their identity can be learned, are zealous wets and 
are primarily interested in advancing the anti-prohibi
tion cause, was taken by observers as indicating con- . 
elusively the major objective of their interest." 

This would mean that they intend to make the Demo
cratic party the saloon party. 

Mr. Allen further says that Mr. Raskob and members 
of the duPont family, who were among the heavy con
tributors to the 1928 campaign and are authoritatively 
understood to have given bounteously to the new fund, 
as well as a number of the others outstanding among 
those who gained ascendance in national Democratic 
affairs following the nomination of Governor Smith, all 
had been known previously as supporters of and con
tributars to the Republican party. Wet Republicans, 
then are to be in control of the Democratic party! A 
splendid way to destroy the party! 

There is no ·questioning the fact that the Democratic 
machinery in every state, even Texas, is in the hands 
of friends of Al Smith and the liquor traffic, and will 
be until wrested from their hands by the dry Democrats. 

PRESBYTERIANS TO AID LAW 
. ENFORCE-MENT 

The general assembly of the Presbyteri~n Cll:urch 
U. s. A .. in session in St. Paul, Minnesota,, delivered 1tself 
of an important message· that seems to imply decided 
action of that church in backing up our government 
in the enforcement of law. The message was the report 
of one of its principal committees,. an~ we pre_sume was 
approved by the church. To a:s~1st lJ:?- prmgm~ about 
proper respect for law the adm1rustrat1ve committee of 
the church's gE:neral counsel recommended an ~laborate 
plan of action including the creation. of !'!' spe?Ial ?om
mittee, but specifically stating that Its ~ntentwn 1s to 
maintain distinct separation of the functwns of church 
and state, and to make its infl?ence felt moran~, .rather 
than legislatively. We quote m p~rt, as f~llow~. 

"While the church ought at all times to g1ve the gov
ernment its moral support, that duty instantl~ !Je,~omes 
more peremptory and exacting in a time of cr1s1s. 

The committee further stated that t:t:e ~ecent utter
ances of President Hoover see~ed to JU~tify the .con
clusion that this is a time of cns1s and said fu~th~r. . 

"With the warning blast of the trumpet rmgmg m 
our ears, shall our church not prepar.e hersel.f for b~t
tle? Shall we go on with our routme as If nothi.ng 
unusual were happening? Y.le can not. We must give 
all help in our power." 

Good for the Presbyterians! As a church body they 
have always been those upon \vhom the country can 
depend in any crisis. . 

But will the Presbyteria n brethren allow us a pwus 
word of warning? There are ~wo cour.ses open to the 
church. The functioning of this committee and of the 
church behind it may be such as not to get un:J.e: the 
hide of the ·criminals and especially o~ the wet CriJ?~n_als . 
If so the result will be meager and llttle or ~o cntlcism 
will ~orne of it from the wet press and the fneuds of the 
oultawed liquor traffic. . . 

If however the functionings of this committee become 
realh felt in' the fight for respect for law and. the. en
forcement of the law, they may make up ~heir mmds 

th t there will be called down upon their pates the 

hnowh at criticism that the criminal element can utter. 
ars es · "b' t " "f t · " "1·n 

Th ·11 be a'.anounced as 1go s. ana 1cs, -ey Wl .... · · 1·t· " d 
t 1 . t " nd as ''ecclesiastics meddlmg m po 1 1cs an 
o er an , a . · h h d t t " If endeavoring to have a "umon of .c urc. an s a e. . 

