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PREFACE 

I NTOLERANOE IS WAR; America is engaged in a great war, a war for 
and against intole:rance. Its citizens are now thinking and must deter

mine whether the foundations of this government shall be destroyed from 
within. The very temper of true Americanism is placed in the balance. The 
ideals for which our forefathers founded and dedicated this government in 
1787 are being seriously questioned. Sectional, racial and religious intoler
ance is trying to prove the legitimacy of its hirth. To this end nationality is 
pitted against nationality, section against section. Religious intolerance 
tightens the death-like grip. Organizations whose avowed purpose is the 
suppression of race, creed and true liberty crawl from out the darkness of 
om despair, and the greatest crimes of the day are being committeed in the 
name of 100% Americanism. 

The cardinal idea of the framers of our Constitution was that this nation 
shall for ever be an asylum of freedom. Any desire to regulate or condition 
the status of liberty, race or creed is anarchy. Tolerance has builded our 
Country up,-and only intolerance can tear it down. The man who desires 
to ram his beliefs down the throats of others is an en emy of this government. 
The man who desires to regulate bis neighbor's tastes and habits is a tyrant. 
The man who dares to discriminate between civilized human beings because 
their color or birth are different is a despot. E ver y citizen, by birth or other
wise, whether he is a Jew, Catholic, or Protestant, white or black, kneels at 
the altar of America's goddess of liberty; all have offered a portion of their 
blood there. Is it fair to deny an equal citizen equal rights under a government 
which is the creation of their brain and brawn, or is it playing fair for law 
makers to make laws in opposition to natural laws 1 

The Anti-Prohibition League of Missouri feels that the time has arrived 
to publish authentic facts about prohibition laws as we had occassion to 
obsen;e their enfor cement since the 18th Amendment with the "Volstead 
Act'' became operative, with comments on prohibition by some of our trust
worthy citizens; together with current national news obtained by the Associ
ated Press and other news agencies. 

We believe that the insidious workings of prohibition laws should be 
chronicled and preserved for future generations in order that posterity may 
never forget that eternal vigilance only is the price of Liberty and Justice. 

We introduce our subject in defense of our ideals, as free American 
citizens, and "second to none", in defense from the aspersions of a self suf
ficient and satisfied sanctity, that contents itself with a wretched formula of 
piety, and like the Pharisee, in all its actions retails its small samples of 
doctrinal and professional selfishness with an air of superiority toward his 
fellow citizens, thanking God that he is very much better than the rest of us . . 



I 
I, 
! 
t 
l 

\ 
\ 

\ 
; 

r\ 

CANADA 

' 'l ! 
i ' I .1 

f sf 

l i ., 
-~ ! 

' ; 
:~ i i /i ,. ! 

I ;, 
\. 

! 
' ! 

i l \ ) 

I 
1 

l 
' •, 

., 
-. -· - --

_,,,_•:-: --"----

The above cartoon is kindly furni. heel by the St. Louis Star 



Chapter 

Preface 

INDEX 

Contents Page 

3 

I Democracy .......... .. ................... ....... ... ... ........ ... .... .......... ........ ......... .. ........ . 7 

II Our Judicial System ................................... ........... ......... ............. .. ... .. ... 10 

III A Little History on Prohibition... .................. ............. ..... ....... ..... .......... 16 

lV Our Social-Economic Condition .................. .......... .. ........ .. .. ..... .... ........ . 29 

V Our Benevolent Monopolists.......... ........... .......... .... ............ ... ........ ........ .. 34 

VI lVIoney Po,ver .... .. ................... .. ......... ...... .. .. ..... .. ...... ... ...................... ..... .. 38 

VII Prohibition 's 'l'riumph .......... ... .................... .. ... ..... ..... ...... ... ..... .. ... ..... .... 41 

VIII Ideas ....... ........ ....... ....................... ..... ...... ... .. .. .... ....... .. ........ .. .... :.... .... ........ ... 47 

IX Prohibition and the Farmer .................................. ... ...... .... ....... ..... ... .... 52 

X Chronology of Prohibition ... .... ...... ... .. ........................... '... .. ........ .. .... ......... 58 

XI l~iftieth General Assembly of Missouri ........ .. ..... ................. .............. .. 66 

XII Morality by Statutes.... ..................... ... .......... .......... ..... ...... .... ..... .... ....... ... 76 

XIIl Churches in Action.............................. ........ ... ...... ....... ..... ... ................ ...... 82 

XIV Comments ............... ...... ... ......... ........... ... ............... ...... .. .. ..... ... .. ...... ... ... ...... 87 

XIV-A Prohibition Afloat ....... .......... ... .. .. .. ............ ............... ..... ..... ...... ..... ..... .... 112 

XV Validity of Prohibition Amendment, by former Federal 
Judge H enry S. Priest................. .... .... .... .... ... ... ..... ......... ............ 129 

ERRATA 

Page 66 Chapter XI (in caption ) r ead " Fift ieth General Assembly of 

Misi,ouri. ' ' 

Page 112 Chapter XIV-A. 

Page 127 (Under caption ) W. C. '11
• U . Littleness, m seventh line, r ead 

" may be a matter of opinion. " . 



CHAPTER I 
Democracy 

Now that Prohibition has become a temporary American Institution it is 
not going amiss to examine the causes which brought it about, and its effects 
on the Count ry's economi c welfare. 

That our Country is badly in n eed of a political economic r ejuvenatinn 
is gen erally admitted, how to obtain it is another question. Some suggest a 
n ew political party ; yet, such movement depends entir ely upon the efforts 
and sacrifices that friends of democr acy and social justice ar e willing to make. 
, Ve all know that a foundling-child has been discoYered at the door of our 
Con titutional Fortress; how to get rid of it is the problem to be solved by 
Miss, D emocr acy. 

All of u s know that the old political parties are moribund; that the ma
j ority of the useful people of our Country are no t r epresented in the la,,r
makin g bodies, especially State and National ; the farmers, the artisans, the 
mechanics (the workers) constitute the majority of the people of our Country ; 
yet, would any one dare say that they are properly r epresented in the law
making bodie of our State or ~ation. l_ nder a democratic form of govern
ment the e classes of people ought to be in the majority and their practical 
experience in Human E conomics ought to be paramount. 

That a new and virile political party is needed at the present time is 
r eadily admitted by political economists. l\Iany of th e evils of which our 
Country now suffers can be traced to political activities of Plutocracy (Money) 
which always r esorts to Election frauds, party trickery, bribery and treason 
in order to obtain legislatiYe sanction and enactment of Jaws for selfish pur
poses, in opposition to public welfare. 

It is n ot the welfare of the people which prompted the political prohibit ion 
despots to champion the reforming of perhaps certain transgressions of public 
decency and morals, but, graft was the "Ner-.·us renimn for their assumed 
solicitude for other people: welfare and comfort: 

Why were the forces of useful human economy-· d ptived of representation 
in a democracy for the last fifty years, if it ,vasri't for th_e purpose of keeping 
them in ignorance and servitude for predatory !n terests. Why are all the 
forces of refined profane ar tifices lined up against this class of people, and 
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why shall they not have equal rights along with other classes of people whom 
are a negligible minority and factor in the upkeep of our government and 
Country? 

Our forefathers selected a democratic fo1:'m of government; this involves 
individual duties for all of us, but, have we faithfully performed all of our 
duties? Often the word "democracy" is used as if it were synonimous ·with 
political justice. This view, though it is exceedingly popular among dema
gogues and newspaper writers, proceeds from confusion in their upper com
partment. Democracy is only one form of sPveral forms of government. In 
a Monarchy the government authority is in the hands of one: In an Aristoc
racy it is in the hands of a few, and in a Dem0cracy it is in the hands of many 
(of ALL). 

All these forms of governments have, in the abstract, equal moral validity 
and command respect. Many monarchies have been almost ideal governments; 
many democracies have been inefficient, corrupt and tyrannous; many bad 
things have been done despotically, yet, is it not a curious fact that we who 
live in a democratic Country, extol democracy as something almost divine, 
something worth dying for, and the principle cause for which we entered into 
the late war; and at the same time we spare no laugnage of abuse of the dem
ocratic government we have elected; we call our representatives, incompetents 
and grafters; -we have become almost reconciled to corruption as a nece sary 
means by which political parties can get into power, and the very name 
''Politician'' has become a term of contempt. 

If our political system is as bad as we represent it to be, wherein lies the 
virtue of the democratic principles upon which it is based. History is full 
of records of democracies which failed and gave way to despotism. The state 
of the World, today, is no proof of the superiority of democratic systems. 

'l'he two most powerful and progressive nations have been Germany and 
Britain. In Britain the influence of the democratic element is checked and 
balanced to a very considerable extent by the hereditary House of the Lords. 

In Germany which now lays prostrate at the feet of the Allied.Nations, 
and which for the last fifty years has been considered as an invincible and a 
model monarchy, the real democratic influence was almost nil. 

France is the leader of modern democracy in Europe, but it cannot be 
said that French democracy has been a success. The revolution of 1870-71 and 
1848 succeeded Lhe one of 1789, and the Third Republic seemed none too stable 
when the late war broke out. 

Portugal and Mexico are Republics, but they will not be preferred to 
monarchies like Belgium and Denmark. In the civil war it emerged triumph-

I 
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antly through a tremendous test, but, it may be said without distraction that 
our Country has still to prove its ability to ad with the full power of Nation
hood. Prohibition and Sectarian politicians are now trying to re0rg·anize a 
country which was in danger of degenerating into a "Democracy" during the 
late war by the magical force of Prohibition. Had the r ecent race riots 
occured in Moscow and Petrograd instead of in Chicago, East St. J1ouis, 
Arkansas or Herrin, etc., etc., millions of American citizens would unfailingly 
have hailed them as evidence of Russia's inability to govern itself. 

We teach our children that we ha;-c a goYernment of, by and for the 
people, and never consider that we are fooling ourselYes by electing practically 
no others but representatives of selfish interests to run our government. Are 
these interests the American people, and painfully as it is to acknowledg,~ 
the fact, our stupidity as Americans and democrats does not seem to have 
reached its Zenith. 

For the last fifty years, election after election, we Yoted for the same 
class of representatives at Washington, we neYcr give other classes of useful 
citizens due consideration. 

For over fifty years Congr ess was composed of over eighty-fiye per cent 
Lawyers who generally represent corporate interests of all kinds, a few 
preachers and elders of churches, some M. D.s, a banker, or two, representing 
the money interests, two or three farmers, the balance professional politicans; 
does this prove that we have a goYcrnment of t he people; where are the 
industrials, the mechanics, the farmers and 0ther useful classes of our Demo
cratic 'Country. Further; the Supreme Court of our Country is a very formid
able check on Democracy ; and its powers of veto exercised for the protection 
of predatory interests is superior to that of the British House of Lords. Has 
Congress eyer thought of this. No good comes from the adulation of democ
racy as something of self-evident superiority. Nevertheless, the free nations 
of the World have not been entirely mistaken in speaking of rlemocracy as the 
ideal political system. Properly understood, democracy is the ideal political 
system, but it is an ideal that is r ealized nowhere, except partially in practice 
at the present day. And this failure of democracy is only made worse by 
pretending that mere counterfeits of democracies arc the real thing. 

' .. 



CHAPTER II 
Our Judicial System 

Alas! The worst crimes in history have been committed with judicial 
sanction. 'l'he blood of martyrs and patriots, crying from the ground summons 
it to judgment. It was a judicial tribunal which condemned Socrates to drink 
the fatal hemlock; which pushed Christ barefoot OYer the pavement of 
Jerusalem, bending ben eath the cross on which He was to be crucified. It 
was a judicial tribunal which, against the entreaties of her father, surrendered 
the fair Virginia as a slave; which adjudged th e fathers of the early Christian 
Church to a martyr's death in all of its dreadf11l forms, and afterward enforced 
the tortures of the inquisition amidst the shri eks and agonies of its victims; 
while it compelled Galileo to deny the great truth he had discovered and dis
closed. 

It was a judicial tribunal in France whieh made itself the instrument of 
every tyranny, and did not hesitate to send forth the unpitying assessory of 
the unpitying guiliotine. It was a judicial trihunal in England, surrounded 
by all the forms of law, "·hich sanctioned eYery despotic caprice of H enry the 
VIII from the unjust diYorce of his Queen to the beheading of Sir Thomas 
Moore; which lighted the fires of persecution that glowed at Oxford and Smith
field, over the cinders of Latimer, Ridley and John Rogers; which after elabor
ate argument upheld the fatal tyranny of Ship-money against the patriotic re
sistance of Ilempden-; which in defiance of justice and humanity, sent Sidney 
and Russell to the block-and, which afterward, with J effreys on the Bench, 
crimsoned the pages of English history with massacres and murder, eYen with 
the blood of inno cent women. It was a judieial tribunal in our Country, sur
rounded by old forms and bad laws, which hung and burned witches at Salem; 
which affirmed the constitutionality of the Stamp Act, while it admonished 
jurors and people to obey; which in our late clays lent its sanction to the un
utterable atrocity of the fugitiYe SlaYe Act. It was a judicial tribunal which 
yielded to the opinion of public clamor at San Francisco, and hung Durant 
on flimsy circumstantial evidence, and four years later th e real murderer, Rev. 
Gibson, confessed the crime on his death-bed; who sent Eugene V. Debs to 
the penitentiary for the crime of speaking against war while Ford and many 
others did the same thing, but stayed home, fltc., etc. 

The cold facts are; they forget that the judi ciary is a creation of the 
people through the adoption of the Constitution. A judge is human and needs 
the means (money) to live, and by bein g paid for his serYices by the people, 
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makes him the servant of the people, whethP-r common Justice of the Peace, 
or a judge of the Supreme Court of the land. A man, when employed. by a cap
tain of trade or industry, or simple farmer, if he fools his time away in idleness, 
foolishness or doing the opposite of what he is expected to do, will soon be dis
covered and discharged; a judge who fools his time away with lawyers plead
ing a cause, or allowing delay in trials, continuations, etc.-or admiring the 
technical points in the case, or holding back decisions longer than t en days af
ter h earing the case, should be kicked out of his job at once, and with an extra 
pair of boots made by the legislature for such purposes. Judges of this class, 
when discovered should be treated as criminals of the worst sort, and shunned 
as moral lepers; no matter how well a government may be organized, or thC' 
high degree of public morality, it cannot, in the long run, withstand the 
malign and destructive influence of its poison. 

The machinery of our court system has been considered as a safeguard 
against legislative usurpation, but this is a debatable question, and must be 
settled by the legislative power, because the legislative power created. foe 
judicial, "any thing created cannot be greater than its creator". It is t lrn 
distortion of justice which brought down the judicial system of our country 
to such almost universal contempt. 

In his admirable address at the Chase Hotel, in St. Louis, Mo., on January 
20, 1923, Mr. John W. Davis, President of the American Bar Association, 
spoke of a meeting to be held at ,Vashington, D. C. in February, 1923, in order 
to establish a bo<ly that will undertake the immense task of simplifying, 
"res ta ting and classifying the American Law". 

It ought to be clear to lawyers-it certainly is to laymen-that this work 
must be done. If it is not done our American system of jurisprudence will 
break clown. As it is, it no longer functions as originally contemplated. The 
intricate court practice that has been ev0lved serves more effectually now, in 
many instances, to prevent justice than to accomplish justice. 

Two local examples may be given. A man charged with murder, con
fessed the crime, was tried and convicted, but the decision was overruled and 
the case r emanded because of the trial court's error in admitting certain 
evidence. A far sadder instance is that of a man blinded in an industrial 
accident. It was three years before this man was able to get ~1is day in court. 
Finally the doors of the temple of justice creaked open and he won a verdict. 
Yet, three years later this judgment was overruled, because of faulty instruc
tions by the trial court. 1'he net result of all this is that Jibe unfortunate man 
has had no compensation whatever for the loss of his sight in an accident for 
which he was not responsible. 
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Mr. Davis said, "I wish to direct attention to the particular fact in the two 
instances mentioned: It was the Court in both cases that erred. In the murder 
case society, possibly, has been done an injustice through the incompetence 
of a Court. In the civil case an individual has certainly been done a grave 
injustice, ivhich has imposed grievous hardship on him and his dependant 
family, through the incompetence of a Court. Society may neither have, nor 
want to have, a cause of action against a Court whose blunder suspended a 
verdict against a confessed murderer. But surely the individual whose r ight
eous claim for damages has been set aside aud perhaps vitiated ought to have 
redress. Mark you, the litigant was uot at fanlt, but it is the litigant who 
has to pay the price of the Court's incompetence-and a dreadful price it is 
in the case of this wronged blind man to ,Yhom justice has been denied." 

Is there a remedy ? Well, there has got to be, if our courts are to endure. 
The remedy is simple, too, thought drastic. 1n a civil case where a judgment 
for damages is annulled through an error of the Judge of the trial court, that 
Judge should pay the penalty. If an error of this kind should disqualify the 
trial Judge and compel his r etirement, such blundering would cease abruptly. 
For two reasons it would cease: First, the trial Judge would see to it that 
the case was correctly conducted, both as to evidence and instructions. Second, 
the Appellate Court would hesitate long before disqualifying a Judge on a 
far-fetched technicality.'' 

He goes on and says, " Perhaps the remedy suggested is not practicable. 
Very well. Then let our laws be simplified and made intelligible and let the 
whole abnominable ritual of technicalities, which is now hamstringing justice, 
be cast out. In any eYent, innocent litigants with just claims should not be 
the victims of judicial incompetence on any bench.'' 

Attorney-General Daugherty, on August 31, 1921, speaking before a joint 
session of the American Bar Association and the Ohio State Bar Association 
on the subject, "Respect for Law", said: "Disregard for Law has manifested 
itself in the past mainly by large corporations or aggregations of wealth, 
commonly known as big brn:;iness, and by labor organizations in relation to 
such business, etc.'' 

The five-to-four decisions of our Supreme Court upon great constitutional 
questions are always a matter of deep regret-regret upon the part of the 
Court, and certainly upon the part of the public generally, for in the last 
analysis it comes down to the proposition where one Justice has the power to 
"uphoid the law or its defeat." Judgments so rendered cannot command 
the universal respect which should be accorded tci the highest court in the 
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nation, and it is worth while for the lawyers of the United States to consider 
whether a practical remedy for such discord may not be discovered and rec
ommended to Congress for remedial action. 

At the Lincoln birthday celebration in St. Louis, Mr. Frederick Landis, 
of Logansport, Indiana, speaking, (if correctly quoted), called on the courts 
and lawyers to "come out in the open, repent, r eform and make a new oath 
of allegiance'', and declared every court in the country to be a source of 
weakness. ''We mue~ rout out r:he tcJrostitution of our public courts.'' 

Mr. Guy A. Thompson, president vf the Bar Association of St. Louis, 
expressed his conviction that 90 per cent of the miscarriage of justice in 
l\Iis, ouri was due to the inadequate scholastic training of members of the 
Bar, a condition which applies also to the judiciary, which is drawn from the 
rank and file of the bar. And, further: "vVhat is the situation in Missouri 
today. 'l'he members of the profession yon haYc commissioned to furnish 
your chief executives and the predominant influence in the making of your 
laws and of the judges are not eYen required ever to haYe looked upon a 
schoolhouse. It is sufficient if they have the equivalent of a common grammar 
school course of study, and possess a fair knowledge of history, literature, and 
civil government, wha tever that may mean. 

Such conditions and court transactions, multiplied in a thousand ways all 
over the country, is what makes our Uourt System the most elaborate, the 
most costly, and the least efficient compared to any court in the ciYilizcd 
world. 

In nothing else in our conception of govnnment do we allow our common 
sense to be outraged as in our present system of jurisprudence; and allow its 
clamor for more courts, while the real r emecly is fewer courts and a radical 
prunning of the excrescences of the profession of law and it.s system. 

'l'he Constitution provides that the judge,· of our Courts shall be appointed 
by the President, with consent of the Senate. Experience teaches such 
appointments arc generally made on recommendations or endorsements 
by predatory interests from all over the Country, including political 
party interests, which, of cour e, 1s represented by their leaders. 
We should haYe a law compeling the President to publish m the 
metropolitan press of the Country e,·ery r ecommendation r eceiYed by 
the president in fayor of any candidate foi.• judgeship ubmitted to the Senate 
for confirmation, under penalty of forfeiture of office if the president fails to 
so do. 'l'he people should haYe a chance to know the interests that are behind 
of such candidates, if any. Such law would have the effect of considerably 



.. 
14 

removing prejudice from the public mind, under which shadow tne Supreme 
Court now rests. 

Contracts 

The sacredness of contract theory has been emphasized to such a point 
by the United States Supreme Court, in the case of the Hitchman Coal and 
Coke •Company vs. the United Mine Workers and, the Eagle Glass and Manu
factm~ing Company vs. the American Flint Glass "\Vorkers Union, that Anti
Union employers have a new weapon in their fight against organized labor. 
These two concerns do business in West Virginia. 'l'hey arc avowedly non
union, and do not indulge in "Open Shop" camouflage or other tricky terms. 
Before a worker could secure employment in either of these plants he had to 
promise not to join the union, although it was agreed that this pledge could 
be broken by the worker quitting his employment any time he saw fit. Later, 
several of these workers became interested in trade unionism, and at the 
request of the companies an injunction was issued by Federal Judge Dayton 's 
Court against officers of the miners and glass workers union from attempting 
in any way to unionize these properties. The order was set aside by the 
Federal Court of Appeals, at Richmond, Virginia. The United States Supreme 
Court refused to accept this decision. It sustained Judge Dayton's injunction 
and, in effect, gives this hint to anti-union employers everywhere: "When a 
worker asks you for employment have him agree not to join a trade union 
while employed by you. In protecting you by the injunction process the 
Court will not consider the equity theory in contracts, and will not consider 
whether the worker, because of home and family needs, was forced to accept 
an agreement which compells him to surr,mder constitutional rights that 
babes may be fed . These contracts are inviolate, regardless of how they were 
secured, and the worker must quit his employment in your non-union plant 
if he exercises a right the law recognizes--to join a union". In the mine 
decision, which was the most extensive, the Court's persistance in dealing only 
with things on the surface is shown in this statement: '' The disordered con
dition of a mining town in time of strike is a matter of common knowledge.'' 

It is also stated in the Hitchman concern, that, it might find it difficult 
to secure a complete "gang" of new men if a strike occured '.'when there 
might be a reasonable apprehension of Yiolence at the hand.-; of the strikers 
and their sypathizers." 

These reflections on striking trade unionism are significant when it is 
remembered that at that time the Baldwin-Feltz guninen, employed by West 
Virginia mine operators were in control of certain sections of that State, and 
have killed and wounded several miners and other citizens. The report of 
the committee, appointed by the United States Senate to investigate condi
tions in Cabin Creek and other sections of West Virginia, in which outrages 
of gunmen and operators were recorded, is fresh in the minds of many people. 
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While acknowledging that the Hitchman agreement could be broken "at 
will" by either party, the Supreme Court held that this "is of no consequence" 
as the company was, and is, entitled to the good-will of its employees, prr, 
cisely as a merchant is entitled to the good-will of his customers, although 
they are under no obligations to deal with him ". 

" The value of the r elation ", continues the Court, "lies in the reasonable
ness and probability that by properly treating its employees and paying them 
fair wages, and avoiding r easonable grounds of complaint, it will be able to 
retain them in its employ, and to fill vacancies occuring from time to time, 
by the employment of other men on the same terms. The Court seems to be 
under the impression that organizers call strikes, instead of the men directly 
interested, as it is stated. "Upon all the facts we are constrained by defend
ants to bring about a strike at plaintiff 's mines in order to compell plaintiff, 
through fear or financial loss, to consent to the unionization of the mine as 
the lesser evil, was an unlawful purpose.'' In the Eagle Glass case, the Court 
takes the same position-that organizers can call strikes, for it rules against 
the American Flint Glass ·workers Union, "because the case involved no 
question of the rights of employees, and their right to quit their employment 
gave to defendants no right to instigate a strike". (H ere as in many other 
cases, the Court takes upon itself to make laws; which is not its function. 
Congress, Legislatures are the sole and proper masters of this function. "'i,Vill 
they ever do it. The result of such decisions are obvious; every individual, 
firm or corporation, has a right to ostracize unionism, and every peaceful 
strike that tends to unionize labor, is unlawful. 

The people of our 1Country now stand before the q-iiestion, as to whethe:i; 
the Unions are necessary for their mutual protection, and for the protection 
of the individual against industrial exploitation, and, if they are detrimental, 
or inducive to the peace of the community and the State. Business and 
Industry claim that organized labor is detrimental to its interests, that they 
demand unreasonable interference in its affair s; while on the other hand, 
Unionism claims that without unionism labor is subject to all kinds of per
secution and degradation, and without protection; the individual workingman 
is too weak for self-protection against encroachment. of capital. In view of 
these facts, and the decisions of the Supreme Court, the Country, before long, 
will stand before a terrible conflict between capital and labor; under the 
present system, the appearant harmony between capital and labor is nothing 
but a test of power, if times are good, labor will win, if times are bad, capital 
will win. Labor is continually trying to get as much for labor as possible, on 
the other hand capital is continually trying to get labor as cheap as possible, 
and during their squables the public suffers, and in the long run, the looser. 
If this condition keeps on going, some day, perhaps not too far to guess, the 
people themselves will undertake to adjust our broken-down system of 
jurisprudence. 



CHAPTER III 
A Little History on Prohibition 

Prohibition legislation is nothing new; hut since Congress passed an Act 
"VOLS'rEAD AC'l" ', in conformity with the 18th Amendment; "which was 
forced into the Constitittion of our Country by iinfair 1neans", it 1s 
something different, because it becomes a daring experiment with the life of 
a liberty loving people of a nation and affects all of us . 

That Wine had its r ecqgnized place in the economy of nations, from time 
immemorial, was a matter of little concern to the champions of prohibition. 

From the early history of the colonist we learn that the few rich adven
turers have not neglected to have distilling apparatuses imported from Old 
England and other Countries, in order to be able to manufacture their neces
sary spirits to help them overcome the incidential sufferings in the task 
of colonizing a new country. lt did riot take a long time until every man 
with means had his still; Rum was at first imported and · purchased with 
tobacco, hides, furs, etc., etc., but when they could. make their own rum and 
brandy, and buy other necessities of life from the London Company, in ex
change for tobacco, it was nothing but common sense. 

Things went on all right with the differ1mt colonies, and sometimes they 
had a glorious time with the aid of the colonial beYerage (whisky), until the 
commencement of the French and Indian War of 1754, when a spirit of 
intolerance in religious matters developed, in accordance with the spirit of 
the age, which manifested itself in their legislative assemblages, where it was 
decreed that no minister should preach or teach, except in conformity to the 
Church of England. 

While puritanism and republicanism were prevailing in England, leading 
the way to the downfall of monarchy, the Virginians drank their whisky to 
the health of the King, and kept the strongest attachment to the Episcopal 
Church arid the cause of royalty. In our preRent days the former are working 
on the destruction of the Republic, and the establishment of an Autocracy. 

Down the line, from the beginning of American history to our present 
days whisky was the national beverage; the Hessians who stayed in our 
Country (after the signing of the Peace 'rreaty, of November 30th, 1782), and 
their descendants were the ones that undertook to make milder beverages in 
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their different settlements by brewing German beer and raising grapes for 
wine-making ; their sobriety and industrial life of these settler s attracted the 
attention of the preachers and minist ers of the gospel, who r ecognized the 
value of beer and its effects on public morals, its wholesomeness and alimentary 
properties of beer and wine, they st arted a national campaign in favor these 
milder beverages; many of these preachers and minister s organized and sub
scribed to stock in order to construct breweries in larger ce1:1ters of population. 
The people gradually became more sober , more industrious, public morality im
proved, crimes r eceded, bre,ving became an art and national industry, sobriety 
and contentment of the people was the long-looked for change from the habits 
of colonial clays; the pendulum swung in the right d ir ection; but now, profess
ional perfidy has stopped the movement of the clock of moral progress and 
sound political economy. 'l'hat prohibition is nninforceable and leads to p•.tblic 
immorality will be shown in the following pages. The r esult of a nationnl i:i
vestigation by men of unimpeachable character will prove the facts. 