the church backs up the committee m such effectlye 
k me United states Senator or Congressman w11l 

~~~o~~~e it from the floor, just as Senator Copeland of 
New York, a Methodist, recently denounced the Metho
dist church, and as the wet press an~ pals of the boot
leggers generally denounced the ~ntl-Saloon League: 

The choice before the Presbytenans must ne?essanly 
narrow down to whether or not they shall rece~ve such 
abuse and stand in their tracks and fight effectively ~or 
their convictions, or avoid that abuse and make an m-

effective figh:. They will rind within their own ranks 
those who will advocate each of these policies. 

There are doubtless some pastors and some churches 
to-day who heartily favor the work. of the Anti-Saloon 
League, but because of the tirade of abuse and villiQca
tion heaped upon the League as a result of its effective 
work, they timidly shrink from giving the Anti-Saloon 
League the backing they would gladly give. This is the 
main purpose of the abuse given the League. Had the 
Anti-Saloon League so conducted its work as not to inter
fere with the liquor bunch, it would have been very 
popular, and would have been praised for its "liberality,.. 
and "tolerant" spirit. 

Some churches little realize the fact t11at through the 
Anti-Saloon League they have an opportunity of regis
tering their convictions and fighting effectively for them, 
and at the same time have the harsh criticism shunted 
upon the heads of the Anti-Saloon League leaders. Some 
pastors, however, have clearly realized this, and heartily 

.. approved it. They have congratulated the country on 
having an organization that bares its breast to all the 
violence of the criminal element and shelters the church 
in the performance of their duty. 

Let every pastor and church understand that the 
Anti-Saloon League is just as strong as their backing 
and cooperation makes it. Those who are doing the 
work of the church under the shelter of the Anti-Saloon 
League organization can realizze a clear conscience in 
the discharge of their duty. Its timid souls who are 
anxious for the Anti-Saloon League to do its work, but 
because of the criticism from the criminal element 
heaped upon the League prefer to shrink from any 
cooperation or support, must realize that they are shirk
ers of duty and can not claim a clear conscience at this 
point. 

·THE PASTORS READY FOR A FIGHT 
We spent the first Sunday in June most pleasantly in 

Mineral Wells speaking at the morning hour in the First 
Baptist church, and at night in the First Methor.t,·;t 
Church. Both Dr. H. J. Matthews, the Baptist pastor, 
and Dr. A. D. Porter, the Methodist, were lovely to us in 
their fellowship and the hearty backing they gave the 
League. Their audiences were lovely in the attention 
they gave to the me3sages and the kind words to the 
speaker. 

At night, when we had finished, Dr. Porter followed 
us with the "rousation." He said some wise as well as 
stirring words. Admitting that the pastors of Texas had 
quit the fight when the Eighteenth Amendment was 
ratified, Dr. Porter asserted that they had not quit "be
cause they were afraid to fight . It was just a case of bad 
judgment. It seems that the liquor bunch want another 
fight," said Dr. Porter, ."And I want to announce to ~pu 
nGw that the pastors of Texas are ready for the fight. 
We are not going to allow that liquor bunch to run 
rcl;lgh shod oYer our land." 

HOTELS BECOME LAW ABIDING 
No, not jn Texas. These hoteB which have decided to 

be decent and respect the law are in Chicago, the land.. of 
gangsters, racketeers and bootieggers. 

At the Morrison Hotel guests are served ice and ginger 
ale, but each guest must sign a card saying: "The under
signed agrees not to use this water to mix with intoxi
cating. liquors." 

The stringent action resulted from a recent conference 
of club men and hotel proprietors, who asked the Unit.ed 
States district attorney to discuss the padlock with them. 
At the conference a decision of United States District 
Judge Walter C. Lindley was read. Judge Lindley had 
ruled that the service of water, ginger ale and cracked 
ice to patrons who added something alcoholic to the 
beverage, even though no sale occurred, constituted a 
nuisance and rendered the house liable to prosecution 
under the Federal prohibition act. 

Most hotels in our Texas cities and some in smaller 
towns could be padlocked for wpat they are doing under 
either the state law or the Volstead act, if we had Federal 
or state attorneys who had the nerve or disposition to do 
it. Yet each swore he, would when he took office. Will 
some of them not start the ball rolling? A few padlocks 
on our hotels would have tremendous influence in clean
ing up not only the hotels but the ~ities also. 

A DRY NEWSPAPER 
A movement has been started to launch a publication 

of a weekly newspaper devoted to the support of pro
hibition and those principl~s of government advocated 
by the Anti-Tammany Democrats of last year. The 
movement was launched at Houston, and is sponsored 
by Alvin Moody, J. M. Boyle, George Roberts, Jesse 
Mosely, H. D. Morris, R. B. Morris, E. M . Biggers, E. R. 
Millis, J. G. Donovan and others. They believe that 
with $25,000 they can launch a weekly newspaper seek
ing state-wide circulation and giving the news favorable 
to prohibition. They claim, and we think rightly, that 
the daily press is not giving the news favorable to p~o
hibition, and is writing up all news more as propaganda 
against prohibition. They also will advocate "the old 
ideals of the democracy of the South as against the 
entire lack of ideals of this alien and wet element of the 
North and East." 

We bid the enterprise God-speed. The Lord knows 
we need it. 

-·~--

TEXAS DOCTORS WANT RELIEF FROM . 
LIQUOR PRESCRIPTIONS 

The Texas Medical Association recently met at 
Brownsville and passed a rather radical resolution. The 
resolution presented by Dr. W. B. Russ, of San An
tonio, deciared that "prescribing is not necessary to 
supply. those who need it. Ordinary bootleg liquor at 
one-tenth the cost and no worse in quality is available 
everywhere and is being used freely. When the liquor 
privilege is withdrawn, people will continue to get their 
drinks ·without involving druggists and doctors in the 
dirty business of bootlegging." 

We are glad to see the physicians awakening to the 
scandal that some of the doctors have brought upon 
the profession, and if they are sincere in wanting the 
Dean act so changed as to relieve the physicians and 
druggists of the responsibility of the scandals in con
nection with their professions, the Anti-Saloon League 
will give them the glad hand. The League has· not led 
out in the demand for such a change, only awaiting for 
the good sense of these professions to be aroused to 
make the demand themselves. 

Will the physicians of Texas allow us. to quote them 
counsel from one of their own number, the distinguished 
Dr. J. H. Kellogg, of the Battle Creek Sanitarium? In 
response to a request from the Fifteenth International 
Congress Against Alcoholism, a congress for the scientific 
study of alcohol, Dr. Kellogg delivered an address on 
"Alcohol, a Discredited Drug." From this address we 
quote Dr. Kellogg as follows: 

"The medical profession owes to society an obligation 
in relation to this question which should lead to a na
tion-wide effort by physicians to disabuse the minds of 
laymen of the false notions which are held respecting 
the value of alcohol as a stimulant, tonic, or supporting 
agent. Scientific research has stripped the deceptive 
drug of every one of its supposed virtues, and it stands 
exposed as the most delusive, treacherous and pernicious 
agent that has ever been widely trusted by mankind. 
The popular faith in its healing power, in its value as 
an emergency aid, must be uprooted by education. Phy
sicians owe to their profession as an instrument of 
human welfare an .earnest effort to exterminate the 
false beliefs which the people have imbibed from the 
age-long erroneous medical teaching and practice and 
upon which the public confidence in alcohol is based, 
and should be of all men most active and efficient in 
supporting the administration of prohibitory laws. And 
in no way can this be done more effectively than by the 
frank acknowledgement that alcohol is useless as a 
remedy and the refusal to write prescriptions for its in
ternal use. 

"Of no small significance is the arder recently sent out 
by the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery prohibiting the 
issue of whisky to naval vessels even for medicinal pur
poses. The order stated that 'no further purchases will 
be made, and whisky will be stricken frotn the supply 
table of the medical department of the navy,' and di
rected that no further purchase from any source should 
be made of 'distilled spirits, wines or alcohol prepara
tions which are designated by the Bureau of Internal 
Revenne as being fit for intoxictating beverage pur
poses.'" 

WETS THREATEN BLOODSHED 
The wets threaten bloodshed if we continue to press 

for the enforcement of the prohibition laws. Hon. Leroy 
Green, of Rockford, Illinois, member of the sta.te Legisla
ture, while making a speech upon the floor of the House 
is quoted as having said: 

"If you continue to drive the liberals (wets) as you 
have in the past five years, you will find the nation where 
is was then (referring to the slave traffic) -in a contro
versy which can only be wiped out with bloodshed.:' 

We knew the wets were getting desperate in their ·fight 
for the outlawed liquor traffi~, but we assure them that 
their threat of violence will have very little influence 
with Joyal American citizens. To Mr. -.:J·reen we com
mend the words of United States Senator Borah. Speak
ing from the Senate Floor, April 14, 1926, he said: 

"I am one of those who believe that the Constitution of 
the United States is of sufficient value, if it is necessary, 
to trac.e our way through blood and fire in order to main
tain it." 

Mr. Green will find that the American people will fol
low Senator Borah through blood and fire in order to 
maintain the Constitution rather than follow him to de
stroy the Constitution. 

PARDONS 
Governor Holloway, of Oklahoma, is quoted as saying 

that a convict who-is able to employ a high-powered at
torney to get a pardon is only making it more certain 
that he will not get clemency. This is a good doctrine. 
If a convict really deserves a pardon we can see very 
little need for the services of an attorney to persuade a 
governor to grant it. Of course some times evidence to 
sustain the plea for clemency may be needed, but if 
such evidence exists in such abundance as to justify a 
pardon it should not be difficult to obtain. 

Where a large "fee" is paid an "attorney" to secure a 
pardon, there should be close scrutiny as to how much 
of it was "split," or how. much was spent in pureha.~ing 
the evidence. And "fees" to &.ttorneys for £ecu1ing par ... 
dons are usually unriasonably large. 
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DRY AMENDMENT WELL GROUNDED 
Took Years of Effort Before Eighteenth Amendment · Was Submited and Realized, Bu~ it is 

Immovable Before All Attacks of the Wet Interests 
Wets talk about prohibition being pushed upon the country, and that the 

Eighteenth Amendment was submitted during the war when millions of boys 
were abroad, and that the people did not have an opportunity to consider what 
they were doing. 

Here are facts which cannot be controverted because they are matters of 
history: 

The Eighteenth Amendment was submitted by Congress on December 18, 
1917. The Congress which voted submission was elected in November, 1916-
NEARLY SIX MONTHS BEFORE THE UNITED STATES ENTERED THE 
:WORLD WAR. The soldiers were at home and voted for this Congress. 

Furthermore, this was the first Congress, every member of which WAS 
E..'LECTED BY THE DIRECT VOTE OF THE PEOPLE. Before this Senators were 
elected by Legislatures. 

The vote for the submission of the Eighteenth Amendment was 65 to 20 in 
the Senate-more than three to one, and by 26 to 128 in the House-more than 
two to one. · 

BEFORE THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 
Thirty of the 48 states were dry before the thirty-sixth state ratified the 

Eighteenth Amendment, and 33 were dry before the amendment became ef
fective on June 16, 1920. 

Before the dry amendment became effective, 85 per cent of the area of the 
United States was dry, and more than two-thirds of the population lived in 
legally dry territory. 

The Eighteenth Amendment, unlike any other amendment to the Consti
tution, provided that unless ratified by the necessary 36 state Legislatures with
in seven years, it would be inoperative. IT WAS RATIFIED BY 36 STATES 
:WITHIN ONE YEAR AND 28 DAYS F,ROM THE DATE OF ITS SUBMISSION. 

HOW STATES VOTED 
The Thirteenth Amendment to the Constitution was ratified by 34 states, 

the Fourteenth Amendment by 33 states, the Fifteenth Amendment by 31 states, 
the Sixteenth Amendment by 33 states, the Seventeenth Amendment by 36 
states, the Eighteenth Amendment by 46 states, and the Nineteenth Amend-
ment by 38 states. _ 

NO OTHER AMENDMENT TO THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION WAS 
RATIFIED BY SO MANY STATES AS WAS THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT. 

Only Connecticut and Rhode Island have failed to ratify the Eighteenth 
Amendment. 

It required 66 years for the country to bring prohibition to a legal settle
nlent in the United States, for Maine, the first state to become dry, did so in 
1851, ten years before the beginning of the Civil War. 

During all these years prohibition of the liquor traffic was the most dis
cussed question in the country, and makes ridiculous the claim of wets that 
prohibition was "put across" when nobody was expecting it. 

The Eighteenth Amendment was one of 2•1 constitutional amendments sub-. 
mitted to the states by Congress since the Constitution was adopted, although 
more than 2,300 amendments have been proposed in Congress. Of the 24 amend
ments submitted by Congress, 19 were ratified and five were rejected. 

LINCOLN'S STATEMENT 
All of which proves the truthfulness of what Lincoln said, that "with public 

sentiment, nothing can fail; without public sentiment, nothing can succeed." 
IT REQUIRED A CENTURY FOR DRYS TO EDUCATE PUBLIC SEN

TIMENT FOR PROHIBITION TO THE POINT WHERE IT SWEPT THE
COUNTRY. 

The strength of the prohibition movement was as effective in state Legis
latures as it was in the election of a Congress to submit the amendment. In 
order for a state to ratify an amendment, it must give a majority vote in both 

FREE ACCESS TO DRINK 

Not Believed the House of Law Ob
servance VJill Be Torn Down 

for Liquor 

Denouncing the strategy of the wets as 
subversive, Mrs. William Tilton, newly 
elected President of the Unitarian Tem
perance Society of the American Uni• 
tarian Association, speaking at the An
nual National Convention held at Boston, 
called on every church temperance so
ciety in the nation to fight the liquor 
anarchy campaign of the wets. 

"I am here to denounce the strategy of 
. the wets which, if correctly reported in 
the press, seems to me to be nothing short 
of subversive. Is it not this-to foment 
lawlessness and more lawlessness until 
the American people, the vast country