In 1893, a group of gentlemen known as the ·Committee of Fifty, decided to 
concentrate their attention on the liquor qnestion in the nited States. 
Meetings of the committee were h eld from time to time in the City of New 
York. 'fhe majority of the members were from the Eastern States, yet, a few 
were from distant States, as far as MilwaukP,e and St. Louis, Mo. The com
mittee was composed of the following members; to-wit: Dr. F elix .Adler, 
Bishop E. G . .Andrews, Dr. J . S. Billings, Professor C . .A. Briggs, Dr. G . .Alder, 
Blumer Z. R. Brockway, Esq., J ames C. Carter , Esq. , William Bayard Cutting, 
E sq. "William E. Dodge, Esq. R ev .. ] ather .A. P . Doyle, Rev. Father Walter 
Elliott, Dr. E. R. L . Gould, Rev. Dr. vV. R Huntington, President Set Low, 
Rt. Rev. H. C. Potter , Rev. Dr. v\T. L . Rainsfor cl, Jacob H . Schiff, E sq. of New 
York, Professor H.P. Bowditch, J . II. Brooks, E sq., Rev. Dr. Thomas Conaty, 
Rev. Dr. S. W. Dike, President Charles W. Elliott, Dr. Edward M. Hartwell, 
Professor F. G. Peabody, General Francis .A. v\Talker of 1assachusetts, Pro
fessor W . 0 . .Atwater, Professor R. II. Chittenden, Professor Henry W. 
Farnam, Jacob L. Green, E sq. , Professor J . J . McCook, Re\'. Dr. 'f. T. Munger, 
ChaI'les Dudley ,-Varner , Esq., Hon. DaYid A. vVells, of Connecticut. Pro
fessor C. W. Shields, Professor W . M. Sloan, of lJew J·er sey. President J ames 
Mac.Alister , Robert C. Ogden, Esq., of P ennsylvania. C. J. Bonaparts, Esq., 
President D. C. Gilman, Dr. William II. vVclsh, of Maryland. Rev. Dr . .Alex
ander Mackay-Smith, Hon. Carroll D. Wright, of Washington, D . C. Rev. 
Dr. Washington Gladden, Professor J. F. Jones, of Ohio. Frederic H . Wines, 
Esq., of Illinois. Professor R. T. Ely, of ViTi ,;consin. H on. H enry Hitchcock, 
of Missouri. ReY. T . F. Gailor, of Tennessee; and President William Preston 
Johnston, of Louisiana. 

This committee, meeting in New York City on October 20, 1893, appointed 
fom· sub-committees on differ ent aspects of the drinking problem. One on 
the physiological aspects, one on the legislative aspects, on e on the economic · 
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aspects, and one on t he ethical aspects. The committee on legislation began 
its researches on the first day of May, 1804, and practically wor ked during 
two year s investigatmg the r esult of prohibition laws in Maine, Iowa, South 
Carolina, Massachusetts, Pennsy 1 vania, Indiana, Ohio, and Missouri. H er e 
is what the committee, in substance reports: Experience with prohibition 
legislation has brought into clear relief the fact that sumptuary legislation 
which is not supported. by local public sentiment is apt to prove locally im
potent, or worse. On this fact are based the numerous kinds of liquor legis
lation which may be grouped under the name of local option. Prohibitory 
legislation has su cceeded in abolishing and preventing the manufacture on a 
large scale of distilled and malt liquors within the area · cover ed by it. fn 
districts were public sentiment has been strongly in its favor it has made it 
hard to obtain intoxicants, thereby r emoving temptation from the youn g an i 
from persons disposed to alcoholic excesses. In pursuing its main object
which is to make the manufacture and sale of intoxicants, first, impossiblP, 
or, secondly, disreputable if possible- it has incidentally promoted the m
vention and adoption of many useful restrictions on the liquor traffic. 

But prohibitory legislation has failed to excl ude intoxicants completely, 
even from districts were public sentiment has been favorable. In districts 
were public sentiment has been adverse or strongly divided, the traffic in 
alcoholic beverages• has been sometimes repressed or harassed, but, never 
exterminated or rendered unprofitable. In many States there have always 
been counties and muni cipalities in complete and successful rebellion against 
the law, and prohibition has, of course, failed io subdue the drinking passion, 
which will forever prompt resistance to all restr ictive legislation against 
a fr ee people. 'l'here have been concommiiant evils of prohibitory legislation. 
Th e efforts to enforce ii during the last forty years past have had some un
looked-for effects on public respect for co urts, judicial procedures, oaths, and 
law in general, and for officers of the law, legislators and public servants. 

'l'he public have seen law defied, a whole generation of habitual law
breakers schooled in evasion and shamlessness, courts ineffective through 
fluctuations of policy, delays, perjuries, negligences, and other miscarriages of 
justice, officers of the law double-faced and mercenary, l egislators timid, 
insincer e, and bribetakers, candidates fo r office hypocritical and truckling, 
and office-holders unfaithful to pledges and to reasonable public expectation. 
Through an agitation which has always had a moral end, these immoralities 
have been developed to almost unbelievable h eights. 

'l'h e liquor traffic, always b eing very profitable, has been able, when 
attacked by prohibitory legislation, io pay fines, bribes, hush-money, and 
assessments for political party purposes to large amounts. 'l'his money has 
tended to corrupt the lower courts, the police administration, other enforce
ment agents, political organiza1 ions, and even the electorate itself. Wherever 
the voting force of the liquor traffic and its allies is considerable, candidates 
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for office and office-holders are tempted to serve a dangerous trade interest, 
which is often in antagonism to the public interest. Prequent yielding to the 
temptation causes general degeneration in public life, breeds contempt for 
public service, and of course, makes the servir,e less desirable for upright men. 
Again, the sight of justices, constables, and iuformers enforcing a prohibitory 
law far enoug1L LU get from it the fines, fees and often hush-money which 
profits them., is demoralizing to society at large. All legislation intended tc, 

put restrictions on the liquor traffic, excep~ perhaps on the simple tax, is 
more liable to these objections; but the prohibitory l egislation is the worst 
of all in this respect, because it stimulates to the utmost the resistance of 
liquor dealers, bootleggers and their supporters. 

Of course there are disputed effects of efforts at prohibition of intoxicants. 
Whether it has or has not r educed the consumption of intoxicants and dim
inished drunkenness is a matter of opinion, and opinions differ widely. 
No demonstration on either of these points h11.v e been reached, or is now avail
able, after more than sixty years of observation and experience. 

LOCIAL OPTION. Experience with prohibitory l egislation has brought 
into clear relief the fact that sumptuary l egislation which is not supported by 
local public sentiment (Local Option), is apt to prove locally impotent or 
worse. 

In the legislation of the eight States studied, five forms of local option 
occur: In Massachusetts, a vote was taken every year at the regular election 
in every city and town on the question, "SHALL LICE ISES BE GRANTED ", 
and the determination by the majority of votes, lasts one year. In Missouri, 
a vote may be taken at any time (but not within sixty clays of any State or 
Municipal election) on demand of one-tenth of the qualified voters (town or 
city voters having no county vote ), and vice versa, and the vote being taken 
not oftener than once . in four years; but in counties or municipalities which 
have voted for li cense, no saloon can be licensed unless the majority of the 
property-owners in the block or square in which the saloon is to be 
situated sign a petition that the license be issued. In South Caroline, every 
application for the position of county dispenser must be accompanied by a 
petition in favor of the applicant, signed by the majority of the freeholders 
of the incorporated place in which the dispensary is to be situated ( operative 
for hrn years) in the township in which the cfo:;pens:iry is to be p11,ced. Tn 
Ohio, local prohibition is permitted, the Yote being taken at a special election 
on the demand of one-fourth of the qualified electors in any township. In 
Indiana (Law of 1895), a majority of the legal voters in any township or 
ward of a city may remonstrate against licensing a specified applicant, 
and the remonstrance voiLls any license which may be issued to him within 
ten years. 
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The mam object and advantage of local option is that the same public 
opinion which determin es the question of license or no license is at the back 
of all the local officials who administer the system decided on. The Missouri 
provisions seem to be the most complete and justest of al l. One year being· 
too short a period for a fair trial of eith er license or no license, Massachusetts 
towns and cities have to gnard themselves against a fickleness from which 
the law might protect them. Under local option, many persons who are not 
prohibitionists habitually vote for no license in th e place where they live, or 
where their business is carri ed on. Persons who object t o public bars, al
though they use alcoholic drinks themselves, may also support a local no
license system. By for ethought, such per sons can get their own supplies 
from n eighboring places wh er e license prev;:i.ils. If their supplies should be 
cut off, they might vote differently. 'l'here has b een no spread of the no
license policy in Mas8achusetts cities and towns since 1881, except by the 
votes of suburban towns in the immediate vir.ini ty of license towns and cities. 

LICENSES. The facts about licenses and the methods of granting them 
are among the most important parts of the result of this study. There is 
general agr eement that licenses should not be granted for more than one 
year. 'l'he Massachusetts l imitation of the numb er of licenses by the popula
tion (one license to 1,000 inhabitants, except in Boston, one to 500 ) has worked 
well, by r educing the numb er of saloons, and making th e keeper s more law
abiding ; but the evidence does not justify the stat ement that it would work 
well anywhere. The Mis8ouri r estrict ion-no licnese within five hundred feet 
of a public park- and th e Massachusetts restriction- no license within four 

- hundred feet fro m a schoolhouse-are both commendable. Another Mass
achusetts r estriction-to the effect that a l10lder of a license to sell liquor 
to be drunk on the premises, is well conce ived; but the means of executing 
it have not been thoroughly worked out. Pennsylvania, outside of Philadelphia, 
licenses only taverns and r estaurants to sell intoxicants for consumption on 
the premises. County Courts have been, and still are, common licensing 
authorities in the State r eported on. Officials el ect ed for short terms, like 
the mayor and aldermen of cities, make bad license authorities; for the r eason 
that the liquor question ther eby becomes a frequently r ecuring issue in 
municipal politics. A Massachusetts law of recent date, provides for the 
appointment by the mayor of any city of thnie license commissioner s, each to 
serve six years, one commissioner retiring every second year. 'l'his arrange
ment provides a tolerably stable and independent board, without violating 
the principle of local self-government. 

E very licensing authority should have power to r evoke a license prompt
ly, and should always have discr etion to withhold a license, no matter how 
complete may be the compliance of the applican t with all preliminary 
conditions. 
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'l'he objections of usin g courts as li censing authorities are grave. In 
cities, licenses ar e large money-prizes, and whoever awards them, year after 
year is more liable to the suspicion of yiel cl ing to improper influences than 
judges ordinary are in the discharge of strictly judicial duties. ·wherever 
the judgeships are elective offices, it is diffieult for candidates to avoid the 
suspicion that they have given pledges to thP. liquor inter ests. Since judicial 
purity and reputation for purity ar c much more importan t than discr eet and 
fair licensing, it would be wiser not to u ·e courts as licensing authorities. 

Ther e ar e always grave and inherent obj ections t o the whole li censing 
system, when r esting on the discretion of com missioners, which the experience 
of these eight States cannot be said to remove. No oth er element connected 
with a license does so much to throw th e liquor t r affic into politics. It compels 
the traffic to be in polit ics for self-protection. It makes of ever y licensing 
board a powerful political engine. A tax Jaw avoids this r e. ult, and is so far 
an improvement. The Ohio law is a case in point. 

Bonds a1:e generally r equired of licem:es. Experience has proved that 
wholesale dealers get control of the retailns by signing numerous bonds for 
them. 'l'his practice can be, and has been, prevented by legislation of various 
sorts,-as, for example, by enactin g (Iowa, 1894) that no p er son shall sign 
more than one bond, or (P enn sylvania ) that bondsmen shall not be engaged 
or interested in the manufacture of spirituous or malted liquors. 'l'he appear
ance of offi ce-holder s and politicians on numerous bonds, as in Philadelphia, 
might be prevented by a law d eclaring that holders of public offices shall not 
be accepted as bondsmen for licenses.. Before a license for a saloon can be 
issued, Massachusetts r equires th e consent of the owner of the building in 
which the saloon is to be, and the consent of th e owners of property within 
twenty-five fe et of the premises to be occupied by th e saloon. Iowa r equires 
the consent of all property owner s within fifty feet of saloon premises. 
The Missouri law is a thorough one, and can be evaded only at considerable 
cost and risk . Known methods of evasion ar e building and tenements so as 
to increase the number of vot ers in the block, dividing ordinar y lots into many 
small lots held by different persons. 

It bas been common practice to require every applicant for a license to 
fi le a certificate, signed by twelve or more respectable citizens, testifyin g to the 
appliant 's citizenship and good character. rrhis certificate is of some value 
to a careful licensing authority, but it may conceal th e carelessness of an 
unconscientious authority. In connection with a tax-law it might work well. 
In 1872-73, at a time when the Supr eme Court of Iowa had declared local 
option unconstitutional. Iowa demanded that this certificate should be signed 
by the majority of the voter s in the township, city or ward for which the 
license was asked-thus securing a kind of a lo cal option. 
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As a rul e, the upper limit of a license fpe in cities and large towns has 
by no means been r eached. The example of lV[issouri and St. Louis (combined 
fees) , North Adams in Massachusetts, and Boston prove that the traffic can 
be made to yield much more revenu e than has been supposed. In 1883, in St. 
Louis, the traffic pays a State tax, a County tax, and an ad-valorem tax on all 
liquors r eceiYed, and a municipal tax which sometimes reaches $300 a month 
for a single saloon. When a license attache>1 to a place and not to a per son, 
the owner of the shop fixes th e r ent, not by foe Yalue of the building for any 
business, but by the special value of the license. That is a profit which the 
municipality might absorb in the license fee. 

RESTRICTIONS ON '!'HE SALE. Tlrn most important question with 
r egard to any form of liquor legislation is this : Is it adapted to secure the 
enforcement of the r estrictions on th e sale of intoxicants which experience 
has shown to be desirable, assuming that only those restrictions can be en
forced which commend themselves to an enlightened and effective public 
sentiment. The restrictions which the experience of many years and many 
places has proved to be desirable m;e chiefly these-'l'here should be no selling 
to minors, intoxicated persons, and habitual drunkards. '!'her e should be no 
selling on Sundays, election days, or legal holidays in general, such as Christ
mas Day, :Memorial Day, and the J,7 ourth of July. v\There, however, such a 
restriction is openly disr egarded, as in St. Louis, it is injurious to have it in 
the law. 

Saloons should not be allowed to become places of entertainment, and to 
this end they should not be allowed to provide musical entertainments of any 
sort, billiard or pool tables, bowling alleyi:;, cards, or dice games. Saloons 
should not be licensed in theatres or concert halls ; and no boxing, wrestling, 
cor~-fighting, or other exhibition should be allowed in saloons. 

Every saloon should be wide open to public gaze from the highway; no 
scr eens or partitions should be permitted to obstruct public inspection from 
the highway. 

Ther e should be a limit to the hours of sdling, and the shorter the hours 
the better. In the different States saloons close at various time. Thus, in 
Maine cities in which saloons are openly maintained, the hour of closing is 
] 0 p . m. , and in Massachusetts it is 11 p. m. 

It has been found -necessary to prevent by police regulation, the display 
of obscene pictures in saloons, :rnrl the employment of women as bar-tenders, 
waitresses, singers, or actresses. l\fost of the above regulations and r estric
tions can be executed in any place where there is a r easonable good police 
force, provided that the public opinion accepts such r egulations as desirable. 
If public sentiment does not support them, thP-y will be disr egarded or evaded, 
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as they are in St. Lou is; although the Mis ouri law is a good one in respect 
to restriction on license. 'l'he prohibition of selling on Sunday is an old re
striction (Indiana, 1816 ), and the more Sunday is converted into a public 
holiday, the more important this restricti on hecomes, if public sentiment will 
sustain it. 

All restrictions on the licensed saloons hnve a t endancy to develop illieit 
selling; but much experience has proved 1 hat illicit selling cannot get a large, 
development by the sid e of licensed saloons, i E the poli ce adm inistration i;;; 
anyway effective. ''I'l' IS ONLY IN REGIONS WHERE PROHIBI'l'ION 
PREVAILS 'l'HAT ILLICI'l' SELLING OF LIQUOR ASSUMES LARGE 
PROPORTIONS.' ' 

In license cities, where the .r egulations forbid sales after ten or eleven 
o 'clock on Saturday evenings and sales on Sundays, the illicit traffic is most 
developed after hours on Saturday and Sunday. 

DRUGGISTS LICENSES. The selling of intoxicants by druggists has 
been a serious difficulty in the way of enforcing the laws. In Iowa when the 
law of 1886 closed large numb ers of saloons, the druggists were almost com
pelled to sell liquors-at least to their own c1u,-tomers and acquaintances. In 
Maine, the sale by dnl'!:rgists has always been a fayorite mode of evading the 
law. States which have insist ed on proper education of pharmacists, have 
had an advantage, when the closing of saloons has brought a pressure on 
drug-stores to supply intoxicants; for the supervision of the State secur es a 
higher class of men in the pharmacy busin ess. The checks on selling of liquor 
by druggists are chiefly these : first, none bnt a r egistered druggist shall be 
entrusted with a license; second, no druggist shall sell in small quantities 
without a written prescription by a phy,.;ician, and this physician must not be 
the druggist himself or one interested in tlrn drug-stor e. The sale of liquor 
by druggists cannot be per.f:ectl y controlled, how ever, by either or both of 
these r egulations. 

LIQUOR CASES IN THE COURTS. Und er all sorts of liquor laws great 
difficulty has been found in gettin g th e courts to deal effectively and promptly 
with liquor cases. 

Alike under the licen,.;c law in J\.Iassachusctts and under the prohibition 
law in Maine, thi s difficulty has prc,.;ented it,.;elf. In l\Iainc, after more than 
forty years' experience, and after frequent amendment of the law of 1651 
with the obj ect of preventing delay in dealing with liquor cases, it is still easy 
to obtain a year'. delay between the commission of .a liquor offense and sen
tence ihl;lrefor. In Massachusetts, so many cases were placed on file and nolle 
prosecuted that, in 1885, a law was passed against the improper cancelling of 
cases. Th~s law checked the evil. In 1884, seventy-eight per cent of all the 
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liquor cases were place don file or nolle prosecuted; in 1885, thirty-four per 
cent; and in 1893, only three per cent. ·wherever district-attorneys and 
judges are elected by the people, this trouble is likely to be all the more 
serious. One consequence of the delays and miscarriages in liquor cases is 
that the legal proceedings in enforcing a liquor law become very costly in 
proportion to the number of sentences imposed. Experience in various States 
has shown that t he penalty of imprisonment prcYents obtaining conviction 
in liquor cases. This penalty has been trierl oYer and over again by ardent 
legislators, but in practice, has never succeeded,-at l east for :first offences. 
Fines have seemed to ordinary judges and juries sufficient for liquor offences. 
L aws with severe penalties have often been passed, and courts have often 
been depriYed of all choice between :fine and imprisonment ; but in practice 
such enactments have proved less effective than milder ones. 

A wise discriminat ion is made, in some States, between the :fines and 
selling liquors in counties or municipalities which have Yoted for no-license. 
The :first offence requires the heaYier :fine. In l\Iissouri, for on offence of the 
first sort the :fine is from $300 to $1,000 ; for an offense of the second sort, from 
$40 to $200. In States where a license system prevails throughout, the :fine 
for selling without a license needs to be high, thus in Pennsylvania, the :fine 
for this offense is from $500 to $5,000. It is, of course, important 
that the :fine for selling without a license should be clecidely higher than the 
annual cost of license. It has been thought necessary to stimulate the l:ln
forcement of liquor laws by offering large r ewards to informers. ;'l'hus, in 
Ohio, half of the fine imposed goes to the informer, ·ffhen ever a house of ill 
fame is convicted of selling liquor. In South !Carolina , twenty cents on every 
gallon of confiscated liquor is paid to the informer, and any sheriff or trial 
justice who seizes contraband whiskey or liquors is paid half their value. 
Laws like these excite intense animosities, and necessitate other laws for the 
protection of informers. They have been effective, however in some instances. 

'l'RANSPORTATION OF LIQUOR. 'l'he subject of the transportation of 
liquor into or within a State has been a very difficult one for legislators ia 
every State which has tried the policy of prohibition , or of local or no-liccns·.·, 
or of State monopoly. Maine has struggled for more than forty years with 
the problem of preventing the transportation of liquor inten~ed for sale, hut 
with very limited success. 'l' hat State, however, presents peculiar difficu lties; 
for it has a much indented coast and several navigable rivers, so that many of 
its principle towns and cities are accessible hy water as well as by r ail. 'fhc 
most minute and painstaking legislation has failed to attain the object of .t he 
prohibitionists. In South Carolina, the legislature has been more succPssftJ 
in defending the State monopoly. The lines of: transportation ar e compartively 
few. Severe penalties have been enacted against the transportation of con
traband liquors; arbitrary and vexatious powers have been given to sh eriffs, 
constables, and policemen; and the activity of: the local poli ce has been stimu-
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lated by a prov1s10n that n egligent municipalities may be deprived of their 
share of the profits of the Stat e Dispensary. Legislation of this sor t intensifies 
political dissensions, incites t o social strive, :rnd abrid ges the public sense of 
self-respecting liberty. In States where local option prevails, transportati.011 
by express between licensed communities is practically unimpeded. 

ARRES1'S FOR DRUNKENN ESS. Dor.tor Wines and Mr. Koren, both 
dwell a t various points on the gr eat difficulti es of drawing useful infer ence.,; 
from tables of arrests from drunkenness clnring a series of year s. The 
statistics ar e often imperfect ; or the tables have been construct ed on differ ent 
principles in differ en t years; or the poli ce administration, in th e same city, 
changed its methods during the period of tabulation ; or the drunk law has 
been alter ed ; or the policy of liquor-seller s in r egard to protecting intoxicated 
per sons from arrests for drunkenness has been differ ent at different periods. 
In spite of these difficulties, the st atistics of arrests for dr unkenness may 
sometimes affort satisfactory evidence, concerning the working of the pre
vailing liquor legislation, althou gh the precise cause of th e incr ease or de
cr ease of arrests may r emain in doubt. Thus, in South Carolina, diminution 
of the number of arrests was an undoubted effect of the Dispensar y Law; but it 
is not sure wh ether th e diminution of public drunkenness was due to tln 
earl y hour, (6 p. m. ) or to fact that no drinking on the premises was allowed 
in the Stat e Dispensaries, or to the gr eat r eduction in the total number of 
liquor shops in th e State. In Massachusetts, an important chan ge in the drunk 
law made in 1891, ca.used an incr ease in ar rests, but a decr ease of the numuer 
h eld for tr ial. In Philadelphia, the per centage of arrest s for in toxication and 
vagrancy t o all arrests, declin ed after the enactment of the so-called " High 
License Law"; but the probable explanation was that the k eeper s of both 
licensed saloons and of illicit shops protectrd people. .Another possible e£
pla.nation was the inadequacy of the poli ce force of Philadelphia. In St. Louis, 
wher e the saloons are numer ous and unrestricted, •public or der is ex cellent, 
and arre ts fo r drunkenness ar e r elatively few; but this condition is perha11s 
clue to the quality of the population as to th e wisdom of th e liquor legislation. 
The fa ct suggest s the doubt whether the am0unt of drunkenn ess is anywher a 
proportinate t o the number of saloon.s. 

REMOVING THE MOTIVE OF PRIVArl'E PROFIT. Iowa endeavored 
to carry out the Philadelphia idea of r emoYin g from the liquor traffic the 
motive of privat e profit , so lon g ago as ] 854, by legislation which appointc cl. 
salaried County Agents for the sale of liquors, the specific r eason given fo t· 
this legislation bciug that no private person migh t be pecuniarily inter est eu. 
in the sale of liquor. Ko State has thus far su cceeded in carrying out thi~ 
idea . The Dispensary Law of South Carolina propsecl to cr eat e a complet e 
State monopoly, with no private licensed traffic and no illicit traffic, and with 
all the profits of the business going to the public t r easury . rrhis law, ,H 
successfully carried into execution, would, it should seem, r emove from the 
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traffic the motive of private gain. The law has not been entirely successful 
in this respect, because the salary of dispensors are made to depend on the 
amount of business done in their respective Dispensaries; and it thereforq 
becomes the private interest of the dispensors to enlarge their business as 
much as possible. There is at present no American Legislation effective tu 
this desirable end. 

THEORETICAL DIFFICULTIES ON LIQUOR LEGISLATION. '! 'lie 

South Carolina Dispensary Law well illustrates the theoretical difficulties 
which beset liquor legislation. It proposes to maintain a highly profitable 
State monopoly of the sale of intoxicants. The revenue purpose is extremely 
offensive to prohibitionists; yet this motive appears plainly in the practical 
administration of the Law, as well as in its theoretical purpose. Thus, for 
example, the State Dispensors sell the cheapest kind of distilled liquor, becaus13 
it is more profitable to sell that liquor than any other, the tastes and capacitie<; 
of their customers being considered. Again, the law does not prohibit the 
manufacture of distilled, malt, or vinous liquors; but, on the contrary, in 
some respects encourages those manufacturers within the State. The funda
mental conception in the law is distinctly antagonistic to the theory that 
liquor-selling is sinful and unholy; for the State itself assumes the whole 0£ 
that business and takes its profits. Although supported by prohibitionists at 
the time of its enactment, it f lies in the face of all lo_qiccil prohibitory 
theory. It has been enforced with a remarkable degree of success but at great 
cost of political and social antagonism. The theory of the Ohio legislation is 
interesting in itself, and also because it suggested the present Iowa legisla
tion. In Ohio, licensing is prohibited by the constitution; but when a person 
is found selling liquor, he is required to pay a tax of $250, and to give a bond 
to observe certain restriction on selling. The tax is far too low, particularly 
for city saloons, and the restrictions are not sufficiently numerous, and in 
many places are· not enforced. Under the law as practically administered, 
saloons are much too numerous. On the other hand, this law prevents, in 
some measure, the evil effect of liquor legislation on politics. There are no 
licensing authorities, no political offices for conducting or supervising the 
liquor business, and only a moderate amount of liquor legislation. These are 
weighty recommendations of the law, it has a very different theoretical basis. 
In Iowa, prohibition is the rule; but by paying a fee or tax, and submitting to 
numerous well-devised restrictions, a liquor-seller may procure exemption 
from the operation of the prohibitory law. Neither the Ohio theory nor the 
Iowa theory is satisfactory from the point of view of the prohibitionists, any 
more than the theory of the South Carolina Dispensary Law. In the present 
state· of legislation, different laws must be judged by their practical effects, 
and not by their theory on which they rest. 

PROMOTION OF 'l'EMPERANiCE BY LAW. It cannot be positively 
affirmed that any one kind of liquor legislation has been more successful than 
another in promoting real temperance. Legislation as a cause of improvement 
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can rarely be separated from other possible causes. 'l'he influences of race 
or nationality are appearantly more important than legislation. That law i:; 
best which is best administ er ed. Even wh en ext ern al improvements have 
undoubtedly been effect ed by new legislation, it of t ens r emains doubtful, or 
at least not demonstrable, whether or not the Yisible improvements b c: ve hecn 
accompanied by a diminution in the amount of drinkin g. Thus, a r eduction 
in the number of saloons in propor tion to the population undoubtedly promotes 
order, quiet and outward decency, but it is not certain that the surviving 
saloons sell less liquors in total than the previous more numer ous saloons . 
.A.gain, it is often said that r estriction on drinking at public bar s t end t o 
increase drinking at home or in private, and there is probably truth in this 
allegation; but comparative statistics of public and privat e consumption ar e 
n ever attainable, so that, it is impossible to hold a well-gr ounded opinion on 
this point. 'rhe wise course for the community at lar ge is to strive aft er all 
external, visible improvement, even if it be impossible to prove that internal, 
fundam ental improvement accompanies them. 

LIQUOR LA. WS IN POLITICS. Almost ever y sor t of liquor legislation 
creat es some specific evil in politics. The evil r esultin g from prohibitory 
legislation have been already mentioned. Under a license system, ther e is a 
gr eat liability that the process of issuing licenses will breed some sort of 
political corruption. Whenever high-paid offices ar e cr eated by liquor legisla 
tion, those offices become the obj ects of political contentions. When a multi
tude of offices are cr eated in the ex ecution of liquor laws, they furnish the 
means of putting together a strong political machine. Just this has happened 
und er the Dispensar y syst em in South Carolina, wh er e a machine of gr eat 
capacity for polit ical purposes has been cr eated in a ver y short t ime, with 
t he governor of the St a te as its en gineer. The creation of this machicn e has 
intensified _ the bitter polit ical divisions whi ch caused th e adoption of the 
Dispensary Law and made possible its enforcement. 'l'h e activity of liquor
dcalers' associations in muni cipal poli t ics, all over the United States, is in 
one sense an effect of the numerous experim ents in liquor legislation which 
have been in progress during the last fifty year s. 'l'he traffic, being attack ed 
by legislation, tries to protect itself by contr olling municipal and State legis
lators. 

'l'he commonest issu e over which con tent.ions about local self-government 
h ave arisen has been the liquor issue. The prohibitionists early discover ed that 
local police will no t enfor ce a prohibitory law in pla ces wher e public sen t imeut. 
is opposed to tl;e law. 'l'hey th er efore demanded that a Stat e Constabulan · 

. should be charged with the execut ion of the law. 'l'his iss ue has arisen in 
States whose legislation stops far short of prohibition . Thus, in Missouri, 
the governor appoints the excise commissiorn:r who is the licensing au thor iL~r 
in St. Louis ; and in Massachusetts wher e lo cal option and high license prevai ), 
th e police commissioner s of Boston ar e appointed by the governor. So far a-: 
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the enforcement of the law goes, State appointed officers or comm1ss10ners 
have often brought about great improvements. In South Carolina, the D1<.
pensary Act could not have been enforcrd had it not been that the governo1· 
was empowered to appoint an unlimited number of constables to execute that 
one law. H e was also empowered to organize at any moment a Metropolitan 
Police for any city in which the local officer, n eglected their duties in r egar,l 
to the enforcement of the Dispensar y Act. Nevertheless, violations of the 
principle of local self-government are always to be deplored, unless a munici 
pality has exhibited an absolute incapacity to govern itself, or unless the 
violations are plainly placed or based on another valuable principle, namely; 
that of voluntary co-operation for common ends whose scope transcends the 
limits of single municipalities. 