£ide, throws up its hands and readmits 
the old, legalized liquor traffic? 

tive plan, only "Repeal" and liquor regu
lation turned back to the states. Can any 
man doubt but that would mean the re
turn of the saloon? 

"The wets agree it will be a long proc
ess to get 36 states. But in the meantime, 
the strategy seems to be to go into the 
wet states and repeal state enforcement . 
codes, thus demoralizing state and local 
.police forces and giving us precisely the 
liquor and night-club anarchy we have in 
New York. In my state I should look, un
der repeal of our state enforcement code, 
for a return of roadhouses of bad intent, 
immoral hotels and demoralized youth, 
poison liquor flowing in oceans un
damned, and open saloons. 

"I stigmatize this as a dangerous, t:n
civHized, un-American campaign directed 
against mothers and little children, 
against public safety, against liberty in 
law. To foment lawlessness until the 
'damnable affliction' of the saloon is back 
seems to me what it would amount to. If 
men want repeal there is an orderly way 
to get it, but to do it by demoralizing 
police forces and fomenting liquor anar
chy is so scandalous that I believe the 
Unitarian Temperance Society should call 
on every law-abiding organization in the 
country to fight this subversive cam
paign." 

The drug room of the Presbyterian 

Senate and House. THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT HAD A MAJORITY 
VOTE IN 92 LEGISLATIVE BRANCHES, AND IN 21 OF THESE LEGISLATIVE 
BODIES THE VOTE FOR THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT WAS UNANI
MOUS. 

Mississippi was the first state to ratify the Eighteenth Amendment. This 
action was taken January 8, 1918. New Jersey was the 46th state to ratify. This 
was done in March, 1922. 

The states ratifying the dry amendment and the order in which they voted, 
together with the vote in Senate and House, follows: 

HOW STATES VOTED 
STAT~ SENATJt HOUSE STATE SENATE HOUSE 

Mississippi 28 to 5 93 to 3 California 24 to 15 48 to 28 
Virginia ....... 30 to 8 84 to 13 Indian.a . ...... 41 to 6 87 to 11 
Kentucky ...... 28 to 6 66 to 10 Illinois . ....... 30 to 15 84 to 66 
South Carolina. 28 to 6 66 to 29 Arkansas ...... 34 to 0 93 to 2 
North Dakota .. 43 to 2 96 to 10 North Carolina. 49 to 0 93 to 10 
Maryland ...... 18 to · 7 58 to 36 Alabama ...... 23 to 11 64 to 34 
Montana ...... 35 to 2 77 to 8 Kansas . ....... 39 to 0 -121 to 0 
Texas ......... 15 to 7 72 to 30 Oregon . ....... 30 to 0 53 to 3 
Delaware 13 to 3 27 to ' 6 Iowa ·········· 42 to 7 86 to 13 
South Dakota •. 43 to 0 86 to 0 utah ........... 16 to 0 43 to 0 
Massachusetts 27 to 12 145 to 91 Colorado ...... 34 to 1 63 to 2 
Arizona ........ 17 to . o 29 to 3 New Hampshire 19 to 4 221 to 131 
(}eorgia ........ 34 t<> 2 129 to 24 Nebraska ...... 31 to 1 98 to 0 
Louisiana ...... 21 to 20 69 to 41 Missouri . ...... 22 to 10 104 to 36 
Florida ........ 25 to 2 61 to 3 Wyoming . ..... 26 to 0 52 to 0 
Michigan . ..... 30 to 0 88 to 3 Wisconsin . .... 19 to 11 58 to 35 
Ohio .......... 20 to 12 85 to 30 Minnesota . .... 48 to 11 96 to 32 
Oklahoma ..... 43 to 0 90 to 8 New Mexico . .. 12 to 4 45 to 1 
Maine ......... 29 to 0 122 to 20 Nevada ········ .14 .to 1 33 to 3 
Idaho ......... 38 to 0 62 to 0 Vermont . ; ..... 26 to 3 155 to 58 
West Virginia .. 26 to 0 78 to 3 New York ..... 27 to 24 81 to 66 
Washington ... 42 to 0 90 to 0 Pennsylvania .. 29 to 16 110 to 93 
Tennessee ..... 28 to 2 81 to 2 New Jersey . ... 12 to 4 33 to 24 

Eighty-five per cent of the Senate vote in the above states was for ratifica-
tion, and 79 per cent of the House vote was for ratification. 

ONLY WAY TO REPEAL 

There are but two ways in· which the Eighteenth Amendment can be re
pealed. The one is by Congress by a two-thirds vote in both branches submit
ting a repeal proposal, and by 36 state Legislatures voting to ratify the repeal. 
The other is by two-thirds of the states applying to Congress to call a conven
tion for the purpose of amendments. If the latter is done, the proposed amend
ment must be ratified by three-fourths of the states. 

EITHER HOUSE OF THE LEGI/3LATURE IN ANY 13 STATES CAN FOR
EVER PREVENT THE REPEAL OR MODIFICATION OF THE EIGHTEENTH 
AMENDMENT. 

The fact that every Congress elected since the one which submitted the 
Eighteenth Amendment in 191} has been drier than the preceding Congress, 
and that the present Congress 1s dry by at least a three to one vote, gives \vets 
little hope of ever securing a Congress which will submit a repeal proposal and 
should that time ever· come, there will be at least 13 states which would f~il to 
ratify repeal. 

WETS KNOW THIS AS WELL AS D~YS, AND THIS IS WHY, SEEING NO 
HOPE OF REPEAL, THEY ARE FOR THE UN-AMERICAN PLAN OF' NULLI
FICATION-A POLICY SHOT TO DEATH BY THE BOYS IN BLUE IN THE 
CIVIL WAR. 

THIS IS OPEN TO YOU 

One Thousand Dollars Offered for 
the "Uncle Tom's Cabin of 

Prohibition" 

Dorrance & Company, Philadelphia 
publishers, announce a prize of $1,000 P~'.ls 
royalties for the "Uncle Tom's Cabin of 
Prohibition." The cash prize is in addi
tion to the usual book royalties, and is 
not an advance to be charged agair. : t 
them, nor payment for serial rights. The 
sole condition of this prize novel contest, 
which is open to all regardless of race or 
residence, is that the manuscripts sub
mitted must deal with prohibition in the 
United States . 

The contest will close at midnight, 
June 1, 1930. The ·award will be an- 1 
nounced the same month, payment in 
full made simultaneously and the win
ning novel published in September. New 
authors as well as old, prohibitionists and 
anti-prohibitionists, may cDmpete. The 
only editorial requirement is for original 
work, in the English language, typed, be
tween 50,000 and 100,000 words long. The 
manuscripts are to be addressed to the 
Prohibition Contest Editor, Dorrance & 
Company, Philadelphia. 

NORTH CAROLINA JUDGES 

All the Federal Courts Take Strong 
Position for Dry En

forcement 

Federal J?dge Meekins, of Raleign, 
North Carolma, warned attorneys prac
ticing in his court that he would permit 
none of them to abuse government agents 
for so-called under cover methods of 
catching violators of the prohibition act. 
He sta:ted tl~at sellers and buyei·s of liquor · 
are ahke gmlty of violating the law. 

Judge Hay3, of the Central North Caro
lina District, also indicated that the teeth 
o~ the Jo.nes bw would be applied. In 
h1s charge to the grand jury he lauded 
the benefits of prohibition, declarinO' that 
the liquor law is not the only law that is 
being violated. · 

Nortl1 Carolina's third Fedeml judrre 
is C. Yates Webb, who was on& of tl;e 
authors of the old Webb-Kenyon law, de
signed to prohibit the shipment of liquors 
into dry territory. 

An 82-year-old woman m Columbus 
was convicted of selling liquor, fined $500 
and was sent to jail when she did not pay 
her fine. 

"That educated men, that women who 
have had advantages, can be willing to 
tear the whole house of law observance 
and law enforcement down about our 
heads in order to secure free access to 
drink, is beyond belief. It makes one 
wonder if a college education is an asset 
or a liability. If these fomenters of law
lessness had any better plan to offer it 
would be another matter, but they say 
.themselves they have no really construe-

Hospital in Chicago has not issued a single The slogan of the church, according to 
bottle of whisky since prohibition· became Harry Emerson Fosdick, is "to fi Q;ht to 
effective and the hospital cares for more ·the last ditch any step that looks like 
than 12,000 patients a year. ~ing back to the saloon." 

"Only one-half the doctors in the 
U'1ited States take o~t licenses to pre
scribe liquor," says Dr. Kelley, of Johns 
Hopkins, Baltimore. 
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PROHIBITION ENFORCED REDUCED ALCOHOLISfd DEATHS WHERE RESPONSIBILITY LIES 
We need not be on the defensive in this 

matter. The full statistical facts should 
be used, not merely those since 19-20. 
Even more important is it to drive home 
to thinking people and to drinking peo
ple--the groups are not necessarily mu
tually exclusive-the following truths: · 

PROHIBITION NOT A FAILURE 
(Continued from Page 2) 

Turning from this "scare" first para
graph of The Spectator article, one may 
give some attention to the facts in the 
case as actually stated by the Metro
politan Life Insurance Company. For 
the first quarter of 1929, its alcoholism 
rate was 3.8 per 100,000 policy holders as 
compared with 3.2 in the same three 
months of 1928. This gave rise in The 
Spectator and the daily press to flaming 
headlines as to an "increase in alcoholic 
death rate." The rate for thtee months 
may or may not indicate a higher alco
holism mortality for the whole year of 
1929. But even if it should continue at 
this point of 3.8 throughout the year, the 
Metropolitan death loss from alcoholism 
in 1929 .would still be 19 per cent lower 
than the average' annual rate of the 
Company in the normal pre-prohibition 
years, 1911 to 1917, in other words fewer 
than 5 deaths where there the average 
used to be over 6. 

The' Spectator reports a rise also in the 
Metropolitan Life's death rate for cir
rhosis of the liver in the first quarter of 
1929 as compared with 1928. But at that, 
there wer~ less than 2 deaths occurring 
from this disease where there was an 
average of 4 in the Company's experience 
from 1911 to 1917. 
THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA 
Comparisons unfavorable to the United 

States are made because the Canadian 
industrial policy holders of the Metro
politan Life Insurance Company have a 
lower alcoholism death rate than the 
American. The Canadian rate in the ex
perience of this company has always 
been very low and it has not increased 
since 1920. As in the United States, the 
rate is lower than it was fifteen years 
ago. 

Without more data than printed re
ports available furnish, the precise rea
son for this difference between Canada 
and the United States can not be defi- · 
nitely explained. It may be due to differ
ences in practice i~ reporting alcoholic 
deaths in the two countries. It may be 
due to differences in the type of popula
tions which are insured, such as the pro
portion of foreign-born among them, the 
proportion of city dwellers, the propor
tion of negroes. 

City populations as a rule have a higher 
alcoholism death rate. The Metropolitan 
policy holders "are essentially a class of 
city dwellers" as they "reside almost 
wholly in cities." (Statistical Bulletin, 
July, 1926, November, 1928.) 

Approximately a fourth of the Ameri
can policy holders live in New York, New 
J e r s e y, Maryland and Pennsylvania 
(Statistical Bulletin, July, 1926). Three 
cities alone in these states, New Yorlt, 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, contain 
about as many people as the whole of 
Canada. All of these states have strong 
wet centers all of them have an excessive 
alcoholism 'death rate according to the 
United states Census Bureau · statistics, 
and all of them have had a larger in
crease in alcoholism mortality since .. 1920 
than the nation. 

This concentration of a fourth of the 
Metropolitan Life American policy hold
ers in this section may contribute some
what to the rate higher than the Ca
nadian. 

One other factor may have a small in
fluence. The Metropolitan Life has some 
2 000 000 negro policy holders of whom 
oi11y 'about 7,000 are in Canada. That is, 
according to conditions three years ago, 
one American policy holder in each 8 was 
a negro; only one in each 144 in C~nada. 
There is a slightly larger proportiOn of 
negroes among the Metropolita~ policy 
holders than in the total populatiOn. 

The American negro policy holder is 
larO'ely a city dweller both in the North 
and in the South thus subject undoubt
edly to the city aicoholism situation. The 
negro alcoholism death rate in the Me_tro
politan Life experience is somewhat high
er than the rate for the whites, and has 
shown more tendency to rise. For in
stance for the three months' period, 
Janua;y to March, 1929, the white rate 
was 3.4; it was 3.0 in 1925 with its peak 
(3.4) in 1926. The negro rate was 4 in 
1925 and with but one year's exception 
has steadily 1isen for the quarter year un
til in 1929 it was 6.3. 

With the whites 1n predominance 
among the policy holders, the total alco
holism mortality rate of course tends to 

( 

follow that of the whites; but it is evi
dent that the larger proportion of negroes 
~mong M~tropolitan Life policy holders 
m the Umted States , is responsible to a 
small extent for a higher alcoholism rate 
here than in Canada. 
WHERE ALCOHOLISM MORTALITY 

~ IS WORST 
If space permitted, one might profit

ably analyze alcoholism mortality in 
some detail showing where it is now 
worst and where it is rising most rapidly. 
A few salient facts must suffice, based 
upon the latest available statistics of the 
United States Census Bureau in 1927. 

Where wa.s alcoholism mortality worst 
in 1927? In Maryland, Montana and New 
York. T~e lowest rate of these three is 
nearly 10 per cent higher than that of 
any other date in the registration areas; 
80 per cent higher than the national rate, 
Maryland has never had a state enforce
ment law; had the worst rate of any of 
the states in both 1926 and 1927; and has 
shown heaviest percentage of increase 
over 1920. New York has had no state 
enforcement law for six years. In Mon
tana, 1927 was the. first year after the 
repeal of its law. Its death rate jumped 
from 3.9 in 1926· to 8.1 in 1927. 

New York, in 1927, had about 8.8 per 
cent of the estimated population of the 
registration area; over 19 per cent of the 
reported alcoholism deaths·. New York 
and Maryland together had about 10 per 
cent of this population; 23 per cent of 
the alcoholism deaths. 

TWenty-four states, in 1927, had less 
.than 50 alcoholism deaths each. Their 
combined population was about 3% times 
that of New York. They furnished 589 
alcoholism deaths; New York, 840. Eight
een of them we~·e former prohibition 
states. 

True, New York has a great urban pop
ulation in ·which alcoholism is always 
higher, but in 1920 its "alcoholism death 
rate dropped from pre-prohibtion rates 
even a little more than did the nation's 
rate. 

WHAT HAS BEEN DONE CAN BE 
DONE AGAIN 

The writer has no desire to minimize 
a regrettable rise in alcoholism mortality 
in the United States since 1920. It is not 
a satisfactory state of affairs. There 
were about 15,000 alcoholism deaths dur
ing the first seven prohibition years that 
need not have occurred had this low rate 
of 1920 continued. But that first year of 
national prohibition demonstrated what 
prohibition can do in cutting down this 
death loss. What has been done can be 
done again. 

The lesson from the present alcoholism 
mortality figures is not that prohibition 
has failed or is causing more of these 
deaths. It has saved and is saving lives 
from such death. The lesson is that al
coholism can be nearly wiped out if pro
hibition is given a fair chance. 

1. The sole cause of alcoholism is al
coholic liquor. "Good" liquor as well as 
"poor" liquor causes it. 

2. The law was responsible for alco
holism deaths before state and national 
prohibition, for it authorized the traffic 
in alcoholic liquors. 

:t. Prohibition-or the man who voted 
for it-is not responsible for alcoholism 