'l' her e are, of cour e, other promising directions for efforts to promot,3 
temperance; su ch as the r emoval of the motive of private gain in stimulating 
t he liquor traffic, th e substitution of non-alcoholic drinks for intoxicants a<: 
r efreshments or means of ready hospitality, and the giving of preference i!l 
certain employments to t otal abstainer s, or to per sons who n ever drink 
alcoholic beverages while on duty, particularly in the employment which has 
to do with the care or super vision of human beings, animals, and machines, 
or with transportation by land or sea; but since these inter esting topics do 
not strictly belong to the legislative aspect of the drink problem the sub
committee do not dwell on them. 

f"'harles W. Elliott 
Set Low 
J am.es C. Carter 

Sub-committee. 



CHAPTER IV 
Our Social-Economic Condition. Money Power 

Let us consider for a few moments the present conditions of our Politica.l
Economic system. The number of millionaires in the United States has more 
than tripled since the beginning of the late war, according to official statistics 
just made public by the commissioner of internal r evenue. In 1914 there 
were just 7,509 persons in the United States with incomes of $50,000 per year , 
but in 1916 there were 17,085, or, in round figures, two and one-third times 
as many. That it is highly conservative to rank people with fifty thousand 
dollar incomes as millionaires is univer sally admitted. Let us look into this 
matter in another way. At the beginning of the war there was just one 
millionaire for every thirteen thousand ordinary American cit izens, now there 
is a millionaire for every five thousand, nine hundred of the people. If these 
millionaires were evenly distributed th ·oughout the Country there would be 
one in every town of six thousand people, but they aren't. Instead, statistic 
show that about a third of them are in New York city and at least another 
third in other great cities, chiefly in the East. 

Many of the millionaires migrate to the cities after they had made their 
piles in industrial towns or mining camps. The largest increase was in the 
number of " big rich" people, with incomes of half a million dollars or more, 
worth at a conservative estimate from ten million, up. While the number of 
ordinary millionaires doubled ; the number of these multimillionaires more 
than tripled, incr easing from one hundred seventy-four in 1914, to five hun
dred and eighty-two in 1916. 

These, be it r emember ed, are mm1mum figures; they represent only the 
number who reported their incomes to the r evenue collectors, if we knew 
t he truth, the number would probably be twice as big. 

In 1910, two per cent of the people of the United States owned sixty pe1: 
cent of the wealth. Today, it is certain this two per cent owns and controls 
at least seventy per cent of the nation 's wealth and r esources. The seventeen 
thousand millionaires paid taxes, last year , on a totals of two billion four 
hundred sixty-nine million dollars incomes-equivalent to the income of two 
million four hundred and sixty-nine ordinary families averaging $1,000 each. 

There are only about twenty million families in the United States, so 
these seventeen thousand millionaires received as much income as one-eighth 
of all the American people. 
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A packing company, of Chicago, declared a cash dividend, on stock and 
cash, of one hundred million dollars, another packing company, a cash and 
stock dividend of ninety-eight million dollars. In 1916, one of these companies 
made about fourteen million dollars in excess of its profits the previous year. 
Sundry other industries report similar gains. Conditions such as these pro
vide the best culture-medium for anarchistiP. ferment. Strikes all over the 
Country indicate that there is working a leaYen of discontent which can 
scarcely be suppressed by an appeal to loyalty and patriotism. The above
mentioned class don't seem to understand that they are sitting on a powder 
magazine of their own manufacture, and that it takes only a spark to touch 
it off and start a conflagration the extent of which none of us can foresee. 

We see labor standing aghast at the stand the daily newspaper s are 
taking; boasting of the opportunities of thi s land of the free, and '' point 
with pride'' to the immense fortunes amassed by a few men starting out in 
the struggle for life as common day-laborers, and pretending to be horrifi ed 
at labor disturbances and riots; such as happened at East St. Louis, Illinois, 
and further , pretending that the I. W. W. were paid by foreign agents to 
accomplish their work of destruction; while the simple unvarnished truth is 
that all these outbreaks are traceable to American employers of labor, who 
have created these conditions above stated all too long. They have blinded 
themselves to the fact that the great majority of the workingmen have been 
unjustly underpaid, and that defraudation of their wages h elped largely to 
build up the millionaires' speedily gotten fortunes. 

In the present unsettled conditions of our Country the workers have seen 
their opportunity; they have determined at all costs that the steel and copper 
and food magnates shall not go on accumulating huge abnormal hoards " ·ith
out sharing with them on a larger scale, the profits which their toil made 
possible. Organized labor does not justify every measure sometimes resorted 
to by individual workers, and quite likely to be resorted to in greater degree 
in the future in order .to gain what they consider their rights and just com
pensation, but government statistics prove heyond a doubt how inadequate 
wages are in the majority of industries. 

In 1910, of the thirty million ninety thousand five hundred and sixty-four 
male persons in the United States, who were listed as bread-winners, approx
imately ten million four hundred thousand were engaged in that unskilled 
work from which the migratory class is recruited. What was their wage, and 
how long a period in each year were they employed 1 A typical Chicago 
slaughter house, in 1912, paid eighty-two per cent of its employees less than 
twenty cents per hour. (Human flesh was cheap.) This company worked 
their m en on an average of thirty-seven and a half hours a week, and this 
gave the fifty-five per cent of the men who averaged seventeen cents an hour, 
a weekly income of six dollars and thirty-seven cents. 
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THE STEEL INDUSTRY. In the steel industry the government report 
of 1910, shows that twenty-nine per cent of the employees WQrked a seven
day week, twenty per cent a seven-day week with a twelve hour day, and 
forty-three per cent a twelve-hour day, six days a week. This federal study 
reports that forty-nine, sixty-nine per cent of the employees re
ceived less than eighteen cents an hour. In the steel industry eight per cent 
of the workers earned less than fourteen cents per hour, and twenty per cent 
less than sixteen cents per hour. The Federal Immigration -Commissioner's 
Report for 1910 announced that not one of the twelve basic American indus
tries paid the average head of a family within one hundred dollars a year of 
the minimum for family subsistance , and that two-thirds of the twelve in
dustries paid the family head less than five hundred and fifty dollars a year. 
Professor Frankfurter's brief before the Supreme Court in the minimum wage 
case (1916) alleges that half of the wage earner's families in the United States 
have an income below that needed for adequate subsistance. Warren and 
Syndenstricker, investigators for the Federal Health Service, state that in the 
principal industries, fully one-fourth of the adult male workers who are heads 
of families earn less than twelve hundred dollars; one-half earn less than six 
hundred dollars; and less than one-tenth earn as much as one thousand dollars 
a year. 

Approximately one-fourth of the women workers, eighteen years and 
over, employed in the principal manufacturing industries earn less than two 
hundred dollars a year, and two-thirds less than four hundred dollars per 
year. 

Concerning the even more vital statistir.s of total family income, those 
same investigators say: "The conclusion is a,lso indicative that one in every 
ten or twelve working-class families had, at the time of investigation (1912-
1914), an annual income of less -than three hundred dollars a year; that nearly 
a third had incomes of less than five hundred dollars a year; and over one
half of the families had incomes of less than seven hundred and fifty dollars 
a year." I 

The numerous studies of the costs of living in this period are fair1:9 
unanimous in stating that, EIGHT HUNDRED DOLLARS IS ABSOLUTELY 
NECESSARY FOR THE ADEQUATE MINIMUM OF STJBSIS'l'ANCE FOR 
AN AMER]CAN LABORING CLASS Fl\lIILY. 

Professor Fairchild, of Yale, said in 1913 : '' If we fix those standards 
of living in mind, and then look back over the wage-scales given on the fore
going pages, we are struck with the utter inadequacy of the annual incomes 
of the foreign-born to meet these minimum requirements of common decency.'' 
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1n the face of these undeniable facts, it is foolhardy and dangerous 
chicanery to talk in grandiloquent terms of the opportunities of labor; to 
r eproach the laboring men with lack of patriotism; to advocate a policy of 
coercion that shall r educe the wage-earner to a slave with a standing little 
less than of a Roman " slave". Carlton H. Parker, dean of the school of 
Business .Administration and head of the Economic Department of the Univer
sity of ·washington, writing in the .Atlantir. Monthly, for November, 1917, 
chronicles this illuminating anecdote: 

" In the State of Washington ther e have r ecently been mass meetings, 
private and public, devoted to the problem of the I. W. W. In one informal 
meeting, a lumber -mill operator of long experience, advanced a policy of 
suppression, physical violence, and vigilant. activity . .A second operator, 
listening, observed, "If you lost your money, you would be the best I. Yiv. W. 
in the State". The operator who provoked this cutting, directly-to-the-point 
retord, is a typical representative of a large class of employers who fail to 
see that the worker s have any rights to organize for self-protection. Manu
facturer s and corporations band together in strong organizations for their 
own protection, but primarily for the purpose of opposing with their united 
strength all demands and all efforts of organi:1,ed labor to better th e conditions 
of employees. .A strange illogical sta t e of mind, indeed that claims for itself a 
right absolutely denied to labor ' ' u"'!,r.ler pain of being discha,rged or black
listed." Yet, this same employer s are not altogether hard-hearted, but 
are gen erous contributors to the Y . M. C . .A. and other benevolent organiza
tions, such as a milk station, ice fund, Christ.mas Tree celebrations, etc ., etc., 
interested in the uplift of the worker and his family; it is not charity, how
ever, that the workers expect, but justice . 

.Another paradox which is a modern r eplica of ancient int olerance and p er 
secution carried through by men sin cer ely r eady to sacrifi ce kin and wealth in 
the cause of liberty; the typical .American steel industry. Two of its strongest 
organizations are the National Founders Associa tion, and the National Metal 
Trades .Associa tion . J ointly they publi sh " in the inter est of their work
m en ", a monthly magazine "THE REVIEW ". "Their declaration of prin
ciples '', as ther e r ecorded, states among other things: 

" RELATION OF EMPLOYEES. No discrimination will be made against 
any man because of his member ship in any society or organization. Yet, 
month after month the '' REV1EW '' is filled with attacks upon organized 
labor and the eight hour day; one sided reports of strikes and lockouts, mak
ing it appear that ever y strike is a malicious and unpatriotic act not to be 
condoned; that, in fine , " Organized labor stands forth in hidious nackedness 
r eYealed as the half-brother of the I. W. W. ' ' 
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.Although denied in theory, discrimination against men who belong to 
organized labor organizations, or who promote them among their fellows, is 
frequent, and a matter of record among employees to keep the workers 
isolated and alone, in absolute subjection and complete dependence upon the 
employer, so that the latter may at discretion fix a scale of wages which " HE" 
judges to be "F.AIR", is, of course, the obvious purpose of this policy 

But, it is just this tyrannical, anti-social policy that leads to intermineable 
recriminations, ever-recuring strikes, and sometimes to violence when the 
workers deem their rights cannot be secured, or their grievances redressed in 
any other way. And what takes place in the steel industry, takes place in 
other industries as well. No mutual understnnding is possible as long as the 
employer denies to his laborers a right which he claims for himself. The 
employee being weaker and less well provided for, because of insufficient 
wages, against lack of work, accident or sickness, stands all the more in need 
of the right to organize. Men are equal at least in their right to a just com
pensation for their labor "a reasonable remnneration" that must be enough 
to support the wage earner in reasonable comfort, in spite of '' AB JORMAL 
FOOLISH JUDICIAL DECREES ''. If through n cessity or fear of worse 
evil the workmen accepts harder conditions, because an employer or con
tractor will give no better, he is the Yictim of force and injustice. 

Capitalism will have to divert itself of many hoary prejudices and dis
associate itself from many hitherto unquestioned practices. No half-way 
measures or make-shift policies will avai.l. The statistics quoted above show 
plainly how general and deepseated is the eYil of insufficient wages. That 
fact, with all its fateful implications and possibilities of serious danger, is 
to be faced resolutely, now more than ever, on account of our new mushroom 
growth of war-time millionaires. (Dr. Culemans, in the America.) 



CHAPTER V 
Our Benevolent Monopolists 

The first public hearing befor e the Federal 'l'rade Commission on Decem
ber 20, 1917, at ·washington , D. C., to determine whether the meat packers, 
Armour, Swift, and Morris, have a monopoly by which they control prices in 
buying cattle, sheep and hogs, and also control prices to the consumer, devel
oped, under the skillful questioning of F r ancis J. Henry, of San Francisco, 
special counsel of the Commission, a chain of stock manipulation of startling 
and fascinating inter est. 

'J'he Commission, acting under authority of a r esn lu ti(Jn of Cou gress, ha:3 
sought, first, to ascertain if the packing firm s control r ailroad termir;.al facil 
ities as means of making a monopoly. The packers admit they control the 
railroad stock yards terminals in St. Paul, Omaha, Sioux City, K ansas City, 
and Fort Worth, but denied that they control the Chicago terminal. 

The control of the r ailroad facilities at the Chi cago stock yards is, there
fore, the obj ective of the present hearing. 

The principal witness was F. A . Pegram, w·ho on a salary of $2,000 a year 
as cashier of the Chicago stock yards comprrny, with an additional $50D as 
treasurer of a subsidar y company, acts as a dumy stockholder for the packer s. 

P egram was the nominal owner of 79,990 out of 80,000 shares of the 
Chicago Stock Yards Company, although h (;I said he had never seen the stock, 
except during the few minutes in which he was occupied in endorsing it over 
as directed to do by his employers . 

Following the order to dissolve the packin g trust in 1911 and 1912, the 
old Chicago Stock Yards Company, organizerl under the laws of New J er sey, 
was compelled to give way to a new device to control the Stock Yards 
Terminal. 

To test the righ t of the packers to pay bonuses to control trade, a test 
case was brought before the United States Commerce Court by a small inde
pendent packer, named Faelzer. 'l'he case was carried on up to the United 
States Supreme Court, which held that the Chicago Stock Yards Company 
was subject to the Interstate Commerce Commission and could not pay bonuses 
which correspond to r ebates. 
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It was then decided to get around the difficulty by organizing a holding 
company, and a committee, consisting of the late Richard Olney, Secretary of 
State in the Cleveland Cabinet; Samuel Carr; Guy Norman ; S. L . S. Shoe
maker, E. V. R. Thayer and F. R. H art, was named to arrange the transaction. 
Under the laws of M:aine, a new stock yard company, familiarly known in the 
proceedings as " The Old Colony Company" was formed. 

A. syndicate embracing the Old Colony Trust Company, of Boston, 
Merchants National Bank of Boston, Chase National Bank of New York, the 
brokerage firm of F. S. Moseley, of Boston, and F. H . Prince & Company, 
bankers and brokers, of Boston, was organized to put up the purchase of the 
$8,000,000 of capital stock of the old company. 

This stock already paid a dividend of eight per cent, and the proposition 
made by the snydicate was to give bonds with a guaranteed inter est of nine 
per cent for all the common stock of the old company brought in. A.s the 
plan worked out, practically all the stock o-t' the old company was thu'> ac
quired. The committee's proposition was made through the '' Old Colony Trust 
Company", and stock certificates were deposited with the concern until it was 
assured that the deal would go through, and then it took the committee only 
a short time to conclude the whole transaction. For one block of fifty sr.ares 
the committee paid $1,000 a share. For another of fifty shares they paid $300 
a share. 

Pegram acted as a dummy treasurer o-t' the company through all t he 
transactions, doing, as he said, whatever he was told to do by Mr. Prince or 
his attorney, Bradley Palmer. The old stockohlders, in making the tra n~fer 
from the old to the new company, simply had _their certificates stamped with 
the guarantee of the new company that they would g:et nine per cent on their 
holdings. 

Prince and Armour put in $4,400,000 of Rtock of the old company and so 
became majority stockholders of the new company which acted simply as a 
holding company for the Chicago Stock Yards ·Company. 

Pressed on_ the question that he is merely a dummy in the company, P eg
gram confessed: "Yes, I 'll sign anything they put in front of me." H eney also 
showed that the communications from the Federal Trade Commission to 
Pegram were not answered by him, but that h e merely went "through the 
action" in replying, the answers being dictated by others, Letters addressed 
to the company at Chicago were found in the Prince offices at Boston. 

Innumerable cases like the foregoing could be cited; it shows that lawyers 
and jurists as a rule worry little about decisions of Courts or legislative acts; 
no matter how much confidence the people may -place in their honesty; no 
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matter how much they may have been honorerl with public trusts and exhalted 
positions, their consciences will always elastically correspond to the needs of 
the occasion and conditions. 

It is the profession of law that the people must continually watch, more 
so than any other class of citizens, in order to keep good govenment in nav
igable waters; for it is from their breasts and minds that flows a continuous 
stream of deceit, which, if not curbed, eYentually will destroy our govenment, 
the history of many nations proves the fact. It must be r emembered that 
our genial Ex-president Taft, with his experience as a lawyer, Judge, and 
administrator, urged to make certain trade practices unlawful in order to 
permit speedy correction, "Without the ncr.essity for the formidable array 
of witnesses and lengthy trials essential to r,stablish a general conspiracy," 
namely; the granting to a trade commission the power to make the decrees 
of the Courts effective . If the Federal Trade Commis. ion finds itself without 
power to cope with the oil situation, the act creating it must be very defective. 
The public has been led to believe that the correction of such conditions was 
one of its chief functions. The Republican National Convention of 1912, at the 
recommendation of President Taft, included a recommendation for a Federal 
Trade Commission, on the ground that this would "promote promptness in 
the administration of the law and avoid delays and technicalities incident 
to Court procedures", but, in fact, it was only a pussy-footing around the 
real remedy. Mr. Taft knew very well that himself, and the Republican 
party, never believed in such action. In Cincinnati, on August 10th, 1919, 
Mr. Taft declared himself again, t the Plumb Plan in the following terms : 
"It is radically wrong, socialistic and aught. to be fought"-" I very much 
disapprove of the plan''-'' I am certain the Republicans will oppose the Plumb 
Plan, and I hope the Democrats do too"-"We should not let the Soviet 
system gain even a toe hold in America", he says, "I do believe in close 
supervision of the railroads, but such supervision as we have had has been 
too severe"-" We should give the railroads a chance, give them adequate 
revenue by proper rates so that they can attract the necessary capital for 
necessary maintenance and improvements"-"We have not allowed the rates 
to go up as they should. " Referring to the strike of railroad shop-men 
throughout the Country, and the demand of other railroad unions for in
creased wages, Mr. 'l'aft said, "While I have not gone into the subject with 
a thoroughness to warrant final judgment, I will say from what I do know, 
it seems to me that the men are requesting a greater increase than the per
centage of increase in the co t of living warrants". Thus, it appears they 
are asking more than they are entitled to receive. 

The Non-Partisan League of North Dakota, provided for a system of 
State-owned mills, elevator , warehouses, refrigarating houses, and marketing 
places; a State banking business; extend loans to farmers at low rates 0f 
interest, refraining from collecting interest on these loans in case of ceop 
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failure; State-owned association which will advance money for home building 
on conqition of a small initial payment; State-owned and operated lignite 
mines, and a new tax code which exempts from taxation farm implement~ 
and improvements. 

In Mr. Taft 's opinion, he also brands these mea ure revolutionary; they 
may be so-called without undue straining of language; but none of these 
measures inflict injustice upon any person or class of persons, nor does it 
unduly restrict economic opportunities of individuals; there is no intrinsic 
reason why these measures should not work out successfully. Everything 
will depend upon the manner in which they will be administered-to denounce 
them as Soviet systems, socialistic, etc, will prove nothing and change nothing. 

The American people, as a rule, are opposed to reaction or violent revolu. 
tion; yet, our social economic system must he revised and reconstructed by 
the useful citizens; not by the useless ones; if law, efficiency, economy, speed 
and security were all, then we might pray for a wise and paternal despot and 
yield him our liberty in exchange for his g odness. But we should make a 
bad bargain. Since freedom is necessary for the full development of all human
ity, we should not part with it; we shall keenly watch of losi:Qg any measure 
of our lawful liberty without gaining as a reward in our government any of 
those good qualities, which characterize autocracy, plutocracy and despotism 
__:__a catastrophe which is likely enough to occur under our present system. 
'I'he American people have a tremendous task to break through the old 
political party lines and its ent;nglements in order to go successfully over the 
top, but, has the r eal lib erty-loving American people ever undertaken any job 
which it failed to carry out 1 



CHAPTER VI 

M10iney Power. 

Our government at vV·ashington seetl'.lls to be an organization for the pro
tection of pTedatory interests, not in the interest and welfare of the people 
at large who mainta,ins the government. r:I'he money pow.er "Plubocracy" 
seems to be the only ideal for which the government exists and should be main
tained at all costs. Yet, it i:s the manifcst'ation of this power in politic,,; ,which 
always did, and always will be the main agr.ncy by which public morals can 
be corrupted, and government finally destroyed. 

The history of the World attests its influence, for corruptive purrposes, 
wh en in the h'ands of a few devoid of public morals and decency. 

To cite a few instance\3 which stil~ ,are within the memory of some of us: 
A man named John Edward .Acddicts died alone and without friends . When 

death c.ame he 1was living in a cheap furnished room, and according to news
paper reports did not le'ave money enough for a decen t burial. This same 
man, twenty-five years ago, was a power in the financial world and his wealth 
was estimated at more than twenty millions. The fact that h e died 'alone in 
a cheap furni:shed room, in this ca,,;e, ;proves that there is a higher power that 
metes ,out punishment when our laws fail to protect the general public, for 
if there was ever :a: human being that deserved punishment it was this man 
Addicks. 

'l'his man committed more -crimes than 8DY other dozen men ,of the. most 
noted criminals n Olw serving time 111 all th r-: p enitentiaries of the Country; 
and yet, •s o great was hi:s power of wealth that his liberty was never in 
j e,op-ardy. 

Addicks organized a score or more of street 1•ailroads and gas companies, 
and every c,ompany was organi zed •on a plan where Addicks took everything 
and gave nothing. The investing public lost m.illions of dollars through 
Ad'diicks "High Finance system", but a:s this man had the backing of the 
" H igh Inter ts", of W•all Street he was immune from both publicity and 
punishment, and in spite of the fact that the biggest "get-rich-quick" grafter 
was a piker compared tQ Addicks. 
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After amassing a fortune estimated at twenty to forty millions, this noble 
creature decided that he would make an ideal United States Senator, and being 
a ~an who had always giot what he wanted, he proceeded to make plans where
by he woul'd, be duly elected to r epresent thei people in the highest legislati, c 
body in this Country. 

In thm,e days United States Sen:ators were elected hy the Stat-~ L egisla
tors, so Mr. Addicks went on the theory that as eYery man had his price, it 
was only a question o,f buying enough votes to secure the coveted seat. 

For many years the fight of Add,icks for a seat in the United States Senate 
was ·a National scandal, and jn all the history of dirty politic•s therei is notiu~ 
to be compared with the corruption of the Delaware Legislature with Addicks 
millions. 

In the end Addicks failed, but he would not acknowledge failure until 
the entire State had ris~ in arm;;; and openly threatened legislators that 
intimated th·at they favored Addicks. A grr.at many nel\vspapers referred to 
those eight years ,of corruption and brihery as "Addicks' folly", but, 
"Addicks' punishment " would be a better name because it was through this 
fight that Addicks lost his money which, of course, Tepre.sented his power. 

Addicks' life is a striking example for the fact that it ~;;; one instance of 
rec•ord of where money .fiaile;d to g1·ati-fy an ambition. 

* ,JI< * * * 
We all remember the SPENCER-WILLIS NEWBERRY RESOULTION, 

as drawn by the junior senator fr.om Missouri, (Mr. Spencer) and adorned 
by a senat,or from Ohio, (Mr. Willis) which reads as follows: 

Resolved, 

(1) Th'at the contest of H enry Ford against ;Truman H. Newberry be, 
and is hereby, dismissed. 

(2) That Truman H. Newberry is herl:lby declared to be duly elect~d 
Senator from the State ,o,f 1\'Iic'higan for the term of six years commencing on 
the 4th day of March, 1919, and is entitled to ho~d his seat in the Senate of 
the United States of America. 

(3) Th•at whether the amount expended in this primary 1was $195,000, as 
was fully reported or openly acknowledged, or whether there were some fe:w 
thousand in excess, the amount expended was in eith er case too large, much 
larger than ought to have been expended. 

The expendituTe of such excessive sums in behaH o,f a candidate, either 
with or without his knowledge and consent, being contl'ary to sound public 
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policy, harmful to the honor and dignity of the Senate, and dangerous to the 
perpetuity of a fr ee Government, such excessive expenditures are hereby 
severely condemned and disapprove,d. 

In other words, the reso,lution condemn;; the use of to,o much money to 
buy a seat in the United States Senate, and in the same breath recommends 
that the fellow 1who bought the seat shall keep it. 

Many other crimes against the people have been committeed by the 
"m-0n:eiy power" and ,are still committed evr.ry day. Not very many people 
can be made to believe th.at there are so many thousands of pe-ople in our 
Country who care to make it a busin ess of being their brother 's keepers with
out due remuneration for such service; our :'.)rofessional prohibitionists are no 
more able to live and thrive without eating than a fish, the money must come 
from someone somewhere, if not from those who directly profit by it. 



CHAPTER VII 
Prohibition 's Triumph 

Our good, and more or less capable President said at the opening of the 
last Congress: '' The eighteenth Amendment denies to a minority of fancied 
sense o,f personal liberty, but the Amendment is the will of the American 
people and must be sustained by the Government and public opinion, else 
_contempt for the law will undermine our very foun!dations ". 

That seems to be the Republican doctrine in principle. 

Mr. Tumulty's account of the attitude of Woodrow vViLs,on during his 
Presidency toward national pr-ohibition contains the draft of a plank coverin g 
the subj ect which was drawn up by the President for submission to the con
vention at San Francisco. It read as follows: "We recognize that the Ameri
can saloon is opposed to all social, moral and economic order, and we pledge 
ourselves to its absolute elimination by the passage of such laws as w,ill finally 
and effectually exterminate it. But, we favor the repeal of the V1olstead Act 
and the substitution of it of a law permitting the manufacture and sale of 
light wines and beer." 

. That seems to be the Democratic 'doctr ine; also in principle. 

Our present Secretary of War, Mr. Weeks, publicly declared in a speech 
held last June: "If I were in Congress now, I would vote for a modificati,on 
of the Volstead Act, permitting light wines and beer. I sec in the times a 
more liberal interpretation of the eighteenth amendment. "The people event
ually will have their say," he said, "and sentiment undoubtedly will manifest 
itself in the next election. [ find that sentiment is against the strangling 
restrictions of the Volstead Act. In my opinion, candidates who fav,or amen·d
ments to the Volstead law are sure of election. " 

Mr. Lwskar, the President of our Shipping Boarid that is to create an 
American Merchants Marine, now claims '' that he has a legal right to sell 
liquor outside of the three-mile limit on the high seas." He furthermo1·e 
claims "that the welfare and perhaps the life o-f the American Merchant 
Marine depend upon selling liquor on its vessels.'' An so he proceeds, quietl~; 
at first, then obstreperously, to serve the patrons on his ships with beer, wine, 
and brandies, all things that we declared highly immoral, and even traiterous 
on land. 
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But Mr. Busch, having enjoyed Mr. Laske.r's hospitality .of a ve>ry wet 
kind on one of the United States ocean steamers, writes an open letter to th~ 
President, in which he reveals the sad contradiction he,tween the law of the 
landJ and the practice at sea, and suggests that either the practice be accomo
dated to the lww, ocr the law be accomodated to the practice; the question of 
1-oss or gain having no more importance on shipboard than on land. One of 
the great Brewer's defenders thus ridicules Mr. Lasker's second point, that 
'' the life of the American Merchant Marine depends upon selling liquor on 1tii 

vessels". What if it does1 

Comes the answer: 

"The business of many brewers, dis tillers and dealers dependeid upon tiie 

right to sell liquor. Yet they were put out of business with no thought of 
the corusequences t,o them. If, on' the plea o•f the general welfare, they should 
be made to suffer loss, can the Government consistenly do the very thing it 
has forbidden them to d·o on the plea that ''There's money in it'' 1 What 
right has a Government to declare a certain Act wicked and immoral, prose
cute and send men to jail for breaking the law which forbids it, and then 'do 
the very thing itself, saying, when reproached 1with inconsistency, "We need 
the money". "It is a pitiful exhibition of logic for this great Government." 