deaths now. Prohibition forbids this 

· traffic in alcoholic liquors~ 
4. Alcoholism now results from delib

erate refusal to avail oneself of the pro
tection the law would afford. Nobody 
need die of alcoholism to-day. 

5. Every man who encourages the sale 
of liquor is promoting death from alco
holism. He may not die of it himself. 
Even if he does, his death may not be so 
recorded. But when he encourages the 
bootlegger, he helps make possible the 
sale of liquor· to some other men also 
who$e deaths will go into the alcoholism 
mortality column. 

6. The prohibition law offers protec
tion against alcol1olism. 

Observe this law, encourage its ob
obsenrance, and alcoholism, as state ex
perience and national experience of 1920 
demonstrate, can be made practically to 
disappear. 

FAITH IN THE YOUTH 

Congressman C r a m t o n Resents 
Slanders on Youth of To-Day 

CongTessman Louis C. Cramton, of 
Michigan, in an address before the dele
gates attending the annual convention of 
the National Congress of Parents and 
Teachers at Washington, D. C., May 5, 
defended modern youth. 

The Congressman said: "I think it is 
wonderful the way young people have ad
justed themselves to the tremendous 
changes which have taken place and are 
taking place in our manner of living. I 
have young people in my own family; 
and I can think back to the time when I 
was their age, and when all the deviltry 
I had a chance to get into in one evening 
had to be within a radius of seven or 
eight miles from where I lived. 

"Now one hundred miles or one hun
dred and fifty miles or more is the limit, 
that being the difference in this connec
tion between a horse and buggy and an 
automobile, and that is only one detail 
of· the complete change in present day 
living conditions. No, I have no fears for 
the young people of to-day, and none for 
the future of America in the hands of 
the next generation. 

"If we can get our country past this 
generation, with its Nicholas Mun-ay 
Butlers, we shall do well." 

Congressman Stalker, of New Yor~ 
Pays Tribute of Praise to 

Prohibition Policy 

Congressman Stalker, of New York, co
author of the Jones-Stalker dry enforce
ment law, was given a testimonial dinner 
at his home city, Elmira, recently. In the 
course of his remarks at the dinner he 
said: 

"National prohibition in America is not 
a failure, nor is it going to be. 

"The time has come for -loyal citizens 
of. the republic to speak plainly on this. 
question. 

"No brighter hour ever dawned for 
this nation and the world than when the 
United States adopted national prohibi
tion. It has been reflected in the most 
amazing economical development ever 
witnessed on this globe. Prohibition 
United States is the richest, the happiest, 
and the most progressive country of the 
present and all other times, a glory and a 
light for all humanity. 

"Since the adoption of the Eighteenth 
Amendment. the number of students in 
our hig·h schools have more than doubled. 
We have more students enrolled }n our 
colleges to-day than all the rest of the 
world combined. 

"The American people do not favor any 
surrender to the bootlegger or to the 
brewer. This nation has never retreated. 
It is nat in its mind to permit criminals 
and lawbreakers to revise its Constitu
tion and repeal its laws. It demands that 
those in authority attack the foes of law 
and order. It wants its officers supplied 
with whatever legal machinery is neces
sary to win this fight. I want to ask you 
what would be the condition of this coun
try in a single fortnight if every law dis
pleasing to a considerable number of peo
ple were disregarded, some disregard one 
law and some disregard another. Whose 
home would be safe, whose happiness 
would be secure, how long would we en
joy the blessings of orderly regulated lib
erty?" 

SO MOTE IT BE! 
M. D. Lightfoot, of Missouri, chairman 

of the National Democratic Committee 
predicts the retirement of .John J. Ras
kob as chairman of the Democratic Na
tional Committee to come about in the 
reorganization of the party. He says that 
Mr. Raskob by advocating that the Dem
ocratic party again make the wet issue 
supreme for the 1932 campaign has etfec
tively eliminated himself. 

TWO REASONS BY FIRE
STONE 

Harvey S. Firestone, the well-known 
tire manufacturer of Akron, told mem
bers of the Boston Chamber of Com
merce at a luncheon recently, that prohi-
bition and highway transportation are 
the two major reasons for the great pros
perity of the United States. He declared BRITISH AMBASSADOR WILLING TO MAKE EMBASSY DRY 

Sir Esme Howard Says if Secretary of State Desires to Rescind Privilege 
of "Diplomatic Liquor" He Believes British Embassy 

/ that he favors the Eighteenth Amend
ment and he urged business men and the 
public to observe and enforce the . law. 

Will Gladly Accede to Wishes 

Sir Esme Howard, British ambassador 
to the United States, May 24 declared 
that he was willing to surrender the priv
ilege of diplomatic liquor "if the United 
States intimates a desire to cancel the 
privilege." 

The British ambassador told newspaper 
men at the Hotel Plaza, New York City, 
where he was honored guest at the first 
anniversary dinner of the British Com
monwealth Club, that he would be only 
too glad to cooperate with other members 
of the diplomatic corps in carrying out 
such a desire on the part of the Ameri
can government. 

Sir Esme said he had written a letter to 
James T. Carter, of the Epperson Lumber 
Company, of Lynchburg, Va., expressing 
his willingness to surrep.der the embassy 
liquor privilege. The communication was 
in reply to a letter from Carter. 

Upon the receipt of the letter from Am
bassador Howard M.r. Ca.rter promptly 
transmitted his own letter and the am
bassador's reply to President Hoover. In 
this letter he said~ 

nMr. President: I resent the violation 

of the prohibition act, and regard it as 
an insult. Would you therefore take the 
necessary steps to accept the proposition 
of Ambassador Howard as he outlines it 
in his letter which I enclose, and make 
Washington a moral city?" 

The Howard letter as made public by 
Carter was signed by Michael Wright, 
secretary of the embassy, who said: 

"Dear Mr. Carter: His excellency, the 
British ambassador, desires me to thank 
you for your letter with the clipping en
closed (a picture of a diplomatic liquor 
truck), and to nsure you that he is not 
aware of any dr a.nkenness in the embassy 
due to the rigl1ls of diplomats in import
ing liquor in11 J the United States. His 
excellency wishes me to state that this 
privilege was voluntarily granted to the 
entire diplomatic liquor corps by the sec
retary of state. 

"'His excellency has no doubt but that 
Sf the government of the United States 
would fonna.lly suggest that this privilege 
be withdrawn, the suggestion would be 
cheerfully accepted and promptly and 
scrupulously adhered to.~ · 

In Ol.ltlining radical changes for the 
bettei· in industry under prohibition Mr. 
Firestone declared that there was not the 
same contentment in factories nor the 
happiness and up 1 if tin g conditions 
among the workers before prohibition as 
there is to-day. 

THE FROTH OF SOCIETY 
Dr. William J. Mayo, of Rochester, 

Minnesota, the internationally known 
surgeon and physician, in an interview on 
the outlook of human life the other day 
in Los Angeles declared that only t~ 
froth of society is really opposed to pro
hibition in America, and that the great 
bulk of our population is quite satisfied 
with it. "Moreover," he said, "from the 
point . of view in health there nE>-ver has 
been any question but that abstinence 
from alcoholic chink proves eyt··emely 
beneficial." 

Water is the best drink there is, ac
cording to Dr. Mayo. That is prov1tleq 
it is good water which most municipa'i
ties now furnish their inhabitants. :r.
Vienna he said the consumption of al'
cohol dropped off forty per cent upon the 
introduction of a good wat-er suppl~. 
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SAN ANGELO LEARNS ABOUT THE 
VOLSTEAD LAW 

Conditions regarding liquor selling was rotten at San 
Angelo. Certain local officers were busy raiding boot
leggers--who would not pay off. Yet there was .no sur
cease from the reign of rum. Certain good citizens 
asked the Federal government for help. They got it. On 
May 3, Carrol Bates, formtr chief of police and nineteen 
others, including a police sergeant, were convicted in 
one case of conspiracy to violate the laws of the United 
States. Testimony indicated that Bates had deposited a 
total of $54,000 in the banks during the last three years. 
His salary was three or four thousand a year. 

Twelve received from one year to eighteen months in 
the Federal prison, and Bates had to pay $7,500 fine in 
-addition to 18 months in prison. Six of the twelve who 
received prison sentences were women. Many besides 
Bates received heavy fines in addition to prison sen
tences. The twelve left within three days to begin serv
ing their sentences. 

There is plenty of te~th in the Volstead act if only our 
courts will allow these teeth to be felt. Judge Wm. H. 
Atwell was the presiding judge in this case. 

We congratulate the Federal prohibition force, the 
Federal attorney's force, and the court on this instance 
when justice won. I.et the friends of Al Smith who last 
year contended that Democrats could enforce the law 
better than Republicans remember that these were Dem
ocratic officers who were sent up to prison, and that it 
was Federal officers under Hoover who sent them. The 
next time the Democrats nominate a representative of 
the bootl.eggers for President, against a dry Republican 
candidate, and decent Democrats go over to the Republi
c::,.n candidate. we hope "regul~r" Democrats will not 
make such .nonsensical arguments as some made last 
year. 

MORE DEMOCRATS IN TR.OUBLE 
On the same day that Democratic officers of San Angelo 

were convicted , the following Democratic officers of 
Shelby county, Alabama, were convicted and sent up 
from on2 to two years each: Curtis J. Faulkner, ~heriff; 
Charles Good win and William Dennis, deputy sheriffs; 
James Long, Chief of Police of Calera; and Clark Sturdi
VJ.nt, all two years each. Others received from 15 to 18 
months each. 

REPUBLICANS ALSO 
B11.t the Democrats do not hold a monopoly on being 

crooked in office. On the same day, in- Chicago, 81 were 
indicted for the same offense. They included the post
master and former chief of police of Chicago Heights, 
and some millionaires-all Republicans. 

Let 01p· readers rember that these· cases were all worked 
up by Federal prohibition agents concerning whom our 
wet press and wet politicians have endeavored so hard 
to make our readers believe that they are all a set of 
numbskulls or thieves. Can those officers elected by the 
peo;Jle show as good a record? Until they can,. let criti
cism of the prohibition agents cease. 

SOUTHERN CONGRESSIVIEN SHY 
AT RASKOB 

E:uly in June Jobn J. Raskob invited the Democratic 
leaders to a banquet in Washington City. The press 
'bri~~s word that the Southern Congressmen and Sen
ators will not attend. Most of them refuse to be quoted, 
but Senator Cole Blease, of. South Carolinia, who is per
sonally and politically wet, but who proposes to represent 
his constituency and that they are dry, is quoted in the 
following statement: 

"I do not care about a reorganization that is in the 
hands of the Smith crowd. I have been with them about 
as far as I care to go." 

Anotl,_er whose name is not mentioned, said: "This is 
HOME AND STATE-GALLEY FOUR 
no time to parade Raskob." These are words of wisdom 

. which we hope all Southern Congressmen will heed. 
Congressman John Box, of Texas, is reported to have 

said he would attend, but Mr. Box told Smith and Ras
kob several months ago just where to head in. It may 
be that he is going to repeat the same at the banquet. 

The responsibility for the success or failure of the 
Democratic party lies largely with the conduct of our 
Soutr..ern representatives in Congress. Had they shown 
the courage of their convictions and made the fight that 
could have been made and should have been made, the 
tragedy of last year would never have happened to the 
Democratic party. 

WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR FLAMING 
YOUTH? 

we are not among those who believe that the youth of 
to-day are all going to the bowwows. We knew the youth 
of our boyho~d days as well as the average of that day, 
and believe that we know the youth of to-day as well as 
the average, and candidly ,do not believe that they are 
any worse to-day than they were then, if so bad. 

The wet press agencies, in order to discredit prohibi
tion, recently filled the newspapers with stories concern
ing a wild party in Chicago. The Chicago Evening Post 
is quQted as saying: "More than one half of the girls 
above 16, and seventy per cent of the youths above 18 

HOME AND STATE 

years old accept this same code for a standard party
auto ride, dancing, and a bottle of g·in or moonshine." 

Our readers will understand that the Chicago Evening 
Post made ·this statement to discredit prohibition. The 
coroner who held a court of inquiry over a death which 
occurred at the wild party makes a saner statement. ~-Ie 
said, "As a matter of fact, only about one in one thou
sand of the children goes wrong-one tenth of one p~r 
cent--a pretty small number on the whole." 

In his opinion, the parents can not evade the responsi
bility for the .muck and ruin in which these young people 
found themselves at the end of that revel. He quoted a 
letter from a neighbor of one of the girlc; involved in this 
case, concerning the mother of the girl, and that she 
(the mother) was never sober, "she has always allowed 
booze hounds to frequent her home-and that's the home 
environment of this 'poor child.'" 

Yet the wet press and pals and patrons of the boot
leggers shout lustily that it is prohibition that is cor
rupting the youth of to-day. 

Then turning to the Parent Teachers' Association, he 
said, "It is up to you fathers and mothers to know what 
your children are doing, where they are going for their 
diversion and pleasure, and how they are obtaining their 
enjoyment. I am the father of six children, and I know 
v:hat I am talking about. If you fail to provide your 
children with a guiding hand, where are they to get 
it.? We parents must realize and admit that the respon
sibility is ours. We can't get away from it, and we might 
as well face it." 

All reports from colleges and universities indicate a 
greatly decreased amount of drinking among the youth 
and with very few exceptions both the student organiza
tions and the faculty spokesmen add that if the former 
alumni of the schools who return to visit their sons on 
occasions of ball games,. etc., would cease to bring the 
liquor, there would be far less drinking among the stu
dent body than there is .• We are not worried about the 
youth of to-day! It is their daddies and mammies \Vho 
worry us, when it comes to boozing! ! 

WHY LIE ABOUT PROHIBITION? 
An Oklahoma paper says that "a tremendous pexcent

age of persons in prison are there because of 'crimes' that 
25 years ago were not 'illegal.'" The paper doubtless in
tends to give a slap at prohibition. President Hoov-er, 
after having a survey m~de, told the newspaper men in 
his New York address tha't this "tremendous percentage" 