Now, comes Mr. Daugherty, the Attorney General of the United States, 
a Republican, of course, and issues a decree, that the sale and manufacture, 
and even the carrying o.f any kind of intoxicating beverage must be1 stopped, 
not only on •our American ships, but on all ships within the three-mile Emit. 
Thus, we have got prohibihon clown to the bedrock, and our glorious shipping, 
majestically sailing o 'er the stormy main, alway:s rests secure of harm and 
moral contamination, upon the broad stone of honor: The Eighteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution. 

This solemn and joyous fact leads the "Freeman" to break forth in a 
tremulous burst o,.f exultation in verse,: "Men and brethren, rejoice with us as 
we go to press in uncommonly high good humor. We do not know when we 
have bee:n s10 tickled as by the news of the ruling on maritime prohibition
enforcement. Mr. Lasker is formally out of the boot-legging business. Ameri
can ships are dry, and best of all-0 ! glorious! foreign ships cannot carry 
any hootch 1within the three-mile limit, whether in cargo or in stock or i.a 
sealed bars, or any way at all. This is ripping. We congratulate the GanaJia~1 
:shipping-interests, always go•od friends of our, on the volume of passenger 
business that they will do henceforth, and we are hoping hard to live until the 
next tour·ing season opens, so that we can compare the clearance of passenge•r 
vessels from New York and Seattle with those from Montreal and Vancouver, 
and count upon the crack steamers that are diverted to the Canadian routes. 
Last week was a great week for the moral element in our civilization, a great 
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week for the Port of Montreal and a great week for us. We have half, ·a 
notion to ask our readers' indulgence to suspend our paper over one issue 
while we visit the Canadian metropolis and suggest to Sir Thomas Shaughnessy 
that, under the circumstances, he ought to 'set 'em up". Sing, brother, sing! 
Glory, glory, helleluja. 

Lawlessness is the curse of prohibition. This absurd, ludicrous, insane 
and monstrous principle inspires crime, multiplies graft, and tends to destroy 
respect for all law. 

Prohibition is a prolific old hag-the mother of boot-le.ggers, blind-tigers, 
hypocrits, liars, frauds, sneaks an'.d petty tyrants. It repels respect for law 
and invites contempt. 

Machinery deviseld for its enfor~ement, is the invention of tyranny. 
Despots alone are capable of putting it into operation. Traitors to liberty are 
its patron saints. The whole works constitute a school of graft-a university 
of crime-where the petty offender graduates into the sneak-thief, and the 
gunman is evolved from the bootlegger. Here the sub-normal and abnormal 
-the weaklings-listen to first-class citizens-bankers, lawyers, farmers, 
merchants, and wage workers, recite their adventures experienced while se
curing liquors contrary to the United States Constitution. T'hey outwit en
forcement officers, circumvent regiments of prohibition spies, and brag about 
it. They gloat over, and glory in their lawless exploits. The thousand and 
one methods of defeating the Volstead Act and nullifying the Eighteenth 
Amendment are too well known to require repetition. Infringement of the 
Volstead Act brings no shame or guilt. It forbids certain acts which are 
not contrary to moral law; it forbids that which God specifically permits in 
moderation; it forbids things which Jesus did, acts which intelligence never 
can regard as criminal. 

Every good citizen will help enforce law against theft and murder; be
cause it is everybody's business whether a man steals or kills. Such deeds 
do not become evil by excess, but are e,vil by se. 

Drink is not evil per se, but becomes evil only by excess. So long as you 
drink in moderation, it's nobody's business. Laws that forbid drunkenness 
command respect. Laws that prohibit drink inspire disgust and invite con
tempt. Therefore, their enforcement cannot have the hearty support of all 
good citizens. Only the most hardened, most hopeless hypocrit will hellp 
enfo2ce a la1w which he violates for profit or pleasure. Having heard good 
citizens boast of violating the law, and for which they manifest no shame or 
guilt, the weakling makes no distinction between acts that are evil per se, 
like theft or murder, an'd things that are not evil in themselves, but become 
evil by abuse, or excess. He argues that if the most respe,ctable citizens i;i 
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the community can violate the Volstead Act and experience no compunction 
or sense of guilt, he ought to show equal contempt for laws designed to protect 
the other fellow's life and property. 

Bo·otleggers who have provided good citizens ·with their contraband 
liquor, grow bitter when caught by enforcement officers who permit thei1· 
customers to go scott fr!:le. 

There is no distinction between the acts of buying and selliug. 
In one case the dollar buys the liquor, in the other, the liquor buys the dollar. 

The bootlegger having be!;ln dragged to court for •selling liquor to some 
of the best people in the community, and his name enteo:ed in the docket as 
a crimial, finds the next step not only easy, but inevitable. He looks for 
bigger ga:me. Instead 10£ peddling moonshine for bread, h e: buys a gun and 
goes after a bank roll, or a registered mail bag. 

Having established by law a school of crime, we should not be surprised 
at the increase, activity and efficiency of its graduates. 

We have now been cursed with the "blessings" of prohibition for more 
than three yemrs, and conditions are gradually growing worse. Its · o-called 
benefits are chimerical, its evils real, palpable, gross and mqnstrous. The 
advocates of prohibition promised to give us fish and gave us vipers; they 
said that when worke11s stopped spending money ·over the bar, it would go 
for hats, shoes, food , an•d clothing. This would give employment to eivery
body, settle labor troubles and bring prosperity to all.-They lied. We have 
had more idle people, le·ss prosperity and more industrial hell in three years 
than was ever experienced in any decade of our history. 

They said it would lessen domestic misery, raise the standard of morality, 
refine, and purify political life, etc. 

They lied. Divorce has increased by leaps and bounds, moral standards 
were never so low, and political graft and corruption are rampant everywheTe. 

They said p1,ohibitiQn would abolish ninety per cent of crime, lessen 
taxes, and reduce the cost of government by emptying jails and insane 
a;sylums.- • 

They lied. The record shows a vast increase in violent crimes. J1ails are 
jammed as n ever before. Insane asylums are crowded to the limit. Taxes 
have more than doubled, court dockets .are glutted, and the cost of government 
climbs by leaps anlcL bounds. 

Instead of tempei~ance, prohibition gave us exce,ss. Instead of the heaven 
it promised, it brought us h ell. 
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It has even transformed many of its own agents from good citizenship 
into dishonest, corrupt, grasping grafters. Had it saved every drunkard in 
America, the good would not counter-balance the blighting curse which fell 
upon many who undertook to enforce its provisions. 

Even if prohibition had saved for better use all the money formerly spent 
over American bars, the benefit would not have .balanced the curse that has 
been visited upon our young men anlcL women through street-drinking. Many 
that would never have met the sa1oonkeeper are, on intimate terms with the 
bootlegger. Millions who formerly refused to drink good liquors no'W drink 
p'atent c•oncotions that taste like barb wire and hell-fire. Prohibition has 
made ge.tting a drink an adventure; people get a "kick" out of their effort~ 
to secure something with a kick in it. Prohibition has failed to either save 
the drunkard or his money. Moonshine cost more and is more intoxicafo1g 
than beer and wine, or the whi·skey formerly sold in first-class sa1oons. 
Prohibition h'as substituted bad liquors for the best, increased· the price fiw 
hundred per cent without reducing the volume. The supply of moonshine is 
limited only by the greed of its vendors and the law of fermentation who~..-i 
operation is perpetual and universal. 

The idea that p1,ohibition stopped people spending their money for drink; 
that it greatly increased savings bank deposits; elevated the moral standarJ, 
or lessene:d po·verty, insanity and crime, is the crudest, craziest, most ridcu
lous bouquet of lies ever garnered from the garden of Hell. Instead oE 
abolishing the old evils we have seen that prohibition h'atched a new brood 
of serpents that attack the vitals of the nation. 

In many of the great cities, the political boss has formed a partnership 
with the bootlegger and moonshine maker. The profits \are split and the boss 
stands rewdy to destroy any statesman who would dare to favor the rep eB.l 
of the Volstead Act. Prior to the inauguration of prohibition the boss didn't 
know what his job was worth. 'fhi.s aggregiation of moonshiners, bootleggers, 
and political bosses, are in alliance with the prohibition preachers. Their 
motives are different, but their devotion to the cause is the same. ThGir 
interests may not be identical, but they stand shoulder to shoulder against 
repeal of the Volstead Act. 

There must be something radically wrong with a principle-with any 
proposition in government, or society-which makes possible a union between 
prohibition preachers and grafting politicians, of forces, :advocates of tempL'l'· 
ance to make common cause with moonshineTs, and makes bl'Others in arms 
of church-workers and bootleggers. 

It all comes-this curse of prohibition-from trying to make a wrong 
principle right. The evil cannot be cured by •further or more idrastic legis~a
tion. 
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The idea that government should forfeit one man's liberty because of 
another man's act, is pr,ohibition, but it is wrong in principle. 'l'he idea that 
government should fix a standard for the weakling and compel the strong 
to adjust their habits, tastes and lives to such a standard, is prohibition, but 
it is not only wrong in principle, it is insane. 

The time has come to discard prohibition as a crazy experiment. The 
political party that frees America from the curse of prohibition will earn the 
everlasting gratitude of future generations. 

'' Brann 's Inconoclast '' 

• 



CHAPTER VIII 
Ideas 

Ideas ! Yes, they are the greatest thing in the world. It is r eally the 
only thing that ought to carry any person into prominence, office and wealth. 
They are possessed by the rich and the poor, the high and the low, alike-the 
'' 1open sesame'' to office. 

The Country is filled with men possessing ideas, especially the re;al 
politicians and reformers; th ey are thoroughly acquainted with machine 
methods as used by politicians almost anywhere; they always bring to the 
office an experience and ·an acquaintance with conditions that will peculiarily 
fit them for the office at any particular time, e·specially when well oiled 
machine politics must be ca rried out at any cost, and seemingly for no other 
reason than to get a good paying office, and to r ob a political party of its 
decency. Political E c<onomy to these idealists sounds like a "Fairy Tale". 

The reformers seem to . be suffering from a special Idea, known as 
" Paranoia ", they claim for themselves the right to dictate what the other 
fellow should eat, drink or otherwise do for the enjoyment of life or health, 
especially if the other fellow is not allowed by law -or ethics to prefix his 
name with "Dr.", or " Rev.", or " Prof. ", or is of different "br eed, creed, 
race ,or color"; they h-ave attained some of their aims, among which ar e (1) 
An army of idle men who are condemned to become useless, paupel'S •or per
haps criminals; (2) they have fostered and promoted a general contempt for 
law and ,order; (3) they have fostereidl and promoted added friction between 
capital and labor, with a further acerbation of the poor against the rich, whose 
wealth enables them tQ evade th.e entanglements and weight of prohibion laws; 
( 4) · they have fostered and promoted a disregard for Christ's examples and 
teachings, and exalted 1-s~amism; (5) they have fostered an army of blockade 
runners, contrabandists, moonshine distillers, home-brewer s, hyocrits, per
jurers, liars, and murid'ers; together with a brood of grafters, l egislative, and 
judicial buzzards, challenging every civilized government. They betrayed 
their political party, and with foul means they proceeded and succeeded to 
convince the candidates of the dominant political parties that the people in 
his district r eally demanded prohibition ; they deluged the legislators with 
letters, telegrams, press-clippings, pamphlets, and matters of all sorts calcu
l'ated to persuade them that their people at home desired and demandei 
prohibition; they made the legislators believe that if he oppo·ses prohibition 
they would go in his district and do their best to break him forever, and in 
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many cases they carried out their threats; by damnable means they entered 
into political fights solely for the purpose of defeating any man they could 
not control ; t hey riddled with concentrated barrage fire some particular 
per sons until they were removed as a factor against them-and why not 1 It 
is easier to change the mind of a few congressmen and stat e legislator than 

that of millions of people; hence they opposed a refer endmn to the people. 

By r eason of such actions we have become to be the worst ruled, controlled, 
dominated and ridicule•d p eople and nation on E arth, no longer a government 
of representatives by conviction and the vote of the majority, but a govern
ment by the opinion and duress of a small group of dominant men w:th 
despQtic propensities. 

T'o a well-balanc·ed observer of the psychology of Arch-reformers it looks 
like their idea}s emanate foam the schools of old-time Slave-Barons, and were 
transmitted to some of the American churches who mostly r epresent the cotton, 
sugar, oil, iron, beef, food, and other Trust-Barons of the present generation. 

The a sumptions of •our political prohibiti-onists, no doubt, will not cease 
with the elimination of wine, beer, and other liquors from the tables of the 
American workers, but will go on further, and we must be prepared to accept 
or reject the yok e of puritanism and slavery. 

Another great business " IDEA " was executed by our American Medical 
Ass·ociation (" Organized Medicine" ) who, n ot so long ago, and little by little, 
organized a model " Labor Union " with a special code of ethics borrowed 
from the Money Trust, the Industrial 'l'rust, the Newspaper Trust and the 
Labor Trust. 

Many of us r emember the time when " OrganizeidJ Medicine" had their 
little controversies about " Patent Medicine" manufacturers who made their 
profossion unreasonably unprofitable; their wonderful disc•overies and cures 
with the aid of "Serums ", which of course, k illed millions of their suffering 
patients; their little quarrels ·with Homeopaths, Hy dropaths, Osteopaths, and 
sometimes with r eal Allopaths, etc. Then came the Drug Acts, also a child bf 
their Bthics and especially enacted for this special " Organizd Medicine". 
Things were improving under such special measures, they had their meetings 
and exchanged J1d'eas for the improvement of the castes business; clear reader, 
ideas are great; they exchanged ideas with the Brethren from differ ent pro
hibition States, in which the Brethren were doing fine prescription business. 
'l'here always was a kind of inexplicable feeling of lassitude among 'the 
majority of the p eople in these dry States, which never could be stamped out, 
and Doc. so-and-so was the only one who could h elp. The prescription only 
cost a dollar and invariably read: Aqua Frumenti, }6 oz., Sic. two oz. at a time 
until relieved'. T'hi s idea ·was a great one. It was taken up at one of their 
meetings held June 6, 1917, when Dr. Charles Mayo had a resolution passed 
which read as follows:-
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Whereas; We believe, (they were not sure of it) that the use of alcoh'>l 
is detrimental to the Human Economy, and, 

Whereas; Its (alcohol ) use in therapeutics as a tonic or stimulant, or a 
food, has no special value; therefore be it 

Resolved; That the American Medical Association (Union) is opposed to 
the use of alcohol as a beverage ; and be it further 

Resolved; That the use of alcohol as a therapeutic agent should be further 
discouraged. 

Now get that; The Medical value of alcohol, as food, was known to the 
Babylonians, Phoenicians and Jews, probably in the days before history was 
written. 

Of course, such resolutions were welcome news to the political prohibi
tionists and Anti-Saloon Leaguers and the W. C. T. U. who found a new power
ful ally, they made good use of him, although not so long ago alcohol was 
recognized as a food by an English Court. 

But, what has an English Court to do with an American Union? (" Or
ganized Medicine") its ethics and interests. 

A programme was then adopted by this Medical Union which provided 
for the following principles: 

First-Control of Medical education and license to practice, by the State, 
inclu-ding suppression of independent opinion and conduct. (That is going 
some.) • 

Second--Compulsory publication of proprietary formulas, and control of 
the sales through physicians prescriptions. 

Third-Compulsory health insurance, or, in other words, a State subsidy 
for the "ORGANIZED lVr:EDl'CAL UNION". Of course, the Medical Union 
had to go in politics and elect some of their members as State L egislators, 
Here in Missouri (St. Louis ) we had Dr. Lutz, politician and---, all that 
was to be done was to control the Legislature, elect the Judges, and oil the 
machine right. ' ' Can any farmer or labor union beat it 1 ' ' 

Then the Life Insurance Corporations came forwa1:d with statistics on 
deaths from different diseases and causes; direct deaths from alcoholism were 
negligable and of little importance ( deaths from "gluttony" were far more), 
but they tried to make the people believe that many diseases and deaths 
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wer e to be charged directly to alcohol. Then came Prof. Dr. Fisk's book on 
alcohol, written for the benefit of some (Business Concerns) which of course, 
was endorsed by prominent members of the American Medical Association 
sitting on the Hygiene Reference Board of the Life Extension Institute 
(Rockefeller Institute ). 

Of course, the Anti-Saloon Leagu e, the sincer e Prohibitionists, the W. C. 
T. U. and the Ministerial Alliance took advantage of this formitable array of 
:financial possibilities, a propaganda in the shape of emotional literature and 
meetings, and an effective barrage fire on a highly re:-;pectable U. S. Senate 
and Congress 1--Result, the Eighteenth Amendment and the Volstead Act, 
the former now commonly understood as the '' Bastard Child of the Con
stitution.'' 

The members of "Organized l\Iedicine ", together with the allied national 
grafting unions are now r eaping the fruits of their immoral and avaricious 
selfishness, sanctioned by laws enacted by incompetent, or servile legislators, 
and approved by learned Courts. A littlP. statistical demonstration will give 
us an inside view of its viciousness and :financial possibilities. 

According to the official Directory of E . W. H ayes, of Detroit, Michigan, 
for 1922, on the number of Physicians, Druggists and Dentists in the U. S., 
we cull the following: 

There are 141,474 Physicians. If every Physician (according to the rules 
of the Prohibition Enforcement Bureau, at vVashin;:;ton, D . C.) is entitled to 
100 whiskey prescription permits each month, that will make 1,200 permits 
per year . 141,474 multiplied by 1,200 equals 169,4~8,800 prescriptions, ·@ 
$3.00 each, will give us a sum of $508,226,400, graft for Physicians,· each year. 

We have 45,052 Druggists in the U. S. who are supposed to fill these 
prescriptions. 169,408,800, (Pints) @ $3.00 per Pint, totals $508,226,400. Each 
Pint cost the Druggist on an average of $1.25. Deduct $1.25 cost from $3.00, 
leaves a profit of $1.75. 169,408,800 times $1.75 leaves a profit for the Druggist 
of $211,761,000. 

Of course, not all Physicians submit to the degrading of their profession 
to the level of a bartender, but we also must take in consideration that we 
have 43,135 Dentists in the U. S. They also use whisky as a powerful disin
fectant and-heart-stimulant before and after the pulling of a tooth. The 
P hysician -is now the Licensee, and t he Druggist, Bartender, and their com
bined revenue, profit or gr aft, amounts to $719,987,400 each year. Under such 
circumstances, it cannot be denied that prohibition is a success and very go0d 
thing for some of the people all over the Country. 
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Let us not forget that there is another formidable idea that enters in+,o 
consideration, it is t he idea of appropriations made by Congress for the pur
pose of enforcing the prohibition laws; $10,000,000 each year will not be 
enough to keep John Barleycorn from breaking through our blockade on 
land and sea, if things will go from bad to worse as it has been going of late ; 
·why not bring our army home from some of our peaceful possessions, who 
don 't need them, we know we need the boys right here at home; and if the 
present str ength should not suffice, why not let us r esor t to compulsory draft ; 
the fa1~mers and workers will eventually pay the bill anyhow 1 

But there is a ray of hope, a silver lining on the clouds of despair, our 
prohibitionists tell us that the fines and costs imposed upon lawbrealrnrs, 
together with the confiscation of liquors, moonshine, stills, accessories t her eof, 
wagons, automobiles, and the sequestration of other property will finally bring 
a happy end, but in truth, it is only an economic waste. 



CHAPTER IX 
Prohibition and the Farmer 

Those of us possessing an ounce of common sense perfectly understand 
that the farmers produce the main necessities to maintain life in the cities. 
Yet, the land which is the farmers paramount necessity, is gradually slipping 
away from him into the hands of the most unmerciful vampires of the species; 
he cannot dodge his taxes, for everything he possesses is visible; 
if he need money to help him bridge over a str eam of hard luck, he must pay 
an interest rate of from two to five per cent more than any other industry, 
and often in order to get money ,by loan, he must mortgage his coming w~eat, 
corn, and perhaps his live stock; his products are always manipulated by 
merchants and speculators, in such a way, that the real profit of the sale of 
his surplus products will seldom reach his j eans. 

Land speculation has broken out in virulent form, and this is one of the 
reasons why the farmers of Missouri are emigratin g to Canada (see govern
ment report of 1920 ). The craze to get rich without work is spreading 
tliroughout the Country; the bankers in the rural districts and the ·wealthy 
of the towns, together with some speculating ministers of the gospel, are tak
ing " fliers " in real estate. 

A few years ago our government abolished gambling by lotter y; bett.i:qr 
on a game of chance or even on stocks has little effect upon any but those 
directly taking part; whether stocks are up or do,vn the wheels of commerce 
go on just the same; but when the price of land goes up it means making 
homes more difficult to get for home builders, it means farms more difficult 
to get for farmers. When the price of land has advanced beyond the point 
at which farmers can buy, then the market breaks and prices come tumbling, 
bringing ruin in their wake to those who have put in their all, and face a 
mortgage foreclosure. This experience has r.ome to many men, many times, 
and always with the same results. Yet, the government paid little attention 
to this class of gambling. 

For the last fifty years has our government associated itself with a class 
of men to an extent that staggers the dullest immagination, after raising his 
corn, rye, grapes, plums, apples, etc., the farmer was not allowed by the 
government to make use of his own products as he saw fit, like other indus
tries, and to his advantage, he had to sell his products to speculators and 
gamblers who generally set the price at the grain exchanges of the Country, 
or at the provision exchanges; millions of bushels of corn and rye were 
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bought by the distillers to be converted into alcohol for beverage purposes; 
the government knew it but has sadly neglected its duties to protect public 
health and public morality. · Whenever the farmer needed a few gallons of 
whisky he had to buy it from the whisky trust, of which the government was 
the partner, receiving its share of the profit by way of excise tax ( oth er 
industries were not taxed likewise); the whisky trust got rich, and °th e 
farmers lost their farms . During all these years, millions of dollars wor th 
of surplus fruits. had to go to waste and rot on their farms. 

Now, the report of the bureau of statistics of Missouri, for 1920, shows 
that since the census of 1910, Missouri lost 1,250,000 fruit trees; what does 
this inean? It means a decline of the produr.ts of the farm; it means a gen
eral decrease in farm values; it means a loss to Missouri farmer of at l east 
$2,000,000 dollars each year, and this financial loss will increase each year i n 
proportion of the agricultural decay in our State, with a corresponding ratio 
of impoverished farmers. The laws governing the sustenance of a large 
population should never be interferred with for the purpose of protectin g 
special interests, but with due respect to the farmers' interests in order tcr. 
encourage agriculture, horticulture and viticulture as a most vital industry. 

It would have been a thousand times better for all of us if our repre~ 
sentatives at Washington and Jefferson City would have kicked these ·pro
hibition politicians and grafters out of their halls and leave this liquor 
business in the hands of the fa1;mers, where it naturally belongs, and allow 
the manufacture of alcohol made out of grain under strict government super 
vision of its manufacture and sale for art and scientific purposes only, and 
jmposing a severe punishment for transgressors of a law to this effect. Such 
a law would have been a powerful stimulant for farmers to raise more fruit 
trees, and use their surplus fruits for the manufacture· of liquors which ar e 
wholesome. Such liquors could be made by farmers during winter months, 
when the farmers are at leisure, and such liquors should never be taxed. ·with 
such policy, we would never have cheap whisky, for the reason that the price 
for such liquors would regulate itself on a basis of quality produced, by the 
competing farmers, and would help the farmers and all of us more than all 
the combined the·ories of our subsidiced medical profession, and other self
constituted guardians of public morals and health. 

Quite many of our farmers, all over the Country, are now making des
perate efforts to save themselves from bankruptcy, the paliative "Farm Loan_ 
Bank" will not cui·e the evils of which they suffer, but will aggravate th em. 

Diversified farming is the key to success on the farm, any farmer with 
a ,little sense kno,vs that; for instance, our Ozark region is a splendid r egion to 
raise fruit of all kinds, the grape 'is sadly neglected, yet,_ needs ver y lit tle 
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attention, the production of the gr ape fo r wine would become a natnrai indus
try, but with prohibition, th e farmers in t hat r egion will never see prosperity; 
prohibition will only bring desolation to their hom es . 

• The American people, of which its farms are the stock yarc1s for the 
recruiting of cities, and form the great maj ori ty of our population, have 
sold their liberties very cheap by allowing themselves to be hypnotized into 
the belief that prohibition is a good thing for t he Country, and espec ially for 
the farmer. The American farmer of today cannot claim t o have the same 
amount of ginger that the farmers in 1776 had. Not. mu ch, then they fought 
for their rights; they r efused to pay an exorbi tant tax on tea, etc. It SP,ems 
more that if the American farmer of today had been in existance in 1776, he 
would not only have paid the taxes, but would say '' 'l'hank you, George. 
Make it more next time. W e are willing." 

Farmers in our days do not seem to perceive their eunnin g and artful <lP
ceiver s, who constantly wh isper or thunder em·y and preju-dice into their ea1·s 
against the city folks on the stump and-sometimes in the churches. They don ·t 
seem to understand that a town or city is a great "institution," ( corporation ) 
but has li t tl e political power, a.nd functions chiefly in manufacturing and 
trading, and must be managed by business m en of thorough effi ciency and 
vision ; its workers must be at it every day from 8 to 10 hours on a continuous 
str etch; and as much for the benefit of those on th e farms as in other branches 
of human activity; now why this brutal decision to put t he worker s in the 
cities and towns under a special diet while t he workers at the farms can 
have their win e and cider in the state in which God Almi ghty intended it to be. 

"' ... "' "' "' 
An interesting effect of the prohibition amendment on certain lines of 

industry was disclosed by the census bureau at -w ashington, in announcing 
the value of malt and vinous liquors and alcoholic products manufactured 
in 1921 as compared with statistics for 1919 and 1914. 

Products of the three classification aggregated $155,596,000 in value in 
1921. In the pre-prohibition year of 1914, they were estimated at $665,546,000, 
and in 1919, the year in which national prohibition became effective, they 
were valued at $529,213,000. 

Manufacturers of malt liquors turned out non-intoxicating product~ 
valued at $122,050,000 in 1921. 'l'heir output in 1914 totaled $442,149,000, 
and in 1919 approximately $379,905,000. A total of 75,404 per sons were en
gaged in the industry in 1914, while last yea r , in 1922, the numbeT was 22,416. 
Practically 52,988 lost their jobs. 

Manufacturers of vinous liquors in 1921 totaled $4,747,000 in value. 
$17,454,000 in 1919, and $16,618,000 in 1914. 
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Manufacturing establishments en gaged primarely in the distillation of 
ethyl alcohol and other liquors, whether sold for industrial or medicinal u ses, 
or in a denatured form, reported products valued at $28,789,000 in 1921. Their 
output in 1914 was $206,770,.000, while in 1919 it totaled $31,854,000. 

'l'he prohibi tionists have accompli~hed their aim for the present, King 
Alco4ol has r eceived a stunning shock, thousands of men lost their employ
ment and thousands will follow; already the vV. C. 'r . U. has sounded the 
r eYeille for an attack on "King Nicotine" (tobacco), in 1924. 

These Christian Temperance ladies are Amazonant; with their acquired 
mobility and perseverance in battle against alcohol, t hey will likewise under
take the job against tobacco (provided their war-chest will permit the 
campaign.) 

Their propaganda shall begin with the children in the schools; these 
childr en shall be used to foster and promote discord and quarrel within 
their families, they shall make it clear to their fathers that they are making 
themselves guilty of an abominable and dirty manner of conduct if they 
smoke a cigar or a pipe, or if they indulge in chewing tobacco; and that they 
are not worthy of the love and affection of children. They will resort to for
aging in order to raise millions of dollars to fight this poison, and of course, 
old man Rockefeller, with his sympathetic heart will be approached for 
a contr ibution to a good cause, with a substantial check; as usual, a good 
deal of such money will be used for the welfare of children, their health and 
morals during their attendance at kindergartens and schools. And of what 
shall this furtherance consist 1 Dear reader, you would not gu ess it, but let 
us have it. "It consists of baiting and instigating a thrust against tobacco, in 
such a manner, that the children will be incited against their own fathers." 
The usual morals of the reformers are of a peculiar form, a gr eat many 
people never dreamed that these good Christian ladies were capable of play
ing such nasty tricks. Yet, it is the same weapon they used to bring about 
pr ohibition. 

As in t he campaign against alcohol, t hey already opened the battle in the 
Legislatures of Georgia and Utah, by introducing a bill making it a crime 
(felony ) to use tobacco in a:riy form, anywhere in the State; other States 
will be invaded as condition will permit. 