was only 8 per cent--not so tremendous as friends of 
John Barleycorn would have us believe. Why lie about 
it? 

PROHIBITION AND INSANiTY 
(Houston Post-Dispatch) 

Dr. W. J. Johnson, Superintendent of the Southwest
ern State Hospital for the Insane at San Antonio, in a 
recent address is quoted as saying that "insanity caused 
by alcohol has steadily decreased since prohibition was 
inaugurated, and the number of patients received in 
state hospitals where the cause of insanity was traced to 
alcohol, plainly varies according to the extent of the en
forcement of the prohibition laws." Citing figures over a 
period of years, Dr. Johnson declared that in 1910, 10 
per cent of all patients admitted to state institutions 
for the insane were the victims of excessive use of al
cohol. In 1922, the last year for which there are com
plete government statistics_. the percentage of admissions 
of alcoholics was down to 3.7. 

HURRAH FOR THE RANGERS 
Austin, May 7.-Taking exception to Judge George 

Calhoun's charge to a Travis county grand jury in whic.i1 
he quoted the Constitution as a guarantee against illegal 
search, Captain Frank Hamer of the state Rangers to
day openly criticized the jurist. 

"I don't see why he did not say, 'turn the bootleggers 
out of jail, pat them on the back, and indict the officers,' 
and be done with it," Hamer stated. 

Asked if he would keep up his.raiding, he replied: 
"I'm not going to miss it. If he doesn't. like the raids 

I'm making· he can assemble his grand jury and indict 
me and my bunch of Rangers." 

HOV/ THE CANADIAN UQUOR SYSTE~l WORKS 
In the campaign last year, Governor Al Smith brought 

to the forefront the Canadian System of control of liquor 
selling, as superior to our prohibition method. The wets 
generally hold it up as indicating the correct solution of 
the liquor problem. At the same time, they say that pro
hibition is corrupting the youth of our country. To all 
these, we commend ,the following paragraph from the 
Arkansas Methodist: 

Here are- some of the items found in the Canadian 
papers of to-day: "Supplied liquor to high school boys," 
"Moonshine blamed for death of youth," "Too many 
youngsters coming into court for drunkenness," "Liquor 
sold to two small boys," "Seventeen-year-old girl drunk," 
"Four well-known youths arrested for being intoxicated 
at dance," "Girl of 16 found drunk," "Caught 13-year-old 
boy with pint of alcohol," "Eighteen-year-old truck
driver drunk at wheel," "Two girls 17 and 18, charged 
with violating liquor law," "Girl found dead in room after 
all night party," "Many of the females accused of drunk
enness appeared little more than children." That does 
not recommend a trial of the Canadian system. 

MR. BABSON ON THE SOURCE OF CRIME 
Mr. Roger W. Babson, the eminent financial expert 

and statistician, has made a study of the basic .cause of 
the crime wave in our country, and has made some re .. 
freshing statements. It has been the custom of the wet; 
press and wet politicians to put the responsibility upon 
prohibition. Mr. Babson disagrees with them and says: 

"Such studies as I have made lead directly to the 
movies as the basic cause of the crime waves to-day. 
Furthermore, when one considers that ten million people 
(largely young people) in the United· States alone at-

. tend the movies every weel;::, their tremendous influence 
in all ways must be admitted. In view of statements by 
psychologists that impressions through the eye are very 
much more powerful than those which come through the 
ear, it is evident that the movies are the greatest force 
to-day in molding character for good· or evil. ·In fact, I 
sent a questionnaire to the school principals of New Eng
land asking which of the following had the greatest in
fluence in molding the character of our young people to
day-the school, the church or the home-and 70 per 
cent scratched off all three and replied, 'the movies.'" 

So Mr. Babson gives a good alibi to prohibition. His 
statement is remarkable, and he gives good proof of its 
correctness. Still, we are not thoroughly convinced that 
a.ll the blame should be laid on the movie. If .our youth 
read the wet dailys and the average magazines of to-day, 

·they must be given credit for a large part of the crime. 

THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY BOIUNG OVER AGA!N 
A "religious" weekly is published in Chicago by the 

title of The Christian Century. It claims to be dry, but 
much appearing in its columns is as poisonous to the 
dry cause as is any in the wet press. It seems to have a 
personal grudge against the Anti -Saloon League of its 
own state, but its fulminations reach into other states 
for its circulation, unfortunately, is not confined to its 
own state. 

It recently took for a te:rt the successful referendum 
of the WecS in Wisconsin in orr1er to say a lot about rhe 
Anti-Saloon Leagues of the various states that would not 
have been said, had it know.n more about the subject and 
been honest in its statements. We agree with the paper 
that the campaign to repeal the state dry laws should 
awake our dry citizens to realizez the danger to our cause 
possible in this dry program, unless they wake up and get 
back into the fight. But we do not agree with it that the 
way to safeguard our cause is to enfilade the ranks of the 
drys with hot shot molded in the furnace of person'll 
grudge because some Apti-Sa1oon League Superinten
dent did not do just what this editor wanted done, and 
when such Superintendent had ten good reasons for not 
doing so to one for it. 

We believe that eyery honest prohibitionist who has 
sense enough to edit any kind of a paper, has senE:e 
e_nough to keep his guns trained on the enemy. Those 
who turn tbeir guns on their friends will have a hard 
time holding the confidence of the dry forces. 

IT'S A BARGAIN AT THAT 
Kansas City Times-Star 

The Association Against the Prohibition Amendrmmt 
does some figuring and finds that prohibition is costing 
the country the Tound sum of $936,000,000 a year. 

Competent students of the uqestion, who perhaps have 
figured ~ven more than the association, place the ceo
nomic gain through prohibition at five or six billion dol
lars annually. Most business firms wouldn't :::omplain of 
a showing like that, especially where an exceedingly lib
eral allowance has been made for overhead. 

Anothel' Britisher, Mr. H. A . .J. Walling, in his 
"Adventures of a Rubberneck," makes the kind of 
comparison, without which figures have little 
meaning. He writes: "In one famous police com·t 
which I visited before prohibition, the average 
number of prisoners per day was 150, with a large 
proportion of wife-beaters. At the present time 
there is a daily average of 12 to 15 nrisoners and 
no wife-beaters." -

Law is the world's outstanding instrument of 
moral instruction. With many backward human 
types the penalties of law are the very primer of 
moral suasion. Some one has even said, Conscience 
follows law. 

Along the great river of prohibition progress, the 
wets emphasize the eddies and ignore the main 
current. An officer shoots Mrs. deKing and the we·;:, 
hullaballoo is deafening. Did you ever hear a we~ 
quote the United States Census figure about the 
14,640 saved in 6 years fro}n death by alcoholism? 

The annual' saving to the American people be
cause of prohibition is placed at $8,000,0000,000 by 
Deets Pickett, secretary of the Methodist Board of 
Temperance, ProhibitiOn and Public Morals. He 
says one-half of it is direct liquor cost, and one-h.alf 
indirect savi~1g, due to increased efficiency. 

Almos-~-, ev?ry other person in dry United States 
has a savings account. 

) 
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