This struggle against tobacco, like the one against alcohol is a sign of 
the times. It will not cease with the elimination of whisky, wine and beer, or 
tobacco, which at present, seems to be a thorn in the side of these reformers 
and grafters; but will go on further, and wr must be prepared to accept, or 
reject, the yoke of absolut e slaYery. Are true AmP.ricans willing to accept 
and bear it 1 
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Perhaps those farmers and workers who 1mpported prohibition for certain 
selfish or other foolish reasons will now open their eyes; they can daily observe 
that tyranny will propagate, and will not stop short at prohibition of whisky 
and tobacco, but will keep on with their tyranny until all of our constitutional 
rights are neutralized, by morally rotten legislators and senile Courts, ob
sessed by the spirit of despotism. As liberty and equal rights loving citizens, 
we must organize public ma. s meetings dnring the coming years- and demand 
from our representatiYes in Congress a r efer endum on this burning question; 
the howl of the pack must not be taken as the voice of the people; a pitiable 
mob of grafters and bigots must not be allowed or permitted to destroy the 
moral code upon which our Country and its institutions were founded . 

W e are now in a period of after-war reconstruction; almost all of us 
had practical experience of what we may expect in the future if we throw 
our future into the hands of unpriciplecl professional politicians and 
scoundrels ; let us wake up and do our duty at the polls on election days. If 
"\-Ve love to have a government of the peopl e, a Democracy, then we must be 
prepared to give battle, at any time. Democracy, leavened with Christian 
moral principles, is something worth to fight and die for; it was the ideal of 
the fathers and founders of our government, and it is up to us to keep the 
purifying fires of their ideals a burning. 

The Republic of the "AGE OF REASON " now looks like ruin; what is 
the government of our present days as distinct from the Republic for which 
our fathers fought, bled and died for but a corrupt capitalism, crawling with 
worms and parasites (bribe-giver s and bribe-takers, defrauders of elections, 
etc. ) The t ime is now that we can ask the "Goddess of Liberty " have you 
filled full men's starved out souls? Have you brought freedom and peace on 
Earth ? What about a Republic that has rotted into a filthy Plutocracy in 
less than a hundred years? \-Vhich, in our clays, has most to do with shakels, 
the preacher or the politician 1 Who is making poison out of the blood of 
the martyrs of the Republic ? Can we say it is anything like the r eal sense 
in which we do say, that intolerance and rotten journalism make a poison out 
of the blood of the soldiers who bled and died for Democracy in the late war? 
Who, as a loyal citizen would dare to mutilate, rape and render impotent 
our time-honored Constitution ? 

The above evils are only some of the causes from which we are now 
suffering, if not corrected by the patriotic citizens of our Country, the Re
public through our own carelessness, will die. 

We have nine lawyer s as Supreme Judges of our Country, all human be
ings, subj ect to ''err'', a majority of nine is five, therefore one of these five 
lawyers decides, by constitutional proviso, the law of the Country, this might 
have been acceptable 134 years ago when we had only 3, 925,000 inhabitants ; 
today conditions are different. 

... 
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Tn the Declaration of Indepenedence, we read: '' All men are created 
equal, and are endowed by the Creator with e0rtain inalli enable rights; among 
these are life, liberty to enjoy the gains of men's labor and industry"; (and 
there are others), but these are some of the sovereign rights of the people; 
further on we read, '' to secure these things goYernments are instituted among 
men deriying their just power from the consent of the governed, and when 
a government does not confer this thing, it fails of its chief duty. " There 
is but one true meaning in the words "All men are created equal ", if it in
cludes Adam and Eve, Thomas Jefferson was right; if nol, 1\Ioses was right. 

The Tenth Amendment recognizes the inherent power of the people in 
these words, "The power not delegated to the United States by the Consti
tution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are r eserved to the States, r espective
ly, or to the people ". · The words "or to the people " implys the right of a 
referendum to the people, together with a reasonable discussion of its merits · 
(18th Amendment) or demerits as the majority of the people may decide by 
ballot. 

The Fourth Amendment to the constitution 1·eacls, thus: ' ' The right of 
the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no \\'arrant 
shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searr,hecl, and the persons or things 
to be seized." 

The Volstead Act provides for the enforcement of the 18th Amendment, 
thus: ' ' Any room , house, building, boat, vehicle, structure, or place where in
toxicating liquor is manufactured, sold, kept, or bartered in violation of this 
law is declared a public nuisance, and any persons found guilty of maintaining 
such a place, shall be guilty of a miscleamnor and upon conviction will be fined 
or liable to be fined, of not less than One Hundred Dollars or imprisonment of 
not more than a year, or both. " l<'urther, "It is unlawful to possess any prop
erty designed to manufacture liquor for sale in violation of the law, and no 
property right exists in uch property, search warrants may be issued and 
such property as a tub, a dipper, a bucket, a crock, etc., may be seized and the 
owner :fined, put in jail, or both.' ' 

It would be a good thing for every farmer to write to his Congressman 
for a copy of this Law, so he can see what kind of stock he raised; one-half 01: 

one per cent is the clanger line. Whither arc we going? 



CHAPTER X 
Chronology of Prohibition 

On November 13th, 1913, the Anti-Saloon League launched the campaign 
for the submission of National Prohibition to the Congress of the U. S. On 
December 22, 1914, th e Honse of the Sixty-third Congress failed to give the 
necessaL7 two-thirds ; but gaye a majority of vo tes in favor of the Am endment. 

On December 14, 1916, the Hou.-c Judiciary Committee, by a vote of 12 
to 7, r eported favorably th e proposed am endment; and on December the 16th, 
1916, the Senate Judiciary Committee, by vote of 13 to 3, r eported favorable 
the proposed Amendment. On August 1st, 1917, th e Senate, by Yote of 65 
fo 20, voted to submit the Am endment to States. 

D cember 17th, 1917, th e House, by vote of 282 to 128, yoted to submit 
the Amendment; not voting, 23. 

On D ecember 18th, ]917, because of differ ence in wording, the Senate 
passed the Resolu1ion of th e House, and, thus, " passed th e buck to the States". 

Tlw dates of ratifi cation of Prohibition Amendmen t herewith foll ow in 
numerical succession: 

Tn 1918 
1 l\Tississippi .......................... Jan, 8 
2 Virginia .................. ..... ... " 10 

3 K entncky ...................... .. " 14 
4 South Carolina ..... ... ...... " 23 
5. N. Dako1 a ...................... '' 25 
6 Maryland ................. ....... F eb. 13 
7 l\Iontana ............................ ' ' 19 
8 Texas ................................ Mar. 4 
9 Delaware .......................... " 18 

10 South Dakota . .............. ' ' 20 
11 Massachusetts ................ April 2 
12 Arizona ............................... May 22 
13 Georgia .............. .... ............ July 22 
14 Louisiana ......... ........... .... Aug. 3 
15 Florida ........................ ...... Dec. 14 

In 1919 
16 Michigan ....... ................. ... ... Jan. 2 

J 7 Oklahoma ............. .. ......... " 
18 Ohio .................... ........ ...... " 
J 9 'l'ennessee ............. .......... . " 
20 I daho ........ ................. .... . . " 
21 Maine ....... ... ........ ...... ....... . . " 
22 W est Virginia .............. .. '' 
23 Washington .... ...... .. .... ... . 
24 California ...................... .. '' 
25 Arkansas .......... ........ ..... . " 
26 Illinois ......... .. ....... .. ......... . 
27 Indiana .............. .......... ..... . 
28 K ansas ................ ....... .. ... . 
29 Nor th Carolina ... .......... . " 
30 Albarna .... ..... ...... .. .. .... ... . . 
31 Iowa ......... ... ............ ........ . 
32 Colorado ..... ..... .. .... .......... . 
33 Oregon ...... .......... ... ......... . " 
34 N' ew Hampshire .......... . . " 

7 
7 
8 
8 
8 
9 

13 
13 
1~ 
14 
14 
14 . 
14 
14 
15 
15 
15 
15 

• 
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35 Utah .. .. .. .... ................ ........ " 15 
36 Nebraska .. .... ...... ..... ....... . " 16 
37 Missouri ................ .... .... .. ... " 16 
38 Wyoming ................ ..... .... " 16 
39 Minnesota ...... ... ... ... ..... .... '' 17 
40 Wisconsin .. ..... ... .... .. ........ '' 17 
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41 New Mexico ........ ..... .... ... " 20 
42 Nevada .... ........ ............... .. .. " 21 
4:3 Vermont ............ ............... '' 29 

44 New York ············· ····· ·-··· " 29 
45 Pennsylvania .... ....... ........ l<' eb. 25 

Connecticut, New Jerse?, and Rhode Island haYe not ratifi ed. 

From December 5th, ] 917 on, memorials and petitions began, to reach the 
House, endorsing National Prohibition on the Judiciary Committre. The Old 
'l'imes Printers Association, of ,Chicago, Illinois, was the first organization, 
wl10, through Mr. l.,uller, of Illinois, memorized Congress (House ) in favor 
of prohibition; on the same clay also followed with petitions by the Free Bap
tist Church, of Island :F'alls, Maine; of the Women 's Auxiliary of the First 
Baptist Church, of Denver, Colorado; of Rev. J. J. Williams, pastor of Broad 
Street Baptist Church, Central Falls, Rhode Tsland; of Joseph A. Newton, of 
Pawtucket, Rhode Island; of Rev. Wm. J. Smith, and twenty-five others, of 
Burrilville, Rhod e Island. Also of congregation of th e l<-,irst United Presby
terian Church, of Los .Angeles, California; also petition of ninety Yoters, of 
Downey Precinct, California. Also a memorial of Epworth League of Firs~ 
Methodist Church , of Pomona, California ; one by the congregations of the 
Second Presbyterian Qhurch of Long Beach, California, one of Washington St. 
Methodist Sunday School , Pasadena, California ; also a protest of Protestant 
Churches, of Norwich, N. Y. , against waste of $]50,000,000 worth of food
stuffs in the manufacture of intoxicating liquors. A petition of members of 
the First Baptist Church, Staltsburg; voters of New Bethlehem and vicini.ly; 
Protestant Church of Clisner ; National Prohibition League of Foxburg; 
·women 's Christian Temperance Union, Apollo ; Women's Missionary .Society, 
Apollo; and letters from A. F. Deemer, Marion Foreign Center; Mrs. ~<\.mos 
Hiles, Oak Ridge ; G. W. Moody, Oak Ridge; Baptiste C. Scott; A. R. Hilty , J. 
II. Hartman; Frank B. Rumbaugh, Apollo. All in the State of Pem:1sylvania. 
On December 7th, (in the House), the American Reel Cross of Sandwich, Illin 
ois, also requested Prohibition. 

It also must be rem ember ed that during this Session of Congress, "\Vomen's 
Suffrage was a dominant question before the House. On December 17th, 1917, 
(Monday ) "see Congressional Record, Vol. 56, Part (I ) . 65th Congress." 
The vote of the United States Senators on the submission to the States for 
ratification of th e 18th Amendment, ( according to the Congressional RecorJ 
of August 1st, 1917, (Senate) , Page 5-666, Vol. 155, Part 6. 65th Congres,;, 1st 
Session) is recorded as follows: 

YEAS 
Ashurst , Hy_ Fountain, Arizona D: Beckham, J. Crepps Wickliffe, 
Bankhead, ,Tohn Hollis, Alabama D. Kentucky D. 
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Borah, Wm. Edgar, Idaho R. 
Nugent, John].<'., Idaho D. 
Uhamberlain, Geo. Earle, Oregon D. 
Colt, LeBaron Bradford, 

Rhode Islancl R 
Cummings, Albe1·t .13aird, lowa R. 
Curtis, Charles, Kansas R. 
l➔,ernald, Bert l\I., l\Iainc R. 
Fletcher, Duncan U ., Plorida D. 
l1'relinghuysen, Joseph S., New 

Jersey R. 
Gore, Thomas Pryor, Oklahoma D. 
Gronna, Asle, J·., N. Dakota R. 
Hale, .B'rederick, Maine R. 
Harding, Warren O ., Ohio R. 
Hollis, New Hampshire 
Johnson, Hiram W., California R. 
;I ones, Andrews A., New l\lexico D. 
Jones, Wesley L., Washington R. 
Kellogg, Frank B., l\linnesota R. 
Kendrick, John B., ·wyoming D. 
Kenyon, William S., Iowa R. 
King, Wm. H., Utah D. 
Kirby, William F., Arkansas D. 
Knox, Philander C., Pennsy. R. 

LaFollette, Robt. l\I., Wisconsin R. 
Mc·Cumber, Porter J., I • Dakota R. 
McKellar, Kenneth D., Tennessee D. 
foNary, Charles L., Oregon R. 

Martin, Thomas S., Virginia D. 
Meyers, Henry L., Montana D. 
Nelson, Knute, Minnesota R. 
New, Harry S., Indiana R. 
Newlands 
Norris, George W., Nebraska R. 

Overman, Leo S., N. Carolina D. 
Owen, Robert L., Oklahoma D. 
;page, 1Carroll S., Vermont R. 
Pittman, Key, Nevada D. 
Poindexter, }\files, Washington R. 
Ramsdell, Joseph, E., Louisiana D. 
Robinson, Joe T., Arkansas D. 
Shafroth, Colorado 
Sheppard, :Morris, Texas D. 

Sherman, Lawrence Y., Illinois R. 
Shields, John K., 'l'ennessee D. 
Simmons, :B.,urnifold M., N. Caro-

lina D. 
tlmith, Marcus A., Arizona D. 
tlmith, Hoke, Ueorgia D. 
Smith, Iichigan D. 
tlmith, Ellison D., S. Caroli-na D. 
Smoot, Reed, Utah R. 
Sterling, Thomas, 8. Dakota R. 
Stone, ·wm. Joel, lissomi D. 
Sutherland, Howard, ,r.r. Virginia R. 
Swanson, Claude A., Virginia D. 
Thompson, Kansas 
'l'rammel, Park, Plorida D. 
Vardaman, l\1ississi ppi 
Walsh, 'l'homas J., Iontana D. 
Watson, James E., Indiana R. 
"\V-illiams, John 8., lississippi D. 
"\Vollcott, Josiah 0 ., Delaware D. 

Total 65 

NEAS 

Brandegee, Frank B., Connecticut 
Broussard, Edwin S., Louisiana D. 
Calder, W. l\I., New York R. 
Culbertson, C.:harlQs A., Texas D. 
l<'rance, Joseph L., Maryland R. 
Gerry, Peter G., Rhode Island D. 
Hardwick, Georgia 
Hitchcock, Gilbert ~1.. Nebraska. D. 
I-lusting 
James, Kentucky 
Lewis, Illinoi. 
Lodge, Hy. Cabot, fassachusetts R. 
Penrose, Bois, Pennsylvania R. 
Phelan, Ja_mes D., California D. 
Pomercne, Ad lee, Ohio D. 
Reed, James A., l\Iissouri · D. 
Underwood, Oscar W., Alabama D. 
Wadsworth, Jas. vV., Jew York R. 
Warren, Francis E., Wyoming R. 
Weeks 

Total 20 
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JOT VOTING 

Dillingham, "\-Vm. P., Vermont 
Fall, Albert B., N ew lVIexico 
Gallinger, New Hampshire 
Goff 
Hughes 

H. 
R. 

Johnson, Edwin S., S: Dakota · · D . 
l\lcLean, Geo. P. , Connecticut R. 
Smith, Jbhn W., lVIaryland . D. 
Thomas, Chas. S., Colorado D. 
Tillman, S. Carolina 
Townsend, Chas. E ., l\lichigan · R. 

Total 11 

Members of 65th Congress (House) who Yoted for submission of the 18th 
Amendment, on December 17th, 1917, according to States: 

ALABAMA 
Henry Bascom Steagall 
"\Vm. Bacon Oliver 
John Lawson Burnett 
Edward B. Almon 
Wm. D. Bankhead 

ARIZONA 
C;irl Hayden 

ARKANSAS 
Tad H. Caraway 
-Wm. A. Oldfield 
John N. Tillman 
Otis Wingo 
Henderson lVI. Jacoway 

. Sam 1\1. Taylor 

CALIFORNIA 
John E. Raker 
John A. Elston 
Charles H. Randall 
Wm. K ettner 
Henry Z. Osborne 

COJJORADO 
Benjamin C. Hilliard 
Charles B. Timberlake 

· 1!Jdw. Keating 

CONNECTICUT 
None 

DELAWARE 
· Albert F: · Folk 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

D. 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D . 

_ L. D. 
L. R. 
L. P. 

D. 

L. D. 
:B'. R. 

D. 

L. D. 

FLORIDA 
He1:bert J. Drane 
Frank Clark 
Walter Kehoe 
,V m. J. Sears 

GEORGIA 
· James W. Overstreet 
Frank Park 
Charles R. Crisp 
Wm. C. Adamson 
1Vm. Schley Howard 
*,Tames W. ,Vise 
Gordon Lee 
Charles H. Brand 
'l'homas lVI. Bell (clerk) · 
"'(;arl Winson 
J. Randal Walker 
,Vm. W . Larsen 

IDAHO 
B11rton L . French 
Arldison T. Smith 

ILLINOIS 
Medill lVIcCormack 
vVm. W . Nelson 
George E. Foss 
Ira C. Copley 
Charles E. Fuller 
John C. lVIcKe_nzie 
Wm. J. Graham 
Edw. J . King 
Clifford Ireland 

L. D. 
L . D . 
L. D. 
L. D. 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D . 

-L. D. 
L : D. 
F. D. 
L. D. 

D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 
L. D . 

L. R. 
L. l). 

R. 
L . R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
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John A. Sterling 
Joseph G. Cannon 
Wm. B. McKinley (Banker ) 

L. R. 
L. R. 

R. 
Henry 'l' . Rainy L. R . 
L . E. Wheeler ( politician ) R. 
\ \Tm. A. Rodenberg 
l\Iartin D. Foster (l\I. D.) 
Thomas S. Williams 
Edw. E . Denison 

INDB.NA 
George K . Denton 
Oscar E. Bland 
Wm. E . Cox 
Lincoln Dixon 
Everet Sander s 
Richard N. Ellio tt 
l\Ierrill Moores 
Albert II. V estal 
Fred S. Purnell 
Wm. R. Wood 
Milton Kraus 
Louis W . Fairfi eld (editor ) 
Hy. A. Barnhart (editor ) 

IOWA 
Charles A. K ennedy 
Burton E . Sweet 
Gil N. Haugen (Poli tician ) 
James W . Good 
C. Wm. Ramseyer 
Cassius C. Dowell 
Horace M. Towner 
Vv m. R. Green 
Frank P . \Voocls 
George C. Scott 

KANSAS 

L. R. 
D. 

L. R . 
L. R. 

L. D. 
L . R. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L . R. 

R. 
D. 

R. 
L. R. 

R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L . R. 
L . R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 

Dan R. Anthony, Jr. L . R. 
Ed ward C . Little L . R. 
Phil. P. Campbell L. R. 
Dudley Doolittle L. R. 
Guy T. H elvering L. D. 
John R. Connelly (politician ) D. 
Jouett Shouse (farmer ) D . 
\ \Tm. A. Ayres L. D. 

KEXT CKY 
Allen W . Barkley 
David H. Kincheloe 
Robert Y . Thomas, Jr . 
Ben Johnson (politician ) 
Han vey H elm 
Wm. J . Fields 
,John W . Langley 
Caleb Powers 

LO UISIANA 
J. 'l'hos. \V-atkins 
Riley J . Wilson 
J ar ecl Y . Sanders 
James Benj . Aswell 

l\IAINE 
Loui B. "'oodall 
W allace H. Whi te 
J ohn A. Peters 
Ira G. H ersey 

l\IARYLAND 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L. R. 
L. R. 

L . D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 

D. 

R. 
L. B. 
L . R 
L. R . 

J esse D. Price (industrial ) 
l<'r ed N. Zihlman (glass wkr.) 

D. 
R. 

l\IASSAGHUSETTS 
Allen 'l'. Treadway (h 't 'lm 'n) R. 
Calvin D. Page (banker ) R. 
Freel W. Dallinger · L. R. 
Alvan T. Fuller (auto dealer ) 
Wm. H. Garter (mfg cotton gds )R. 
Richard Olney (wool dealer ) D. 

l\IICHIGAN 
J. M. C. Smith 
Edward L . Hamilton 
Ca rl E. Mapes 
Patrick H. K elley 
Louis C. Cramton 
Jos. W. Fordney (lumber ) 
J as. C. McLaughlin 
Gilbert A. Currie 
Frank D. Scott 
W. F. James (r eal estate) 

L . R. 
L . R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L . R. 

R. 
R. 

L . R. 
L. R. 

R. 
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Sydney Anderson 
F. F. Ellsworth 
Ernest Lundeen (editor ) 
Harold Knuston (editor ) 
Andrew J. Volstead 
Clarence B. Miller 
Halver Steenerson 
Thomas D. Schall 

l\IISSISSIPPI 
Ezekiel S. Candler 
Hubert D. Stephens 
Benjamine G. Humphreys 
Thomas Upton Sisson 
Wm. W . Venable 

L. R. 
L. R. 

R. 
R. 

L. R. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
L . R. 

L. D. 
L. D. 

D. 
D . 

L. D. 

Pat Harrison 
Percy E. Quin 
J as. W. Collier 

MISSOURI 

63 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

Wm. Waller Rucker (X ) L. D. 
Milton A. Romjur (X ) L. D. 
J . W. Alexander (X ) L. D. 

has. F . Booher L. D. 
Clement C. Dickinson (X ) L. D . 
W. P. Borland L. D. 

. W. Hamlin L. D. 
D. W. Shackleford L. D. 
W. L. Hensley L . D. 
J . J. Russell L . D . 
P. D. Decker L. D. 
Thos. L. Rubey (teacher ) (X ) D. 

On JJlonclay, July 14th, 1919, The Agricultural Bill, Veto ed by the 
Presiden t (Wilson) came up cmd was ca rriecl over the ueto . The ill iss
ow·i m embers who votecl for the Volst ead Act are i11clicatecl by X. 

IO~TANA Geo. R. Lunn (preacher ) D. 
John lVL Evans L. D. Bertrand H. Snell (clerk ) R. 
Jeanette Rankin L. R. Luther W. Mott (banker) R. 

NEBRASKA 
C. Frank Reavis L. R. 
C'has. ·o. Lobeck (preacher ) D. 
Charles H. Sloan L. R. 
A. C. Shallenberger 
foses P. Kinkaid 

NEW HAMPSIIJRE 
Sherman E . BurroughR 
Eward H. Wason 

NEW JERSEY 
Wm. J. Browning 
Elijah C. Hutchinson 

NEW 1EXICO 
"\¥ m. B. ·w alton 

N"EW YORK 
Fred C. Hicks 
Fred W. Rowe 
Edmnn<l Platt (editor ) 
,James S. Parker 

L. D. 
L. R. 

L . R. 
L. R. 

R. 
R. 

L. D. 

L. R. 
L. R. 

R. 
R. 

Norman Judd Gould R. 
Harry Ileyt, P ratt R. 
Archie D. Sanders (merchant) R. 
Chas. 1\'L Hamilton R. 

:&ORTH CAROLINA 
Claude Kitchen L . D. 
George E. Hood L. D. 
Chas. Manly Stodmau L. D. 
1,eonidas D. Robinson L. D. 
Robt. L. Doughton (farmer ) D. 
Edw. Y. Webb L. D. 
Zebulon Weaver L . D. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
John l\Iiller Baer (flax king ) 
George l\I. Young 
Patrick Dan Norton 

OHIO 
John S. Snook 
Chas. ,C. Kearns 
Simon D. Fess 

R. 
L. R. 

L. D. 
L. R. 
L. R. 
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Robert l\Iauck Switzer L . R. 
Cl ment Brumbaugh D. 
George White ( oiL) D. 
Roscoe C. lVIcCullough L . R. 
Wm. A. Ashbrook (editor ) D . 
Dav. A. Hollingsworth L . R. 
John G. Cooper (mechanic) R. 

OKLAHOMA 
Wm. W . Hastings 
Chas. D. Carter (merchant) 
Tom D. lVIcKeown 
Jos. B . 'l'hompson 
Scott Farris 
J as. V. lVIcClintic 
Dick Thompson l\lorgan 

OREGO:N 
Willis Cha tman Hawley 

· Nie J. Sinnot 

PE T~RYLVANIA 

L. D. 
D. 

L. D. 
D. 

L. D. 
D. 
R. 

L. R. 
L. R. 

P eter E. Costello t r eal est ) R. 
Geo. P. Darrow (insurance) R. 
Thos. S. Butler L. R. 
John R. F arr (publisher ) R. 
Louis D. lVIcFadden (banker) R. 
Edgar R. I<:iess (speculator ) R. 
Benj. K. Focht (publisher ) R. 
Aaron S . Krieder (shoe mcht ) R. 
John M. Rose L. R. 
A. R. Brodbeck (mer chant) D. 
Chas. H . Rowland (coal ) R. 
Edw. E . Robbins L . R. 
Bruce F. Sterling L . D. 

, H enry Vl. Temple ( preach er ) R. 
• Nathan L. Strong L . R. 
E a rl II. Beshlin L. R. 
1\1. C. K elly (publisher ) Incl 't 

RHODE ISLAND 
· v,,r alter R. Stines,' 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
· Ri chard Smith Wheley 
J as. F . Byrnes 

- Sam J . Nichols 

L . R. 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

·wm. F. Stevenson 
J . W . Ragsdale 
A. F. Lever 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
Chas. H. Dillon 
Royal <C . Johnson 

L . D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 

R. 
L. R. 

Harry L. Gandy (publisher ) D. 

TE:NNESSEE 

S. R. Sells (lumber) 
R. W. Austin 
J. Austin lVIoon 
Cordell Hull 
v\Trn. C. Houston 
Jos. W . Byrns 
Lemuel P Padgett 
Ted W. Sims 
Finis J . Garrett 
Hubert Fred Fisher 

TEXAS 

D. E. Garrett 
Eugene Black 
J a mes Young 
Sam Rayburn 
Hatton ·w. Sumner s 
Alex. W . Gr egg 
Tom Connally 
1\Iervin Jones 

UTAH 

Indept. 
L. R. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L . D . 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

lVIilton H . W elling (lVIorman ) D. 
Jas. H . lVIay L. D. 

VERlVIONT 
Porter II. Dale 

VIRGI rrA 

Wm. Atkinson Jones 
l<Jd w. E. Holland 
A. Jackson 1\Iontague 
Walt er A. Watson 
Edw. Wat ts Saunders 
Carter Glass (publisher ) 
Thos. ,¥'. Harrison 
Chas. C. Carlin 
Campb ell Bascom Slemp 
H enry Delaware Flood 

L. D. 

L. D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
L . D. 
L. D . 

D . 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L . D. 
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WASHI IGTON WISCONSI 
Linley H. Hadley L. R. H enry Allen Cooper R. 
Alber t J ohnson (editor ) R. John lVL Nelson R. 
William L. LaFollette R. John J. Esch L. R. 
C. C. Dill L. D. Edward E. Browne L. R. 

WEST VIRGINIA James A. Frear L. R. 
Geo . M. Bowers R. Irvine L. Lenrott L. R. 
Stuart F . Reed R. WYOMING 
H arry C. Woodyard R. 

Frank Wheeler Mondell L. R. Edw. Cooper L. R. 
Adam Brown Littlepage L. D. 

Territorial Delegates had no vote on the issue, but were gr :)at!.:r amused 
aL Uncle Sam 's dramati c show, by seeing hi1, main actors jumping- from 1 he 
frying pan into the fir e, seemingly unhurt and fire-proof. 

January 17th, 1920, Prohibition was in effect, and wiH forever be A 

disgraceful plot on the pages of our history and of this generation. 



CHAPTER XI 
Fiftheth General Assembly of Missouri 

. On January 15th, 1919, the following resolution for ratification of the 
18th Amendment was presented to the House and Senate, at J efferson City, 
Mo.: 

MEMBERS OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE MISSOURT 1.,EGISLA'l'URE 
CARE OF SPEAKERS: 

Resolutiun for Ratification 
Resolved: That while regretting thr fai lurr of t·Iw St·atc of l\[issorn·i to 

pass the State Constitutional Prohibition Arnenclmrnt , we do r ejoice wi t h 
prayer and thanksgiving oyer the many prohibition victories of the past year, 
and do most earnestly appeal to the members of both houses of our State 
Legislature to promptly ratify the nat ional constitutional prohibition Amend
ment, thereby placing Missouri in the honor li st with such other States having 
already ratified. 

Further resolved: That copies of this resolution be sent to the President 
of the Senate and Speaker of the House of the Missouri Legislature and to tl.e 
Public Press of St. Louis. 

(Signed) Women's Christian 'l'em perance Union of St. Louis, 

January 6th. 1919. 

Fannie D. Robb, President 
Sussie E. Ingalls, Vice-President 
Mrs. T. E. Hayward, J r ., Corresponding Sec. 
Corine E . Pratt, Recording Sec. 
Mrs. E. A. P . Hayes, Treasurer. 

AN AWFUL EXECUTIVE BLU, DER: When the 18th Amendment to 
the constitution of the United States came up for ratification by the 50th 
General Assembley of Missouri , Frederick D. Gardner was Governor; Wallace 
Crossley was Lieutenant Governor; Frank W . McCallister was Attorney Gen
eral, all three were Democrats ; when they were installed into office they took 
an oath to protect the Constitution of our State. Yet, not one of them raised 
his voice in protest against the violation of ARTICLE II, SEC'l'ION 3, of our 
State Constitution which reads thus: 
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LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT NOT TO BE IMP AIRED-That Missouri 
is a free and independent State, subject on ly to the Constitiution of the United 
States; and as the preservation of the States and the maintenance of their 
governments are necessary to an indestructible Union, and were intended to 
co-exist with it, the Legislature is no t authorized to adopt, nor will the people 
of this State ever assent to any amendment or chan ge of the Constitution of 
the United States which may in anywise impair the right of local self-govern
ment belonging to the people of this State. 

H ave they protected the constitutional rights of the people of Missouri 1 

SENATE 
On Thursday, J anuary 16th, 1919, Senator George W. Glick, of Mound 

City, Holt County, Mo., called up joint and concurrent resolution No . 1, rati
fying a proposed Amendment to the Constitution of United States of America. 

The resolution was declared passed by the following vote: 
YEAS 

NOTE-L. deuotes L awyer; D denotes Democrat; R denotes R e
J)llblica11; P denotes Fanner; E denotes Editor; and B denotes Banker. 
Senator, Chas. J. Belken R. Fredericktown Madison County 

· Wm. vV. Bowker L. D. Nevada Vernon 
Soloman E . Bronson L. R. Ozark Christian 
'Walter Brownlee B. D. Brookfield Linn 
Carter M. Burford L. D . Ellington Reynolds 
8. A. Cunningham L. D. 
Jesse J. Duncan L. D. 
George W. Glick F. D. 
Walter C. Goodson L. D. 
Howard Gray L. D. 
0. S. Harrir,,on L. D. 
R. Jl,L Livesay L. D. 
R. S. McClintic L. .D. 

11' . H. McCullough L. D . 
1I. A. McGruder L. D. 
Jas. W . McKnight L. D. 
Von Mayes L. D . 
0. A. Pickett F. R. 
L. E. Seneker L. R. 
DaY. W. Stark 
Clark B. Wix 

F. D. 
L. R. 

S. l\lI. Young L . R. 
There are 34 Senators. 

Eminence 
Silex 
Mound City 
Macon City 
Carthage 
Columbia 
Versailles 
Monroe City 
Edina 
Sedalia 
King City 
Hayti 
Trenton 
Mt. Vernon 
:West Line 
~pruce 
Hamilton 

Shannon 
Lincoln 

Holt 
Macon 
Jasper 
Boone 

Morgan 
Monroe 

Knox 
P ettis 

Gentr y 
Pemiscott 

Grundy 
Lawrence 

Cass 
Bates 

Caldwell 

Total Yeas ........................ .............. ............ .. ......................................................................................... 22 
Total Nays .................................................................................................................... .................... ........ 10 
Absence with leave, Senators Greene and Harris 2 

Total 34 

" 

" 
" 

" 

" 

" 
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HOUSE 

ln the House the vote stood as follows: 

Agee, S. W. 
Allee, W. Joe 
Allison, G. M. 
Babcock, Geo. W. 
Bailey, Walter E. 
Bales, D. L. 
Barry, R. A. 
Becker, Chas. U. 
Berry, Geo. W. 
Hlades, B. L. 
Booth, W. Henry 
Botts, W. W. 
Brooks, W. M. 
Brookshire, J . D. 
Brown, Thos. A. 
Buster . A. J . 
Campb ell, John Wm. 
Carpenter, Geo. H. 
Carrington, Francis M. 
Cave, Nick D. 
Chalfant, H. W . 
Chambers, Albert 
Chancellor, H. C,, Jr. 
Clapper, Jas. S. 
Clark, Albert M. 
Clay, Oliver C. 
Coon, Bryon 
Corbett, Sam. J . 
Cordry, L. M. 
Dawson, Robert D. 
Day, H . Clay 
Dixon, W. 0 . 
Dunlap, Fred L. 
Dyott, John C. 
Earl, A. J. 
Edwards, Casper 1\1 
Ely, A. Lee 
Evans, Chas. W. 
Farris, F. H . 
Fergu on, Chas. L. 
Foster, E. H. (minister) 

L. R. 
F. R. 

D. 
L. R. 
L . R. 
F. D. 
F. D. 
E. R. 
L. D. 
F. R. 

R. 
L. D. 

D. 
B. D. 

R. 
R. 

L. R. 
L. D. 
F . D. 
L. D. 
L. R. 
F . R. 
B. D . 
F. D. 
L. D. 
L. D. 
L . R. 
L. D. 

R. 
D. 
R. 
D . 

F . R. 
L. R. 

D. 
L. D. 

D. 
L. R. 
L. D. 
L. D. 

D. 

Linn 
'alifornia 

l::it. Joseph 
Poplar Bluff 
,Carthage 
Eminence 
Charleston 
Bolivar 
Hanna 
Minaola 
Buffalo 
:Mexico 
Centervi lle 
Diamond 
Melbourne 
Wheeling 
Stockton 

Osage County 
Moniteau 

Buchanan 

Broadway 
Fulton 

Butler 
Jasper 

Shannon 
Mississippi 

Polk 
Pulaski 

Montgomery 
Dallas 

Audrian 
Reynolds 

Newton 
Harrison 
Livingston 

Cedar 

Linn Cr eek 
Eldorado Springs 
Minden Mines 
Greentop 

Morgan 
Maries 

Callaway 
Camden 
St. Clair 

Barton 
Schuyler 

Ray Lawson 
fonticello 

Joplin 
Caruthersville 
Otterville 
New Madrid 

Anderson 
G-allatin 
Willow Springs 
Milo 
Malden 

Lewis 
Japser 

Pemiscott 
Cooper 

New Madrid 
W ebster 

McDonald 
Davies 
Howell 
Vernon 

Mountain Grove 
Rolla 

Dunklin 
Ralls 

Wright 
Phelps 
Ripley 

Dent 
Doniphan 
Salem 

" 

" 
" 
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Hackett, Ellis L . L. R. Sedalia Pettis " 
Hall, Villard P . F. D . Liberty Clay " 
Harwood, Sam. F . F . R. Rockbridge Ozark " 
Haynie, Edw. I-1. F . D. Marshall Saline 

,, 

Head, John W . F . D. Palmyra Marion 
Holbert, Wm. T. R. Ozark Christian 
Holcomb, Lyman F . R. Amazonia Andrew " 
Hopkins, Frank H . F . R. ,Vestboro Atchison " 
Hostetter, J eff D. L . D . Bowling Green Pike 
Houston, Clarence o. F . D . - Salisbury Chariton 
Howell, L . D. D. W est Plains Oregon 
Hubbard, W . A . F . R. .Marionville Lawrence 
Hunter, Oak L. D. J\foberly Randolph " 
Job, Wm. F. D. Nodaway " 
Jones, Frank B. R. Sta n!:i erry Gentry 

.Jones, McLain L. R. Springfield Greene " 
Jones, Elmer o. L . D . LaPlata Macon " 
Jones, C.H., M.D. D . Brunot Wayne " 
. Joyce, G. L . L . D . Bucklin Linn 
Keenan, D . M. D . Kansas City Jackson " 
Killiam, David Edw. L. D . Troy Lincoln 
J_,angley, Isom P. F . D. Laclede " 
t.Jr hr, John H. F . D . Ellsinore Carter " 
McCr ay, Millard F . F . R. Cowgill Caldwell 
i\1.cKay, J . S. R. Republic Knox 

,, 

M cl\Iillan, J. S. (contractor ) R. Republic Greene " 
J\lcMurray, Wesley M. F. D. Rutledge Scotland 
Maxey, H. 0. L. D . Butler Bates 
J\ l iles, Chas. H . E . R. Warsaw Benton 

Morgan, Jas. G. E. R. Unionville Putnam " 
Moyes, Geo. A . D. Union Star DeKalb 
~elson, Chas . . S. F . D. Cass 
Nevils, John B. (minister ) R Douglas 
Nickell, Joe F. R. Browning Sullivan 
): orman, F. M. F . D . Dexter Stoddard 
0 'Fallon, Sam L. L. R. Oregon Holt 

Pelts, Wm. S. L . R ~- Greenfield Dade " 
Powell, Truman S. Stone 
Posten , Jeff D . F. lJ Ronne Terre St. Francois 
Prewitt, J. Allen L . D . Independence Jackson " 
Sapp, Wm . H. L . D. Columbia Boone " 
Settle, Frank L. D. P latte City Platte " 
Shepard, Wm. T. F . D . Houston Texas " 
Shoemaker , E. L . F. D Plattsburg Clinton " 
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Shouse, Wilson L. (ins. ) D. Leonard Shelby 
Speer, Dasier J. R. Greenbrier Bollinger " 
Stephens, w. A.. F. n. vVarrensburg Johnson 
Todd, James · E. R Princeton l\'Iercer ,. 

Tolson, John Depew, Jr. F. n. .B'ayette Howard 
Viles, G. D. B. R. Norbone Carroll '' 
Waring, Guy H. R. W ebb ·City Jasper .( 

vVarren, D. F. L . H. Trenton Brundy " 
Watts, N. B. B. _[•. Fredericktown Madison 
vVeatherman, Jas. A. F. B. Forsyth Taney 
Webber, Oscar II. R. LaPlata Adair 
[Witaker, 0 . B. R. ·w eaubleau Hickory 
Whitecotton, W. E. L. · D. 1Paris Mom·oe 
Wilkinson, Frank C. L. D. Kansas City Jackson 
Williams, U el R. Crane Barry 
Willson, I. J. F. R. Farmnngton Clark 
Wilson, J as. IL L. D. Clinton Henry 
Wyman J.E. F. D. Grant City Worth 

CJ.'he House was composed of 143 members. 

Yeas ................................ .. ..... 104 
Nays .... ... ................. .. ............ 36 
Absent by leaYe ................. . 2 

TotaL ....... .............. 142 

A.nd the Speaker of the House143 

These representatives were divided among the following classes: Lawyers, 
50; Farmers, 30; Newspaper Editors, 4; Bankers, 4; the balance were Automo
bile Agents, Insurance Agents, Rubber Tire Agents, Railroad employees; a few 
country Merchants, a few Ministers of the Gospel, some Preachers and Dea
cons, a few Physicians, and the balance Politicians with ambitions. 

In the Senate, which is composed of 34 members, 21 were Lawyers. 
From the above facts one might deduct that the Legislature was well 
supplied with leaders and protectors of public morals, in order to k eep de
mocracy in clear navigable waters. Yet, the violation of Section 3, Article II, 
of the Constitution of Missouri, together with the violation of the oath of 
office taken by the members only six days before, b'y which they obligated 
themselves to uphold the Constitution of the United States and the Constitu
tion of the State, seemed to have been of very little importance to the minds of 
the legislators; they gave away the sovereign rights of the state and the rights 
of its people, cheap, very cheap. The State is no,v gradually sinking into the 
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quick-sand mires of political immoralities and corruption with its deadly mia:, 
ma tic effluvia; no longer a sovereign State, entitled to govern itself, but sub
ject to be governed by an assumptive bureaucracy. 

MISSOURI 'S UNTERRIFIED 

Our "Unterrified Democracy ", in Missouri, has given us a fine exhibition 
of its democratic training during the 52nd General Assembly, by passing 
Senate Bill ro. 124, now known as Prohibition Act of 1923. It is worth while 
that their names shall be recorded as the "MISSOURI IMMORTALS " , who 
Yoted for its enactment. 

In the Senate, according to the official roll call, we have; 

District Name Residence Occupation 
1. La Favor Parnell Merchant 
2. Ernest, James St. Joseph Lawyer 
3. Gordon, B. T. Liberty Lawyer 
4. Pickett, U. A. Trenton Farmer 
6. Brownlee, Walter Brookfield Banker 
8. Painter, W. R. Carrollton Journalist 

10. Cave, Nick T. Fulton Lawyer 
11. Hostetter, Jeff D. Bowling Green Lawyer 
12. l\licMurry, Wesley M.Rutledge Banker 
13. Whitecotton, Jas. H. Paris Lawyer 
14. Bagby, David Fayette Lawyer 
15. Collins, Wm. A. Sedalia Lawyer 
16. Snodgrass, Sam. M. Eldorado Springs Druugist-Physician 
] 7. Tout, B,. B. Archie Druggist-Minister 
18. Brunk, Larry Aurora Mine Operator 
]9, Bennett, Phil. A. Buffalo Editor 
20. Hamlin, Willard W . Springfield Lawyer 
21. Penzel E. E. Poplar Bluff Lawyer 
22. Cunningham, Sam.A.Cabool Lawyer 
23. Anderson, Tillman W. Commerce Farmer 
24. Farris, Frank H. Rolla Lawyer 
28. McCawley, A. L. Carthage Lawyer 

N. B.- D denotes Democrat ; R denotes Republican. 

Democrats 
Republicans 

Total 

15 
7 

22 

'l'otal yes 
Total No. 

'Total votes 

Party 
R. 
D. 
D. 
R. 
D. 
D. 
D: 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
R. 
D. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
D. 
R. 
D. 
D . 
D. 
D. 

22 
10 

32 
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Members of the House that voted for the Prohibition Act, according to 
the official Roll Call: 

Name 

Allison, E . W . 
A.rnstrong, James W. 

Bales, D. L. 
Barbour, Edw. A., Jr. 
Bell, Lewis B. 
Black, Redmon 
Botts, W.W. 

Bowman, Thos. K. 
Brumley, John D. 
Bulger, Miles 
Bush, Edwin G. 
Buster, A. J. 

Case, Monroe 
Cockrum, Leland V. 
Corwin, iC. B. 
Cottrell, Geo. G. 
Crawford, Al. J. 

Dale, Dick B. 
Doerner , Hans E. 
Donnelly, Phil. M. 
Drury, Fred H. 

Edwards, Caspar M. 

Freeland, Wm. E. 

Galloway, S. J. 
Goodnight, Chas. G. 
Grant, Emmet J. 

Hains, Robert L. 
Highleyman, S. L . 
Hopkins, Frank H. 

Howard, Albert 
Howell, Frank 
Hull, Lafayette 

Inglish, M. A. 

Jackson, J . A. 
Job, Wm. 

Johnson, Hiram C. 
Judson, Clayton 0. 

King, Lon 

County 

Maries 
Pulaski 

Shannon 
Green 
Ralls 
Iron 
Audrain 

Breene 
Miller 
Jack on 
Jackson 
Livingston 

vYebster 
Lewis 
Cole 
Barry 
Macon 

Ray 
Pemiscot 
Laclede 
Putnam 

Dunklin 

Taney 

Howell 
Jefferson 
Calloway 

Saline 
P ettis 
Atchi on 

Caldwell 
Lincoln 
Madison 

Moniteau 

Vernon 
Nodaway 

Address Occupation 

Safe Teacher 
Richland Banker 

Eminence Printer 
Springfield Lawyer 

Monroe City Farmer 
Shepard Farmer 
Mexico Lawyer 

Springfield Carpenter 
Tuscumbia Farmer 

Kansas City Merchant 
Kansas City Clerk 

Wheeling Banker 

Elkland Merchant 
LaBelle Phy ician 

J efferson City News Agent 
Shell Knob Preacher 

Atlanta Farmer 

Richmond Lawyer 
Steele Lawyer 

L ebanon Lawyer 
Unionville Farmer 

Malden Lawyer 

Forsyth Farmer, Editor 

W est Plains Farmer 
DeSoto Theatre Manager 

Bachelor Farmer 

Slater Banker 
Sedalia Retired 

W estboro Farmer 

Kingston Merchant 
Troy Lawyer 

Marquand Physician 

California F armer 

Harwood F armer 
Maryville Farmer 

St. Francois 
Buchanan 

Bismarck Insurance 
St. Joseph Civil Engineer 

Camden Linn Creek Merchant 

Party 

D . 

D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D . 

D . 
R. 
D. 
D . 
R. 

R. 
D. 
D . 
D. 
D. 

D. 
D. 
D. 
R. 

D. 

R. 

D. 
D. 
D. 

D. 
R. 
R. 

R. 
D. 
D . 

D. 

D . 
D . 

D . 
n . 
R. 

-



Lay, William R. 
Lehr, John H . 

1\IcClelland, D. V. 
.i\IcGregor , W. B. 
1\IcLaughin, C. T. 
McReynolds, Rober t 
l\Iartin, Robert 0 . 
Maxey, H erman 0 . 
Miller , G. H. 
Mitchell, Carl D. 
l\Iorrison, Allen D. 

N lson, Madison 

Oak, Hunter 
0 'Donnell, M. A. 

Peck, Wm. R. 
Pence, H arry R. 
P et er s, Garnett 1\I. 
Powell, R. W. 
Prichard, W m. M. 

Reid, Alex. 
Rign ey, Thos . X 
Rollins, James S. 
Honey, Tbos. J. 
Roy, Amos C. 
Russell, .J. H ., J r. 

Nt. Clair, I. T. 
Schnuck , John H . 
Severns, E. T. 
Rhelman, C. E . 
Rhelton, Fred C. 
Shoemaker , E . L. 

Smith, R. W. 
Smith, Mrs. Melcene 
Rt ivers, Geo . W. 
Summers, J ames S. 
Sutton, Chas. 
Rwier s, J . Dal 

Thiebaud, E dw. 
Tucker, ·wm. L. 
Turner , Rarah Lucill e 

VanCleave, .A . • J. 

Ward, G. E . 
Wl1itaker, 0 . R. 

Crawfor d 
Carter 

Adair 
Linn 
Wor th 
Knox 
Ripley 
Bates 
Oregon 
1\Iississippi 
Sullirnn 

Marion 

Randolph 
,Tackson 

Dent 
St. Clair 
Clay 
Stone 
Davies 

Harri,;on 
Gentry 
Boone 
Jasper 
Wright 
Johnson 

Steelville Lawyer 
Ellsinore Farmer 

Kiksville Farmer 
Brookfield Insurance 

Sheridan Farmer 
Knox City Physician 

aylor Farmer 
Butler Lawyer 

Gatewood 1\Ierchant 
East Pairie Insurance 
Green City Banker 

Palmyr a Farmer 

1\Ioberly Lawyer 
Kansas City Lawyer 

Salem Merchant 
Roscoe Merchant 

Liberty fnsurance 
Reed Springs Farmer 

Jameson Farmer 

Bethany 
Alban_v 

Columbia 
Webb City 

Mansfield 
Chilhowee 

Howard Fayette 

Minister 
Farmer 
Lawye1· 
Lawyer 
Real Estatr 
Farmer 

Teacher 
Farmer 
Farmrr 
Farmr1· 
Merheant 
Farmer 

Real FMatr 
Clerk 
P ublisher 

Cooper Boonville 
Dalas Buffalo 
DeKalb Cameron 
Srhuyler Queen City 
Clinton Plattshnrg 

.Jackson Kansas City 
Rt. Louis Co. U'v'sity City 
·wayne Piedmont 
,Tarkson 
Renolds 
C'hristian 

Barton 
Rtoddard 
.Jackson 

Henry 

.Tasper 
JTirkor:v 

Kansas 1City Lawyer 
Ellington Farmer 

Sparta Salesm11 n 

Lamar Farmm· 
Bloomfield Lawyer 

Kansas City Lawyer 

(;linton BankPr 

.Joplin 011tomPtrist 
Weanhle11u 'l'eachrr 
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R. 
D. 

D. 
D . 
R. 
D . 
D. 
D. 
D. 
D . 
D. 

D. 

D ., 

R. 

D . 
D. 
D . 
R. 
D . 

R 
D. 
D. 
D . 
D. 
D. 

D. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
D. 
D. 

R. 
D. 
n. 
R. 
R. 
R. 

R. 
D . 
D . 

D . 

D . 
R. 
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Whitecotton, W. E. 
Wilhite, Al":i n W. 
Williams, ,J. T. 
William s, .J osepi1 N. 
Wilson, J. vV. 

Winfrey, C. A. 
"\Visdom, Carroll 
Witty, Lee T. 
Wolcott, H . A. 
W ood, C. L . 

fate , Harry C. 
Young, Chas. A. 

Ionror Paris 
Cass Garden •City 
J\I orgc111 Ver sailles 
'L'rxas Licking-
C:rnnd~· Spri ckar,1 

J acki-o n Bn·knd 
Pike· Howl ing Green 
8cotland 1\rrmphis 
Jasper Carthagr 
Rhelb.1· Shelbina 

Buchanan St. Joseph 
Washington Cadet 

r otal Ye-; 93 
'l'ota 1 No. 12 

Total votes 105 
bsen 45 

Total 150 

La 11·:·<' r D. 
.Thlrrchant D. 
Farmer B. 
P'a n ner D. 
Ba nke r R. 

Banker D. 
F arm er D. 
Farmer D. 
:Miner D. 
l<'a t·mcr D. 
Banker D. 
Merchant R. 

N. B.- The absentees co 1111l cis vo li11_q agai11st 1hr 111 cnsu re at ony 
Roll Call. The reader -is olso 'invited to stvify the occwpa.t·ions of the 
members. 

From the foregoing we learn that the State Senate had 12 lawyer s, 2 
farmers, 2 bankers, 2 j ournalists, 1 merchant, 1 minister, druggist and phy
sician, 1 mine operator, and 1 druggist, all Yoted for it; and in the House of 
Representatives "·e had 32 farmers, 17 laywer s, 8 bankers, 9 merchants, 4 
insurance agents, 3 physicians, 2 preachers, 2 real estate agents and 1 news 
agent ; they all voted for the law. 

The farmer is being made the goat of this prohibition law. The lawyer s 
with the Rev. Shupp at the h ead drafted the law, the farmer, the lawyer, the 
banker, the real-estate agent, the merchant, the insurance agent, the physician, 
and the preacher votecl for it ; they made the Country dry. 

The farmer reserved to himself under these laws the right to make in
rlutsrial alcohol, but, the reYerend, oil agents, the bootleggers, the r eal estate 
agents, of which Rev. Shupp admitted t hat he is one of many r everends who 
ar e _speculating in Missi1,s ippi bottom land1,, d ictated the legislation, and 
wrote the regulations that will sencl the fa rmer, like any other one, to 
the penitentiary if he follows these very laws, and tlie bankers will get his 
form , t iH' r eal estate agent hi s commiss ion, the lawyer hi s fees, etc ., etc. 
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The farmer is now afraid to t r y to manufacture industrial alcohol; and 
while he can produce alcohol on the farm for about 8 to 9 cents a gallon, 
which is equivalent to and better for most purposes than gasoline, he 
loses the material that would make good alcohol, and rn ust go to the market 
and buy gasoline at 22 to 25 cents a gallon, an extremely high price. Now the 
farmer howlcs and wonders why prohibition does not help him to keep oul 
of debts. 

As long as the farmer lends 11i.s ears to smooth talking machines, land 
agents and speculators, crooked country lawyers, get-rich-quick schemer s, 
oily salvation peddlers and political party demagogues instead of minding hi s 
own farming business, as a farmer, so long will the farmer be the goat and 
Yictim of present days public moral corruptionists. 



CHAPTER XII 
Morality by Statute 

It is a sorr y outcome of our century and a half of existance, as an inde
pendent nation, proclaiming to the world the best possible method of proYiding 
for liberty under law, that we should now be pointed at as the law-breaking 
nation '' par excellence'' in the world. 

The theory that public morals can be improved by statutes " Laws" 
which fundamentaly constitute tyrannical infringements upon private rights 
of individuals, as the Eighteenth Amendment and Volstead Act does 
and which has been sanctioned by a bare majority of our Supreme 
Court, as a principle, is beyond the average human comprehension, 
with its experience since creation of governments. If the fathers 
who founded our government could know of it, it would make them 
rise from their graves. Through centuries a habit of obedience to the Ten 
Commandments has been built up (partially), but the 'l'en Commandments 
cannot be enforced, not even with all the armies in the world. Only the in
fluence of a sound education and true religion, if really believed in, would 
in time build up a spirit of obedience to the law which no possible system of 
1aw enforcement could bring about. 

Our Legislatures, both State and National, which are largely made up by 
would-be lawyers or semi-lawyers are the cause of our national disgrace. Their 
ruling passion is to make laws, laws and laws, and administratiYe orders. 
They have a decided taste for laws, they can eat them for breakfast, dinner 
and supper, every day in the week, and their constant appeal is to force, to 
what is called . police power of the State, and they can exercise it to a 
queen's taste. In less than fifty years these political lawyers made over sev
enty thousand laws, state and national, passed for our guidance and govern
ment; and this is the reason that we have so much lawlessness in our Country. 
They think that if once a law is enacted by the legislature and upheld by a 
competent court it must be the law. This is an illusion, it is only part of the 
law if general public opinion upholds them; there is a silent referendum in 
the minds and hearts of men on every important enactment by a legislature 
and on every important decision by a court which involves a fundamental 
principle of civil liberty. Without a favorable issue in that referendum, the 
law and the decision alike are written in water. Let us •not fo r get that law 
;s but one form, of many, of social control. 
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We have now two fundamental laws in our Uonstitution which perhaps 
in the future seem most likely to bring on an '' Argument um ad hominem' ', 
one of them proclaimed in 1870 the other in 1919. Although the American 
people, as a whole cannot escape responisbility for these two influences, which 
in part are due to passion, and never ending audacity of persons elected to 
make law. In form and fact, judged by the usual tests and standards, these 
two amendments are part of the organic law of the United States, with all 
the rights and authority which attach thereto. Nevertheless, they are not 
obeyed by large members of highly intelligent and morally sensitive people, 
and there is no likelyhood that they can ever be enforced, no matter at what 
expenditure of money, effort or other cost of infringement or neglect of 
other valid provisions of the same ·Constitution. 'l'he purpose of those who 
promoted these two amendments was excellent, but they did not stop to deal 
with the realities of politics and of public morals, particularly the last on.e, 
which stands under a cloud of having been leavened with the passion of envy 
and malice, and which never has been given a chance to be considered by the 
people for its approval. Its enactment and ratification, seemingly, will never 
be considered as begotten by public morality, or the will of a majority of the 
people. 

When the thirteenth amendment, abolished slavery, and when the four
teenth amendment provided for the reduction of the representation in Con
gress from any State which bridged the right of any citizen to vote, except 
for participation in rebellion or other crime, the matter might well have 
rested there. All that was needed was the courage and the public opi11ion to 
enforce the fourteenth amendment, and speP-dily the several States would have 
made provision for their own protection by which the intelligent colored 
man would have been permitted to vote. General Robert E. Lee himself test
ified in this spirit before the Reconstruction Committee of the Congress. The 
civil war had just ended, however, the passions ran high. Therefore the 
fifteenth amendment was proposed and ratified, and the right of suffrage was 
given a national basis and protected by a national guarantee. What has 
been the result 1 After a half century tbe colored man votes in those states 
where he voted when the fifteenth amendment was passed, but he rarely 
votes, and certainly does not freely participate in public life, in those states 
where he did not vote then. Every attempt to enforce the fourteenth or 
fifteenth amendment has been denounced as a force bill. Oddly enough, it 
has been so denounced by those very Senators and Representatives who will 
go to any length to enforce the provisions of the eighteenth amendment, they 
are the ones that furnish the oil to keep the fires of ill-will a-burning. 

The practical question is not, whether or not, the colored man should vote 
in the Southern States, but whether the American people will frankly face 
the problem presented by the nullification throughout a large part of the 
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land of a most important prov1s10n of the Constitution of the United States. 
Every one knows wha t politicial re:;ults follow from the failure to enfor ce 
the provisions of the fourteenth amendment, and from the skillful measures 
which have been enacted to escape its provisions without actually violating 
it. All this is a matter of history. No one in hi s senses wishes to overturn 
white governmen t in the Southern States; but eYCry one with the American 
spirit in his heart wishes fair pl ay and a fair chance for the color ed man, and 
the removal of any continuing cause of lawlessness which has its founda tion 
in the organic law itself. It is elementary that an individual or community 
may not defy law in one r espect without developing a ha bit of disregard for 
all law. If the American people stand idly by and see the f-ifteenth amcnu
ment unenforced and unenforceable because it runs counter to the intelligence 
and moral sense of large elements of the population, must they not either 
remove the offending cause from the law, or leave off bewai ling the lawless
ness to which its presence naturally leads 1 

The situation with r egard to the eighteenth amendment is even worse, 
because the r evolt is not confined to men and women of intelligence and moral 
sensitiveness in one section of the country alone, but is nationwide. It will 
not do to attempt to silence t hese persons by abuse, lies, or by catch-phrases 
from the Bible, for they dissent entirely from the gr ounds upon which the 
case for the eighteenth amendment was bu ilt up, an cl they r egard its pro
visions and those of the statutes based upon it as "a r ape", an immor al and 
a tyrannical invasion of their private life and per sonal conduct. 

The great majority of them have no possible interest in the liquor traffic, 
and they are perhaps without exception opposed to the American saloon. 
But th ey are also equally opposed to mal~ing the Constitution of the United 
States the instrument of a police regulation, orig inally r eserved to the States, 
and now affecting the entire country, and dealing not alone with matters of 
public inter est and public r eference, but with the most intimate details of 
personal and priYate life, including introducing food, drink and medical treat
ment. The moral sense, as well as the common sense, of Yery many people, is 
affronted by a policy which will expend millions of dollars of t he taxpayers ' 
money to be u sed by Czarist Russia and Spanish inquisitorial mrthods to en 
force one pr ovision of law, while others of far greater signifi cance and public 
importance are accorded conventional treatment or less. 

It will tartle many excellent people to hear the fo llowing sentences 
from the r ecent book of '' Outspoken Essays''; Second Series, written by the 
dean of St. Paul's Cathedral, London. rriie author, Dr. Inge, is one of the 
most learned and most eminent of English churchmen. " Suppose", says 
Dean Inge, "that the State has exceeded its rights by prohibiting some harm 
less act such as the consumption of a lcohol. Is smuggling, in such a case, 
morally justifiable ? I should say~ yes; the interference of tb e State in such 

.. 
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matters is a mere impertinence. Or, if one crosse.~ the Atlantic he may find 
with increasing frequency expr essions li k•~ t he ones unanimously expressed 
by a recent grand jury in Kings County, Ne \x. 1 ork, whose limits are identical 
with those of the community which ha,- Jong been known as the City of 
Churches. " Referring to the existing laws for t he enfo r cement of the eigh
teeth amendment, this grand jury expressed itse lf as fo ll ows; "' WhateYer 
may be our individual ideas upon the subject of tempera nce and prohibition, 
we believe that there can be no doubt but that this law tends to llebauch and 
corrupt the police force. It interferes with the liberty and private life of 
moral, law-abiding citizens. It even goes so far as to brand good men felons, 
because in their own conscience they desil'e to indulge in personal habits in 
which they see no harm. It has not checked t he misuse of intoxicating liquors, 
but it has seriously hampered their p r oper use. We feel that it can never 
be enforced, because it la ys down rul es of priYate conduct which are contrary 
to the intelligence and general morality of the community. Lt is a-n attempt 
by a body of our citizenship, thinking one way, to interfere with the private 
conduct of an other body, thinking an other way " . 

These ar e not expressions of lawlessness. 'J' bcy are a simple declaration 
of the fact that lawlessness is certain to fo llow from some types of law. 'rhe 
answer which is made is instant and resounding. v\Te nre told that th e eigl1 -
teenth amendment was adopted in accord ance with the proYisions of t·he Con
stitution itself, and that its validi ty as an amendment has been affi rm ed by 
the United States Supreme Co urt. '\Ve arc told then that all of t hose who dis
agree with its principles and purposes lrnve to do is to accept (lefeat, to r ec
ognize themselves as in the minorit~,, and to obey the law or 
leave the Country . Perhaps t his onght to be the case, but it 
is not. '!.'h e moral righ t is hi gher than the r ight of a rnajorit:v 
of Senator. and Congressmen who ne\'er inquired in to th r morn] 
standards of their electors or their moral convi ctions on the iss ue. \101· is a 
llecision of a majority of nine mortal men to be considere<l as t he acme of 
principle or moral law, nor were eYer any governm ent fo rmed for t he purpose 
of regulating each other 's habits or destruction, but always fo r their 111utual 
protection against t he enemies of the species. A majority is not always right, 
nor is its verdict always final; history is full of examples E,nd we perceive 
this truth almost every day in jury rooms of onr courts, or in other human 
activities. 

lf we have taken untenable and harmful positions in respect of securing 
suffrage for the color ed man, and in respect of promoting the cause of tem
perance and total abstinence, and in r emoving the abuse or nuisance of the 
American bar system; then we should be willing to retrace those steps and 
start into more practical paths, with vision and prudence to some particular 
provision of law which at least upholds general public consent. 
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We have r eached a distressing goal in the history of our Country, on 
many angles; we must learn to think and act differently, the time is right 
now, unfortunately there are not many men who are willing to take the lead 
and risk of being unpopular for the sake of being right. 

Much agitation and propaganda against the American saloon has been 
indulged in for the last few years, there was perhaps good reason for it; 
nevertheless if any immoralities existed it must be charged against the people 
themselves who generally favor party success on election clays in preference 
to quality oJ' man running on another ticket; they don't seem to understand 
that good government must be the cardinal issue and that good government 
can only be expected if they elect men to office whose record entitles them to 
consideration and support, it is folly to expect good law enforcement from 
strict party men, known to be good fellows. Every state and community has 
its police power, if :the people insist on its enforcement, there can not be any 
bad saloons. The truth is that the saloons at their worst were a great deal 
better than any of the present-clay substitutes that have grown up under 
prohibition, this is now admitted to be true by honest men anywhere; to argue 
upon recollections of what the thing was at its lowest and worst is just as 
sensible as arguing against Christianity on the ground that certain ministers 
and churchgoing people are notorious swine. 

The utterly vicious saloons were always relatively rare, even along water 
fronts, and a strict enforcement of the laws governing those places has always 
settled the question on short order, this has been proven on many occasions. 
The very existance of bad saloons, anywhere, was a proof, not that the saloon 
/Jer se was evil, but simply that it could be made evil by corrupt methods 
of politicians, and every sensible man knows that the poor man nevee eoL"
rupts politics. 

The well conducted saloon was a pubbc necessity, it was an exchange for 
the mental and social intercourse of the worker, "a club" where he often could 
meet better company than in the workshop or at some churches, in fact, it was 
a kind of school of ethics, education and refinement to which other avenues, 
to him, were barred. To put the blame on the saloon for such evils would 
be as sensible as blaming the Constitution of the United States as the evil 
which prompted Palmer, Burleston and many others to violate it. The 
normal saloon was not of evil influence in its neighborhood, it would 
not be tolerated, but in many respects a good influence, even for churches 
who fail to eject their hypocrites, snobs and scandal-mongers. 

A few years ago our interesting Governor of l\lissouri, m an address to 
the Brotherhood Club of the Presbyterian Church at Webster Groves, said, 
"If you disagree with the dry-law, go to the ballot box and not to your boot-
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!egger.'' The people of Missouri went to the ballot box on the question of 
prohibition on three different occasions, with telling effect; here is the r esult 
in figures taken from the official returns: 

1910 
Against prohibition ....... ........... 425,406 
For prohibition ......... .............. ... 207,281 

Majority againsL. .. ... .... .. 218,125 
1916 

Against pr ohibition ......... ...... ... 416,826 
For prohibition ..... ....................... 294,288 

Majority againsL. ......... .. 122,538 
1918 

Against prohibition ........ ... ....... 297,582 
For prohibition ........................ .. 2:23,618 

Majority against... ......... 73,964 

At the time the vote was taken in 1918, the members of the 1919 T .egisla
ture were elected. Against this pronounced majority, the m~mbers of t hat 
body voted to make Missouri one of the 36 States that voted the Country dry, 
In enough Counties and Senatorial Districts the legislators r efused to be guid
ed by the expressed will of their constituents and ratified the eighteenth 
amendment. W er e those fellows traitors, or highly and sensitive moralists? 
What ·was the reason and cause for such damnable action 1 Was there any 
graft in it Y Ther e were 49 lawyers members of that legislature, 21 in the 
Senate and 28 in the House, so far none was able--to give us a reasonable 
expla,nation as to how it came to pass. 

• I 



CHAPTER XIII 

Churches in Action 

J ournalism is one of the most modern of all professions, yet it has become 
th e greatest power, in the natural order, in all the world, unless we except the 
power of capital, which controls and abuses it. Because there is 
scar cely any illiteracy today in our Country, because present day 
papers contain something for everybody, everybody reads them. They 
are the one piece of literature in universal demand. Hence, it is safe 
t o declare that the journalist is more indispensible, in the estimate of the 
masses today, than any other person, not excepting preachers, who have dis
cover ed it and know how to take advantage of it. 

It is the view of the army of ex-clergym_en who are in possession of the 
best political jobs connected with prohibition enforcement that education 
will, in t ime, make for universal submission by the citizen to be regulated in 
his habits by the government. And in pursuance of this policy the budget of 
$9,000,000 or so, for 1923 expenses, includes a considerable sum for the employ
ment of press agents and public lecturers in addition to the daily lies put out 
from W ashington headquarters, narrating the progress of prohibition; many 
audiences thr oughout the Country will be exhorted to remain docile and law
abiding, unaware that those attending are paying the speaker with their taxes. 

It is the policy of the Prohibition department not to disclose the fact that 
th e lecturer is on the government payroll, ostensibly he is giving his time to 
uplif t humanity from pure love for his fellow-men. Propaganda is unques
t ionably a potent influence in forming public opinion, when intelligently di
r ected ; so much so, in fact, that the constant reiteration of an untruth may 
even in time be accepted as gospel. But, unless all of the avenues to correct 
infor mation are closed an ultimate disillusionment is sure to follow. New 
York's distinctive, if not most distinguished citizen, Mr. W . H . A nrforson; of 
Anti-Saloon League fame, ( or notoriety), made some very interesting state
ments in court. He frankly declared that the Anti-Saloon League had a voters 
list of between 300,000 and 400,000 names, supplied by Protestant members; 
t hat $250,000 was collected annually to cary oii the campaign; that ministers 
" t alked up" certain candidates from the pulpit; and, that voters lists were 
broadcasted. 



83 

To understand the full force of this statement, one must be familiar with 
the grossly hypocritical charge periodically launched against American Cath
olics, that they are laboring for a union of Church and State, a union which 
Protestants declare would be disastrous to the Country. A good deal obviously 
depends upon the ownership of the ox that is being gored. 

The Brooklyn Tablet in commenting on the statement in court, has this 
to say, "A more damning indictment of the union of Church and State, and of 
the Protestant Church in politics, was never given in the history of America. 
If Catholic priests, or a Catholic organization, ever attempted to put o .·er a 
political deal one-tenth as bold and brazen as someone has called it-a cry 
would be se,nt up that would rock the heavens." 

In the Post Dispatch, of January 30, 1923, we cull the following; "It was 
disclosed yesterday that John D. Rockefeller and hi son have ceased their 
contributions to the Anti-Saloon League, whose ew York superintendent, 
William H. Anderson, is under investigation by Acting-District Attorney 
Pecora in connection with his management of the organization\' finances.'' 

The importance of the Rockefeller defection, suspected for months, is 
almost greater in a moral, than in a financial sense from the fact that the 
~ockefeller contributions were in effect a certificate of character and in
fluenced giving by others, because of the well-known care with which the oil 
king and his son investigate every application for money. The actual amount 
they have given is not known, but John D. Rockefeller, Jr., is on record as 
stating that in 1918-19, he and his father gave the League $85,00fJ :mcl that their 
total contributions up to that time had been approximately $350,000. 
They contributed in 1919-20, 1920-21, and again last year. No contribu
tions had been made this year, and there is the best of authority for stating 
that none will be made. 

The actual break in friendly relations, synchronized with the dismissal 
of 0. B. Phillips from the L eague's services as a collector, the Rockefellers 
refusing appeals for more money later in the year, and in one way or another 
inve tigating the charges the former collector had made against Anderson. 
In the course of this investigation Raymond B. Fosdick, the Rockefeller at
torney, saw Anderson several times and the Rev, Dr. David J, Burrell, presi
dent of the L eague, by whom a report in writing on the "facts" was sub

mitted. Fosdick appeared yesterday before Pecora, who said Fosdick was en
tirely frank in telling what he knew about the League. 

/ 
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Fosdick, the last visitor of the day to the District Attorney':-; office, was 
closeted with Pecora an hour. P ecora declared he felt '' confident our inquiry 
meets with his approval". 

Miss Maude M. Odell, for twenty years Anderson's confidential aid and 
the person relied upon by him to break some of the charges against him by 
Phillips was also at the District Attorney 's office, and Pecora said she was 
proving "a most interesting witness". 

Anderson charged yesterday that Phillips had tried to sell the charges 
to the newspapers; that an afternoon paper was seeking to drive him out of 
the League and had attempted to coerce a member of his office staff into giv
ing testimony against him, using the Rev. Andrew B. Wood, former assistant 
superintendent of the League, for that purpose. Anderson, in return for a 
forty-eight hour respite, agreed to produce the account books of the League 
tomorrow. 

From the Wall Street Journal, under caption, "GOVERNMENT BY 
INTIMIDATION", we read:- Upon what is the strength of such irrespon
sible organizations as the Anti-Saloon League founded ? No one, except their 
salaried and interested defenders pretends that they represent more than a 
fraction of American public opinion. 

They are based solely and squarely for all practical and strategic pur
poses, upon the cowardice of the politicians. 

It is a question whether Anderson and the organization he represents, or 
the women in the passage of the suffrage amendment, were first in the field 
with a system which amounts to organized intimidation-, influence over the 
politician by personal pressure. Intimidation need not be exercised to extord 
money; it can be, as has been many times, used to influence votes where those 
votes will have the most effect, as, for instance, the election of Congr essmen 
and State legislators. 

These voluntary organizations maintaining expensive lobbies in Wash
ington, apart from effrontery and assurance-, developing into bluff, where 
necessary-, have a tangible asset in a system of card indexes. 'l'hey do not 
deal in generalities. So long as the politician votes dry his relation with his 
private boot-legger are not molested, although they are recorded where pos
sible, as a club to hold over him; this is despotism pure and simple, extolled 
by some Christian preachers and their ,Churches. The pity of it is, that so 
many good people and sympathizers with the temperance question of our 
Country have been separated from their money by scoundrels parading under 
the cloak of Christian endeavor. 
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The trouble with Prohibition is that it has not got and never will get 
the moral sanction to make it effective. Public opinion will back up the law r e
stricting and regulating the sale of intoxicants, but it does not follow it, for 
one thing, namely, in defining a beverage with an alcoholic content of one-half 
of one per cent of alcohol as intoxicating. ·when it comes to that, Public Opin
ion laughs, because that i contrary to its experience. Furthermore, public opin
ion shows as yet no particular fervor about achieving a total stoppage of alco
holic supplie from those who want them. No serious ::;tigma attaches to viola
tions of the Volstead law by private buyers. Fines and like embarassements 
may result, but not disrepute. A. good many fairly decent people seem to buy 
what they want, and do not conceal it. 

Moral sanction is the life of every law, if that life is lacking the individual 
and community does not feel itself bound to obey a law. Why is this moral 
sanction lacking in regard to the Volstead A.ct 1 'l'his question was asked 
the Reverend Dr. W. C. Shupp, superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League of 
Missouri, the answer came thus:- fJ3ecause a very large per centage of the 
American people are immoral, and cannot be made to obey a law, except by 
force. This, of course, is pure slander and false, the American people have 
always enjoyed the distinction of being a law-abiding orderly people. The 
great mass of the American people, whether native born or not, have a deep 
regard for the Constitution and the laws of the land. But, tb.ey have the 
deep seated feeling also, that the law proposed to them must be just and in 
consonance with the blessings of liberty and of the inalienable rights of men 
guaranteed by the Constitution; where these qualities are missing, moral sup
port of men is withheld, and the law ceases to be a law, mere bugaboo cannot 
scare free men into obedience and submission, especially when a law makes 
people unrulely and rebellious. 

Prohibition is an act of injustice because it imposes the duty of abstinence 
on all people, without any benfit to them, l>ut with a serious damage to many, 
no one but a fanatic will claim that the act of drinking a glass of wine or beer 
or even a glass of whisky is detrimental to the health or the morals of a normal 
man. 

A.h, my dear sir, will some hypocrit say, "Not the drinking of the damned 
stuff is prohibited, but the manufacture, sale, or t ransportation of intoxicating 
liquors within, the importation thereof into, or the exportation thereof from 
the nited States, and all territory subject to the jurisdiction thereof for 
beverage purposes is prohibited. True indeed, yet this very fact shows the 
prohibition act in its ugliest form. Those that can afford to get their wine 
or whisky (possession is not forbidden) may drink it without any qualms of 
conscience, except the possible qualms of the day after, but all others can not 
even get a cool can of beer that would refresh them after a hard day 's work 
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and that would give them strength. We ask, why not ?- and the answer 
comes-because they might get drunk. There is no one who hates drunkennet;,; 
more than the members of the Anti-Prohibition League, do; and it is for this 
reason that we have no sympathy with a law that really promotes drunken
ness under the guise of preventing it. Everybody, but the morally blind and 
deaf, knows this. The old drunkards are either dead, or drunkards still. The 
price of drinks is much higher, and the stuff ordered much more deadly than 
it ever was. The reason for this is :-There is no government supervision as 
to the purity of the product of the countless stills now in operation, thus leav
ing the responsibility for the wholesomeness of the wine, beer and whisky 
to one of two unknown individuals; there is, however, government espionage 
through practically irresponsible individuals over the manufacturers of the 
forbidden stuff that renders the business dangerous and the product itself 
costly. 

Prohibitionists have whined long enough about the poor family of the 
drunkard, being deprived of the necessaries of life by the greed of the round
bellied saloonkeeper. Let them now consider the sorrows of the families due 
to the moon-shiners and boot-leggers which the prohibitionists in their blind 
folly have created; they had a fair trial for the last three years but no one 
has perceived any improvements in public morals, nor have many churches 
been built with the money made by high salarier,. prohibition enforcement 
officers and their allies. Let them for a while consider (1) If preachers some
time go wrong. (2) If preachers sometimes have more than one wife. (3) If 
preachers sometimes are tried in court for stealing, holdup, robbery, or steal
ing some other man's wife. (4) If all laws made by church people and par
sons are good for the nation as a whole. (5) If Jesus Christ ever made civil 
laws for the people. (6) If the K. K. K. are the best members for any church. 
(7) If preachers who do go wrong that we should be governed by them in any 
way. Perhaps the consideration of the above paragraphs at church meetings 
will bring a better attendance to the present day churches. 



CHAPTER XIV 
Comments 

Chas. E. Chidsey, a judge at Pascagoula, Miss., in a letter to the Post
Dispatch, published on February 12th, 1923, writes:- Sir: On January 1, 
1923, I tried two young white girls-natives of the vicinity-ages 13 and 17. 
for transporting liquor. I suspended sentence to permit their mother to take 
them to a distant point where they may have an opportunity to redeem th em
selves. Both of them were infected with social diseases. On January 2nd, 
1923, two white boy tramps, ages 15 and 17, were brought before me. They 
were intoxicated when arrested and had the remnants of a bottle of whisky in 
their possession. The officer requested that they be tried only for vagrancy 
to which I consented. While these trials were going on ir: the Ct,urth ouse 
prohibition propagandists in the streets were prr,cJaiming the great rncecss 
of the Volstead Act in saving the young from vice and intoxication-sayiEg 
that when the "old booze heads died out the young would not know the taste 
of intoxicating liquor ". Several months ago I called the attention of a p r o
hibitionists to this matter, and he replied, rather testily, "There is no truth 
in this. It is only propaganda to discredit prohibition.'' Now, I wish t o 
place myself on record as saying that when prohibitionists claim that prohibi
tion is saving the young they lie, and they know they are lying. 

To have sent the two young girls I mentioned to the chain gang among 
negroes and hardened criminals would have been to send them to a living hell. 
The "goodly" in their "moral legislation " have made no provision for the 
youthful boot-legger, always proclaiming that under prohibition vice and 
crime would cease to exist. 

My course with these children is very reprehensible for a judge, but I 
have no apologies to make. In this section of the Country, at least wh er e 
ever you find a prohibitionist you will find one who is openly in sympathy 
with the K. K. K. and its terrorism-tar and feathers, midnight whippings 
and kidnapping-though they disclaim a.ar symrn.: hy with assassination. They 
all protest that the crimes charged against the men at Mer-Rouge were not 
done by the members of that order, but by t•llt:,;_der-, who seek to place the 
blame upon the ~- K. K. and that the greater part of the stories told of th e 
doings of the K. K. K. is mere fiction invented by newspapers to discr edit 
that order. 
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Now, I am not as simple as to undertake the job of whitewashing the 
daily press-I fear the world's supply of whitewash would run out; but to 
charge the story of K. K. K. horrors to the imagination of newspaper reporters 
is rediculous. It is giving the newspaper men credit for more inventive genius 
than they possess. The most vivid imagination among all the star reporters of 
the nation could not invent such chapters of horrors and make them appear 
creditable. 

I have several ti!lles remarked in public print that alike always produces 
a like effect. To find a parallel to conditions as they exist today we must hark 
back 400 years to 1552, when Joseph Munzer started in Bohemia and Thuringen 
his reformation. This terminated in "Peasants' War" which devastated 
Germany and ended in fire and blood. It was the teaching of Munzer that 
the "ungodly" had no right to live longer than the "godly" would permit. 
The . ungodly were those who did not accept the teaching of Munzer and his 
disciples. Poor Munzer perished miserably when he fell into the hands of 
his enemies at the age of 27. 

In 1922 we find preachers of the gospel and '' great editors'' proclaiming 
from press and pulpit t!iat the doctrine that man has any persor.al liberty 
is all bunk: That the old common law doctrine that '' every man's house 1s 
his castle" is bunk (the same doctrine taught by Munzer and Rousseau), and 
along with this we have men and women taken out of their homes, tarred 
and feathered and subjected to cruel whippings and assassination by masked 
men who proclaim that their victims are "ungodly" and that they themselves 
are the "godly" and have a right to inflict such punishment as they see fit 
upon those whose public or private conduct they did not approve. Can 

a ' • d:f~erence be:"·een the t eachings of the "godly" of 
_,.,__,,_~ c.. - ~ .lie · ..,u~•.r 0 .1. .1., .. _ '/ .d .,o, will you be so kind as to tell me what 
it is 7 

We have been living in an era of "excessive repression", an era of moral 
idiocy. The reaction that must come must be equally as great. As Lord 
Macauley expresses it, "An age of vice must always follow an age of hypoc
ricy". The thought of what will follow the debauchery of public and private 
life by the moral and political charlatans who are responsible for the con
ditions of the day must make a thoughful man shudder with horror when he 
thinks of it. Those of us who saw the coming of the evil and warned against 
it might feel some gratification of the realization of their predictions were it 
not for 

"The pity of it, Iago, the pity of it". 
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The ew York World of October 29th, 1919, comments on the action of 
Congress in repassing the prohibition enforcement bill over President Wilson 's 
veto, as follows: While the House of Representatives were passing the pro
hibition enforcement bill over the veto of the President, Judge Walter Evans 
of the United States District Court in Louisville, Ky., was ruling that the 
war-time prohibition act violates the fifth amendment in that it takes private 
property without just compensation. 

That the act confiscates private property cannot be denied, but Congress 
has n ever shown any concern about the question. 'l'he manner in which the 
House over-rode the President's veto was characteristic of its attitude toward 
the whole issue of prohibition. Out of a total of 435 members only 231 were 
present, barely a quorum. Ther e was no debate . There was no discussion of 
the President's reason for vetoing the act ; there was no consideration of con
sequences. The prohibition lobby ordered the bill passed over the President 's 
veto and the House promptly obeyed. The 176 members who voted to over
rule the veto compr ising only 40 per cent of the entire membership. 

In the same fashion the bill was disposed of yesterday by the Senate, by 
a vote of 65 to 27. 

Members of the House and Senate are fo r ever assailing the Bolsheviki 
fo r doctrines that are subversive of property rights and human liberty ; but 
no Bolshevism is more contemptuous of proper ty right and personal liberty 
than a Congressman who is carrying out the mandate of the Anti-Saloon 
League. Nor is any labor leader anywhere more arbitrary in his abuse of 
power than this Congress. 

In the case of war-time prohibition it is defiant of truth and justice and 
property rights. It has made its will law because it knows that ther e can be 
no final decision from the United States Supreme Court before the eighteenth 
amendment takes effect, and hence victims of war-time prohibition can have 
no redress . 

The St. Louis Star, on March 30, 1922, has this to say:- It has long been 
known that news t ravels slowly between the various bureaus and departments 

at Washington, but it comes somewhat as a surprise to learn that the bureau 
of fisheries has not yet h eard_ of the passage of Amendment No. 18 and its 
corollary, the Volstead Act. vVe must assume that it hasn 't, else how can we 
explain the r ecent booklet of r ecipes issued from its office for the purpose of 
developing a taste in sea food among the American people 1 Recipe 
No. 23 in the bureau's "economic circular No. 18, revised" deals 
with sherried oysters and admonishes the house-wife to add two tablespoons 
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full of BRANDY to giYe it flavor. Recipe No . 14 in the same ingenuous booklet 
tells how to prepare oysters a la Newburg, which we learn is a rather flat dish 
unless two tablespoons of sherry wine are added to the concotion. 

The circular explains where the oysters may be obtained, but is silent 
on the wher eabouts of the sherry and the brandy. Perhaps the bureau intends 
these r ecipes only for homes where the "private stock" is as yet unexhausted. 
Hasn 't the bureau violated the Volstead Act by prescribing liquor without 
having a medical license? This is something- for Wayne B. Wheeler to look 
into. 

MORAL REFORM THROUGH POLITICAL AGITA'l'ION 
The following editorial from the Chicago Tribune is worth chronicling. 

Says the editor:- Strict Sabbatarianism seems to be organizing in a very 
comprehensive way in all parts of the Country. The Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts 
of the International Reform Bureau, an active lobbyist and propagandist at 
Washington, is in the foreground, but the principal agency seems to be the 
Lord 's Day Alliance, whose secretar y is the Rev. Harry Bowlby_ Rev. Bowlby 
was quoted to the following effect : "vVe are well :financed. Our lobby at 
Washington will be an effective and experienced one. We shall work in every 
congressional district.in every State. We shall agitate and spread propaganda 
and cause voters to write unceasingly to their representatives; who cares to 
stay in W ashington and Congress will dare r efuse to vote for our measures 1 
These w ere the methods used by the Anti-Saloon League, and th ey were 
effective.'' 

A hint of easy and rapid organization is herein given. The men and 
women who had employment in the prohibition movement find that occupation 
gone, but the sabbatarian movement can take them oYer and make use of 
their skill and experience. '' 'l'he spirit of the movement seems to be expr essed 
in the interview with the Rev. Bowlby alrean.y quoted. Here is the program 
as reported in the Ledger interview." 

"We propose to pass no blue laws. There are no such things as blue 
laws-never were. And we don't propose to legislate people into church. We 
propose, by legislation, to make it easier for people to go to church. In othp~• 
words, we shall try to clo e the base-ball parks, the golf links, the motion 
picture and other theaters, the concert halls, the amusement parks, the bath
ing beaches, and so on. We shall fight all amusements where an admission 
fee is charged. We shall oppose golf, tennis, baseball, footb all, and othel· 
sports, even if purely amateur and void of :financial cost to those watching or 
taking part, because they s<>.t bad examples for children who might otherwise 
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be content to go to Sunday School. We shall see to restrict the sale of gaso-
1 ine for pleasure automobiles, and urge other measures that will stop f-\unday 
automobiling and joy riding. This will not bring the old fashioned horse and 
buggy back, because we believe that the Lord's day should be a day of rest 
for man and beast. Excursion steamer rides on Sunday will be opposed by 
us on the ground that they are unnecessary to the moral welfare of Christian 
.America." We also learn that the Rev. Bowlby sees no reason why public 
libraries or art galleries should remain open on Sunday, and not only are 
Sunday newspapers to be abolished, but we shall seek to establish a censorshir, 
over the stuff that gets into them on other days. 

The reader who is inclined to smile at this as a futile fanaticism is not 
wise. There is a very large part of our population which does not have a•.-icess 
to Sunday recreations, newspapers, libraries and art galleries. In rmal di~
tricts and small towns, this is the case where traditions and moral conceptions 
of what is wholesome and permisible are slowly yielding to modern necessities. 
Men are usually willing to prohibit to others what they do not care for them
selves, and it is easy to rouse our moral enthusiasm for imposing upon our 
neighbors a code which is satisfactory to us. Respect for freedom of conscience 
has not marked our history at all times since the men and women who left 
England in the seventeenth century for the freedom to worship in their owu 
way, persecuted those within their gates who asked no more than the same 
freedom. One would think that freedom of conscience needs no defence in 
.Americ_a in our day, but it does, and the Sabbatarian movement proves it. 
That defence cannot be allowed to rest with the public intelligence; it needs 
as thorough organization and as active propaganda as Sabbatarianism is em
ploying. 

Rabbi Thurman addressed his congregation at the United Hebrew Temple, 
St. Louis, on the suject, "Does the world need a new decalogue¥" Extracts 
from his address follow: The Decalogue or '' Ten Commandments'' has been, 
is and no doubt will be for many centuries to come, the basic law of civiliza
tion, but attracts little or no attention until violated. "No matter of what 
we may believe as to the origin of the Decalogue, whether it was r evealed to 
Moses on Sinai, or whether it was the careful and deliberate codification by 
wise men of laws, based upon the experience of what was most best and safest 
for the conduct of men and society; the truth is that no code of laws has as 
yet been discovered which excels or equals it, either in conscience of form or 
in comprehensiveness of content. ' ' How can the world be in need of a new 
Decalogue, when it has not fully tried out, practiced or lived up to the old one 1 
Indeed civilization would have to retrace every step that it has made in its 
progress if it were either to abolish the Decalogue or weaken it by loose and 
exotic interpretations. 
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"Whatever laws or statutes men have enacted or may establish, th<:: 
Decalogue is the foundation stone of social justice and righteousness, of moral
ity and social stability. And no step in the direction of progress has been 
made, or can be made, without t he Decalogue as the chief guide and law of 
life.'' We say, amen. 

Now comes Mr. Albert D. Lasker, President of the United States Shipping 
Board, on October 20, 1922, at a banquet in the Drake Hotel at Chicag0, anJ 
says:- " I can prove that Attorney General Daugh erty is the greatest law
maker of all times. Moses only made the red sea dr y . Daugherty made prac
tically all seas dry, at least for American ships; we only deceive ourselves to 
think that America rules the world. I plead with you to help get America 
out of the morass of prohibition. America owns One thousand five hundred 
steel ships that cost billions. They are operated by the government at a loss 
of $50,000,000 dollars a year. Passenger ships without passengers are costl.f 
jolrns .......... ..... , .... .. ......... .. .... Tyranny and hypocricy are costly policies, our fan-
atical prohibition laws ar e costly, not only in money, but in morals, shipping 
failures, character deterioration and disrespect for laws. 

* * * * * 
Bishop Tuttle, of Christ's Church Cathedral, St. Louis, on his eightieth 

birthday, was asked what he thought of prohibition. Here is his answer:
Prohibition, as I understand it, deems it a sin to make liquor or to sell liquor. 
It does not seem to me that the sin lies there. Nor does it lie in drinking liquor. 
But it lies in drinking to excess. 

* * * * * 
We cull from the Chicago Tribune :- The Board of Temperance, Prohibi

tion and Public Morals of the 1\Iethodist Episcopal Church has issued a state
ment at Washington demanding that the United States seize the rum-runners 
lying outside American waters. "The only thing to do", the Board said, "is 
to detail United States destroyers to round up these ships, bring them to 
port and confiscate ships and cargoes, jail every man found on board them.'' 
It adds that if international law forbids this the United States should change 
the law " within the next few hours". (That is a large order. ) Many of the 
ships are British. Much of the property is British. Many of the rum-runners 
are British subject. They are out in the waters which the United States does 
not control. The quick way of dealing with them is of course, to ignore inter
national law, to act as a lawless nation ; to undertake piracy, and to seize the 
ships. That is a quick way to get British battleships off the American coast 
instead of rum-ships. We have never heard of Great Britian being indifferent 
to the rights of British subj ects on the seas. They urge lawlessness and in
vite war. They proceed from indifference to per sonal rights to indifference 
to national rights. When they have an object to attain their r egard for law.a; 
and the rights of others stop. They complain of disrespect for law and r.re 
the first to put law aside. They ar e responsible for a condition which permits 
a person to be punished twice for one crime. They are r esponsible for the 
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theory that wet communities should be disfranchised. They would violate 
sea laws. They promote pacificism in the United States and would destroy 
the army and navy, but are willing to have the country go to war as a law
breaker. · (Fanaticism is blind. ) 

THE PHARISEES 
In the Post-Dispatch, of April 10, 1923, we r ead :- To the Editor of the 

Post-Dispatch. INTOLLERANCE ! This is prohibition. A self-appointed 
faction proceeding from a false philosophy of life and a visionary syste~ of 
ethics, has elected to say " Thou shalt not". 'l'hey are utterly incapable of 
comprehending the rights of others. They will tell you, " We have incorpor
ated prohibition into the Constitution and now you ha Ye to obey." If they 
quote scriptures they select only those which enj oin drunkenness and avoid 
those which sanction the use of wine. They eschew any plea for temperance and 
moderation. They are so immoderate in themselves that temperance to them 
means only total abstinance. Yet, they cannot and will not toler ate the in
diyidual, his rights or liberty to be a total abstainer, or a temperate user of 
alcoholic beverages. They are like the Pharisees of old-the same element 
that said to Christ " Behold! H e comet as a wine-biber and glutton, drinking 
and eating." 

With prohibition we have as much or more crime, and the appeals of 
various charities are greater than before, but they will no t admit it. Un
biased statistics will prove this. 'rhey will cite an empty jail in a remote 
town as evidence of the effect of prohibition, but they will ignore an adjoining 
town 's jail that has more than its quota of felons. Truly, prohibition is the 
height of intolerance. Like begets like. What must be the feeling of those 
who cherished fairness, personal liberty, individual rights, and ,vho are thus 
involuntarily coer ced into accepting t he guardianship of these self-constituted 
monitors. 

A learned judge, the other day, in addr essing a bar association, said: 
" The Constitution should be the slave and not the master of the people." 
The saloon per se is n eiter good nor bad; it is an inanimate thing. Its moral 
atmosphere is neither better or worse than the ethical and social standards 
of its patrons and proprietor. No one advocates drunkenn ess. Summary laws 
deal with inebriety. Alcohol is the spirit and essence of the fruit, grain and 
vine and nature's elixir . It is one of the crowning glories of creation. The 
abuse is the evil thereof. It is criminal to drive an automobile at excessivfl 
speed, and we endeavor to arre t and punish violators, but we do not abolish 
automobiles because some abuse their right to drive moderately. 

Eugene J. Nichols. 

LAWS WILL NOT SETTLE LIQUOR QUESTION: The liquor question 
is a moral issue and intemper ance never will be settled by legislation, says Rev. 
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Leon M. Birkhead, former pastor of the Wagoner Memorial Methodist Church, 
now a Unitarian minister, at Wichita, Kans., Dr. Bfrkhead has been an active 
figure in the controversy over the "bone dry" bill in Kansas. It remains to 
be seen, he said, whether the extreme legislation represented by the measure 
is wise. 

A recent controversy in that State prompted the statement from him that 
'' any Kansas church that desires to use fermented wine in its sacrament.al 
services had a constitutional right to do so." 

Dr. Birkhead resigned from the local pastorate m 1915, g1vmg as hi:
reason that he was too radical for the Methodist Episcopal ministry. In ser
mons later he scored orthodoxy as having '' many speakers and few workers.'' 

We cull from the London Sunday Express: by G. K. Chesterton:
America, in repealing the Declaration of Independence, and at last officiall? 
denying the J effersonian view that all men have inalienable rights to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, did something that goes far beyond th'l 
small and special occasion of some ephemeral hypothesis about "alcohol". 
The question of prohibition has very little to do with the questi'on of drink .... 
............ It might be interesting to speculate on how far this curious negatin 
type of materialism tends to recur and rage in certain places on the edges of 
European civilization, in the deserts of Arabia, or the prairies of America. It 
might be interesting and entertaining to ask whether such unnatural simplicity 
in any way connects the American with the American Indian. A savage will 
sometimes burn a tomahawk to punish it for committing a murder; and we 
can easily imagine the same savage breaking a bottle of fire-water and think
ing he had extinguished all the fires of human passion. But God for"hid that 
we should believe any moral view founded on ethnology; and, in fact, all 
this question of the advisibility of drinking is quite separate from the question 
of the right to drink. 

A man may easily happen to drink water himself, or even think others 
would be wiser to do so. And yet he may be so perverse as to doubt the wis
dom of allowing the Government to draw up every menu for every meal. 
He may still hesitate about having a policeman behind his chair, like a butler, 
to count the number of spoonfuls of soup. He may question even the proposal 
that a doctor should suddenly appear at breakfast-time, and dash the fork 
from the hand as it is about to take a third rasher of bacon. It has nothing to 
do with the question of whether he should have the right to act as a despot. 

In weighing this question, it is well to realize, by way of a preface, that 
if the man cannot be treated as a man, the only logical alternative is that he 
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should be treated as a madman. If a private man cannot be trusted with his 
own private habits in his own private house, then he can only be trusted in a 
madhouse. Lunacy simply means the loss of the right and responsibilities of 
an ordinary person. If they are not, he has no other; he cannot conceivably 
have any other. This truth is so extraordinarily simple that it could not have 
been missed by the queer modern trick of never beginning with the first 
facts, but always with the last facts, which are called the latest news .... ......... .. . 
ln journalism we get the tail-end of every story, as we were dipping into the 
1ast chapter of a serial. Prohibition, that shapeless and toppling object, blocks 
up all the perspectiYes of history, which are full of the hostelries and vineyards 
of humanity, merely because it happens to have been stuck up yesterday, 
and will probably tumble down tomorrow. 

Is there any meaning whatever in the word liberty. Has the citizen any 
rights, as the Declaration of Independence and the old democratic theory said 
he had ? If he has not, we have only to clear all our language, past and pres
ent, of a very vast accumulation of cant. If he had rights, what are they if 
they do not include the right to choose his own diet, and take the daily risk 
and responisibilities of his own h ealth? Th ere cannot be any personal right 
more personal. To deny that liberty, and respect any other liberty, is like 
forbidding legs and elaborately preserving trousers, or cutting off a man's 
head, and declaring the immortal sanctity of his hat. If you do not leave him 
private liberty, you cannot possibly leave him any more public liberty. It is 
ludicrous, for instance, to leave him any liberty of speech. 

It may well be maintained that ultimately nearly all social evils, all the 
corruption of the young, all the hardening of the old, all the swindling and 
snobbery and false standards, are due to the abuse of speech. And I pre• 
sume that when progress has advanced yet further, men will all wear muzzles, 
to prevent the spread of the rabies of random conversation. Or their gags 
will only be removed in the presence of police, at certain stated hours of the 
day, when each man will be allowed a certain number of selected sentenees; 
two well-chosen epigrams about the weather, a few loyal sentiments indicating 
tbe rapture of being ruled by a paternal and scientific Government. 

But, at present the system is less logical; indeed, it is a mere muddle in 
the mind. This is proven by the fact that the prohibitionists, when confronted 
with the common sense, can only stammer certain set phrases which were 
already rather stale and stupid when they were used by Tarquin or Torque
mada. They will murmur, "Liberty is not license"; to which the obvious 
answer is, "If choice of diet, is licen e, choice of what is liberty ?" Why should 
a man not be forced to take a walk, or go to the twelfth lamp-post instead of 
turning back at the tenth, so that he may take enough exercise? His health, 
we are told, is the concern of the whole community. Or they will say that a 
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man may have liberty if he does not interfere with others, though it is obvious 
that his tast.e in drink only interferes with others in the sense that ever y 
human action interferes with others. 

What interests me, therefore, is not this one fugitive fad, but the loss of 
the whole idea of liberty, the denial of any proper province for the choice 
of the citizen. The original human tradition was that the free man, as distinct 
from the slave, could be trusted with a certain group of normal functions, 
could choose a mate, could r ear a family, could eat or drink what he could 
produce, or purchase, and so on. The democratic tradition is that no man 
should be slave, but that all men should be trusted with the normal functions. 
The modern movement is that all men should lose all their functions, not in 
logical order, but in a series of raides by random sectarians. The eugenists 
will take away the choice of a mate. The servile States will take away the 
choice of a job. Irregularly and in patches, like all kind of barbaric things, 
the heathen slavery will return. 

THEY CAN'T BE ENFORCED 

A certain Prosecuting Attorney who for obvious reason does not want 
his name mentioned has this to say:- I am a Prosecuting Attorney of one 
of the lower Counties in the State of Missouri, and a conservative prohibi
tionist. I believe in the 18tl_l Amendment, which reads, "The manufacture 
and sale of intoxicat ing liquors is prohibited.'' This means clearly that any 
person manufacturing and selling intoxicants is violating its provisions, but 
the radical element of prohibitionists composed mainly of ministers, had a 
delusion that they could prevent intoxic~nts altogether by Yery drastic en
forcement laws, therefore, they substituted in the law the word ''or'' for 
"and" which then read, " The manuf8:cture or sale of intoxicating liquors is 
prohibited. '' After several years they came to the conclusion that the law 
was not drastic enough to prevent its violation so they added more severe 
punishment for its violation, which of course smells strongly unreasonable. 
If this prevents the violation, why not apply the same principle to all laws. 

Take, for instance, murder in the first degree. The punishment is death 
on the gallows. Why not make it r ead as follows, '' Any person found guilty 
of murder in the first degree shall be skinned alive with red-hot tongs and 
placed in a frying pan and fried over a fire until l ife is extinct.'' This ought 
to get them boot-legger s and moonshiners, they would think twice before 
laying themselves liable to the above punishment. But this would not pre
vent murder, boot-legging or moonshining, and it would be impossible for 
the State to secure conviction, as no jury ·would inflict the above punishment 
on any person, nor would a judge in our days. 

A Prosecuting Attorney. 

* * * * * 
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Mr. James Weldon John on, Secretary National Association for the Ad
vancement of Colored People, ha this to say:- As an American citizen having 
no interest for or again. 't prohibition cannot fail, nevertheless, to be impressed 
by the discrepancy between the eagerness displayed in the South for the 
enforcement of prohibition Amendment and the expre.-sed determination to 
nullify the thirteenth and fourteenth Amendments to the self-same Constitu
tion. As evidence on the latter point, permit me to offer a brief quotation 
from editorial attributed by our press clipping agency to the Columbia (S. C.) 
State of February 10th: "Is it wonder that with the con. tant menace of negro 
rule under the system of universal manhood suffrage, decreed for the South 
by 'the North, that the rcpresentatiYes of civilization here took measures to 
restrict that suffrage and perpetuate civilization 1" This paragraph constitu
te one of innumerable public admissions by Southern citizens, newspaper 
editors and public men, that the United States Constitution is to continue 
being made a scrap of paper when the White Southerner does not happen to 
like its provisions. It remains a question whether there is greater danger to 
civilization in permitting the negro to exercise his constitutional prerogatives 
or in nullifying the basic document of that civilization at the will of dominant 
majorities. (Moral: "The worm, when hurt and before he dies, wiggles.") 

The editor of the P.-D. i sue April 14th, 1922, under caption: -" ASSASS
INATING THE CONSTI'I'UTION" makes the following comment :- The 
"leading lawyers" of Pemiscot County are reported to have pledged them
selves "not to defend" any person, co-partnership or corporation charged with 
violating the provisions of the liquor laws.'' This organization 9f lawyers is 
described as '' the most extraordinary alliance of law and order leagues in 
Missouri since citizens banded themselves together to mete out justice in the 
days of Jesse James and the Younger Brothers". And the law and order 
leagues are said to be backed by the Missouri Anti-Saloon L eague, which 
plans to use them in its political activities as well as in the stultification of the 
legal profession. 

It would be impossible to believe this report were it not for the fact that 
the Anti-Saloon League has already -demonstrated its ·eagerness to smash 
down every fundamental right and Constitutional guarantee in its determina
tion to enforce its own special enactments. Among the frenzied proposals, 
either originating with the Anti-Saloon League or enjoying its enthusiastic 
sanction are the following: To expatriate any citizen who leaves the country, 
or conspires with the nationals of any other country to violate our liquo1· 
laws; to deport any alien convicted of boot-legging; to search the ships of 
any nation on the high seas; to void the constitutional provision requiring 
a warrant before house or person may be searched. Further, an attempt was 
made by the Anti-Saloon League's Washington lobby to insert into the bill 
creating additional Federal Judges, a provision to the effect that Judges 
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might be shunted about from circuit to circuit in the trial of liquor cases so 
as to secure the certainty and maximum severity of conviction. 

The effort to terrorize and dominate the judiciary, it seemed, was about 
as far in enormity as madness could go. Yet, if lawyers can be persuaded or 
compelled to betray their oath, renounce the organi;; law, with its 
sacred fundamentals, abondon the ancient tradition that a person must be 
presumed to be innocent until proven guilty-if such a legal block can be or
ganized and made to function generally, then constitutional government has 
been assassinated and the lawyers and the Anti-Saloon League are the assass
ins. 

Consider Pemiscot County if the r eported Law and Order League is a 
fact. Here is a society in which the murderer, the robber, the man charged 
with the most loathsome crime is entitled to the service of a laywer, and if 
unable to r etain one himself, the Court will appoint a lawyer to defend him. 
But let the unfortunate citizen be accused of violating any provision of the 
liquor laws and he cannot procure the services of a lawyer at that bar. Ac
cusation is construed as guilt by the ukase of the Anti-Saloon League and in 
that hideous perversion of law and justice the lawyer s of this so-called Law 
and Order League acquiesce. 

What further excesses the Anti-Saloon League may commit in its orgy 
of power defy w ediction. But the lawyers of the country should hesitate 
about joining in the debauchery of the covenant and the desecration of its 
fundamentals . "There is thunder on the horizon as well as dawn". 

SMALL-TOWN PROHIBITION. Rhey McCord, Jr., writes to the editor 
of a daily paper thus:- Like many other well-meaning but sadly misguided 
young men, I voted for prohibition. The motive in my case was probably the 
same as in all-, a desire to help those few who had become the victims of 
excessive drinking, even at the cost of my own personal comfort and liberty. 
Surely no harm to anyone could lurk behind such good intentions. 
Well, a few weeks ago while on my vacation I visited a small country 
town within our State where I had quite a few fri ends, and where before pro
hibition, two saloons eked out a lean existence by selling a few glasses of 
beer to the staid farmers who came to town to do their trading. In this little 
place a young man who "drank" was looked upon as a disgrace to his family, 
and was kindly, but firmly excluded from all social activities. There were 
few such cases before prohibition set in, but fairness demands mention of 
them. A young girl who would take a drink of anything alcoholic was un
heard of and could not be even imagined. Today, in the same little town, 
a k?-owing look, a wink of the eye, a lift of the arm or casual mention of thirl.t 
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will supply your alcoholic wants promptly and at moderate price. And why 
not 1 With every other farmer in the community operating a still, competition 
is keen, and as in most other lines, competition is the life of t rade. There is 
much drunkenness among the young men now, and girls who refuse to drink 
are not "good fellows" and are considered hopelessly gone by the up-to-date 
young fellows of the town. What a ghastly travesty on reform. vYhat an 
unpardonable and irreparable wrong against the rising generation, and 
what an outrage against the liberties of what was once the most law-abiding 
people on earth. It is never too late to ri ght a wrong, if possible. Prohibition 
has back-fired; it has accomplished the Yery opposite of everything expected 
by those who voted for it; it has made criminals of former law-abiding 
citizens .. .. .......................... , hootch-hounds of men who were formerly satisfied 
with an occasional glass of beer, drunkards of men who never drank, seriously, 
Yery seriously endangered the youth of the Country, deprived citizens of 
rights guaranteed by the Constitution, and, least important of all, is robbing 
the Country of millions of dollars of reYenue that is badly needed, and mater
ially help to reduce taxes which have become an unbearable burden. 

* * * * "" 
Most Rev. John J. Glennon, Ar chbishop at St. Louis, when a guest at the 

Ambassador Hotel, at Atlantic City, r. J., on August 9th, 1922, criticised the 
Eighteenth Amendment as follows:- The Eighteenth Amendment suppresses 
freedom and is therefore not consistent with the r emainder of the Constitu
tion. '' The Constitution has been considerably weakened by the addition of 
the Eighteenth Amendment ; for, the prohibition clause limits rights, while the 
rest of the Constitution gr ants rights. In my opinion the Eighteenth Amend-· 
ment detracts from the dignity of this important vehicle. Such matter, (re
ferring to alcohol and drugs ), should be left for the police courts of the various 
cities and States.'' When asked if he thought prohibition is a benefit to the 
Country, Archbishop Glennons r eply was brief, "For those who drink too 
much, yes.'' 

Tanquery and Noldin teach that the traffic in intoxicants is forbidden, 
and the ratio is the danger of life and liberty, -as well as scandal originating 
from the h abitual contempt for civil law; now we may ask "Has the Volstead 
Act all the qualities required in a law1". In a true democracy the people 
must be the author of a law, through its political parties conventions, in order 
to make it binding to a public conscience, if a majority of th~ people sustains 
it at a general election. Now, were the people in every State ever consulted 
in a party convention ( except in the prohibition party) which promoted the 
Amendment for the past fifty years, but never got the support of the people. 
:What moral right did Congress possess in order to proceed with legislation 
foreing to American Institutions; what moral rights have Legislatures to 
ratify Amendments to the Constitution without sanction from the people, and 
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particularly in States where such acts are forbidden by the Constitution. 
Are such acts legal acts, acts to command respect by a free people? How can 
a democracy be kept alive after having been inoculated with the virus of 
despotism; the law of self-preservation forbids its moral support. The Vol
stead Act is the spring from which flows a constant stream of political cor
ruption whose stench paralizes public morality, conscience, and patriotism; 
it is a brutal law and brutalizes the people, makes the people suffer, and ·there
fore becomes an incentive to rebellion against the law, and ultimately against 
authority itself. 

After three years of trial and attempted enforcement of prohibition one 
cannot perceive any benefit worth-while talking about except for office-holders 
and other grafters; drunkenness has not decreased, its advocates claim it did 
but fail to present uncontestable proof. To the contrary, records of the city 
hospital and city dispensaries department_ show an increase of nearly 40 
per cent of alcoholic treatments in the fiscal year closing March 31st, 1923. 
In the fiscal year just closed 4,528 alcoholites were treated at the city hospital 
and the dispensary clinics. While 3,347 cases of alcoholism were recorded in 
the fiscal year 1919-20, in 1921-22, 4,595 cases of alcoholism were treated, a 
total slightly in excess of the number handled in the year just closed. In 
1920-21 the records show 3,457 cases of alcoholism, while two pre-prohibition 
years 1916-17 and 1917-18, show 5,748 and 5,208 cases respectively. Thirteen 
deaths from alcoholism were recorded last year, an increase over the three 
preceding years; but far below of the rate of 1916 when 63 deaths were 
recorded as alcoholism; but that don't signify anything, in 1916, '17, '18, etc. 
automobile accidents were always charged up to King Alcohol. 

N. B.-The above record does not include treatment and d eaths from 
alcoholism in private hospitals. Violations of prohibition laws are on the 
increase, nobody can deny the facts. 

Iowa had prohibition before the Volstead Law became operative, yet, ,the 
Des Moines "REGISTER", of September 4th, informs its readers that there 
have been four times as many case& of violation of the Volstead Law in 1922 
so far as there were a year ago. And, the paper, adds, by this time, (meaning 
by beginning of September), the number of cases probably approximates 
20,000. Which evidently shows that bone dry prohibition is doomed to fail
ure. And, so it is in every State. Anyone can understand that if the Volstead 
Law were popular in the U. S., the people themselves would attend to its 
enforcement. 

* * * * * 
Dr. Cotton, superintendent of the State Hospital, at Trenton, N. J., in his 

yearly report of 1922, states that 51 per cent of his cases today are alcoholic, 
where the average formerly was 2! per cent. 
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Mr. D 'Arey, Jail Warden at Trenton, N. J., states that in 1919, 852 persons 
were committed to the Mercer County Jail; in 1922, however, the number had 
increased to 1,259, almost 50 per cent gain. Crimes chargeable to drink have 
mcreased steadily and the users of drugs and dope are on a steady increase, as 
many as 16 addicted to narcotics were guests at the county hospital and never 
in the past has the number been so large. More persons were treated fo r 
"Delirium Tremens" during 1922 than during the 11 years that I have been 
in charge of the jail. A. young man 26 years of age-patron of bootleggers, sud
denly stopped work and asked his neighbor worker in the factory to come over 
to him at once, when asked what he wanted he said bring me to a doctor at 
once, I am blind, and can't see; when they got to the doctor who examined 
him, the doctor said,yes you are blind for Zif e, you have been drinking wood 
alcohol. 

A. well-to-do gentleman and highly educated, came home from the Club; 
when ready to go to bed he sat down on the floor and began to pull out his 
toes, (laughable, yes), his wife horrified by his actions, called a doctor, who 
came immediately and found him occupied as stated above; nine days later 
he was planted for good, hootch brough him to an early grave. Doctors have 
now acquired a habit of whispering when they meet and speak of cases under 
their observations, but never disclose to the public of the terrible effects of 
the poisonous drinks now indulged in b3, high and low ( of course, there are 
exceptions), and of which the A.. M. A.. is to a great extent the cause 
How many are meeting sudden death at their work or in their homes, the 
cause of which can be traced to over-indulgence in a dry Country? 

Liquor is too easy to get in the vicinity of Koch Hospital, according to 
Dr. J. F. Bredeck, tubercular comptroller of St. Louis, Mo. A.n investigation 
is being made by the city authorities. 

Hospital Commissioner, Dr. Jordan, has been corresponding with the 
federal prohibition enforcement authorities for some time, according to Dr. 
Bredeck. '' The last letter was last week, I believe,'' he added, '' Our main 
trouble is with employees. Some of our patients had to be discharged because 
of intoxication, but the most serious difficulty is that the employees them
selves get drunk. Our labor turnover is enormous, because we cannot keep 
intoxicated employees. The morale is noticeably lowered. I do not know of 
a single case where a nurse has left because of abuse by drunken patients, but 
I do know of a lot of cases where employees have been discharged because 
they were drunk, themselves.'' 

On May 2nd, 1923, a certain enforcement agent handed his resignation to 
Mr. Nations, chief enforcement agent at St. Louis, Mo., wh0n asked his reason 
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for so doing, he said, '' l 'd rather be a dog catcher and be respected than 
keep on grafting in this hellish business of prohibition enforcement; you 
cannot be honest and play favorites at the same time, for my part I got 
enough of it." 

vVe are now in the process of fostering a new industry in our Country, 
smuggling and rum-running, killing all r espect for law and order, stimulate 
the consumption of alcohol in its worst form. Wines and beer are interdicted, 
but gin, rum and other brands of whisky, containing high per centages of 
alcohol find their way into a dry Country, the money goes out and nothing 
comes in. Even Uncle Sam is engaged in law-breaking; Uncle Sam spent 
$139,472.47 in assisting boot-leggers and speak-easy's during the first year 
ending June 30, 1922, for the purpose of collecting evidence for prosecution. 
Think of it, dear reader, is there anything more disgraceful, more illegal, 
more corruptive of public morals, more monstrous an example to set to the 
youth of our land? Do we have to commit burglary in order to catch burglars 1 
Do State and County prosecutors have to commit bigamy in order to catch 
bigamists ? Do they spend the peoples' money for the purpose of rmticing 
women into white-slavery in order to catch the white-slave trafficers? N~r 
do they practice adultery in order to catch the fornicators, or burn down 
houses in order to catch those guilty of arson,--etc., etc.; yet, here we have 
a law in our U. S. Statutes book which almost sanctions these monstrousities 
in violation of the principle of plaii:i common decency; plus, the rich, as a 
class, are always shown favors while the poor are prosecuted and persecuted. 

No honest man, nor political party worth-while talking about will attempt 
to justify policies of these kind, the very men, not all, of course, who passed 
this Volstead Act, violate it almost daily in private and in your presence; 
many of the sworn officers of the law, even Judges on the bench do not respect 
this law, how then can one expect the rank and file of citizenry to obey, and 
the most astonishing fact is that the W. C. T. U. and the Y. M. C. A. do not 
hestitate to violate this law at private and public dinners where liquor is 
dispensed. 

By hypocricy we have been making law-breakers, not of the worst, but 
out of millions of our best citizens of America, a condition never before reached 
and r ecorded in the history of our Country; and the worst of all is that we 
close our eyes to such monstrousities, like true hypocrites. This is not a 
theory, but a condition which should wake-up every honest man and woman 
of our Country, a condition which invites upon our heads. unmitigated con
tempt and ostracism from the civilized world. 

IT'S DAWNING. Emotion has long been charging King Alcohol as the 
agent of all the crimes on the calendar, fake science, half-sister of emotion, 
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endorsed its abolition obviously for selfish purposes, and Dr. Fisk's books is 
no longer the code of applied science in therapeutics. Now science, in the 
person of Dr. Pearl, professor of biometry at John Hopkins, has given al
cohol a certificate of reasonable good conduct in reasonable good Human 
Society, with the result that Miss Emotion appears as a libelous and scandal
mongering character assassin. 

Dr. Pearl first experimented with chickens. 'rhose that were put on a 
alcoholic diet swept past the abstainers amazingly. They developed superior 
virility, surpassing beauty, and a good deal more enjoyment of life in every 
way; they became the aristocrats of the barnyard. Their progeny carried on 
the tradition, and invariably carried off the honors at shows and fairs. 

Those tests were carried out with great patience and thoroughness, both 
essential virtues of the true scientist, and the secret of the old chicken fanciers 
was no longer a secret. 

In consequence of this discovery, the doctor's curiosity was aroused as 
to the accepted effects of alcohol on man. Researches along this line had been 
made, but not of a character to satisfy the exacting Dr. Pearl, he undertook 
a survey of his own. His observations disclosed the fact that moderate 
drinkers of alcohol enjoy a vital advantage over total abstainers, save for an 
interval at the age of 55, where they drop slightly, only to resume leadership 
and retain it to the end of the expected long life. More surprising than that, 
is the discovery that the heavy drinkers have a lower morality rate than the 
total abstainers up to the age of 40, and even after that age the disparity be
tween the abstemious and excessively indulgent is inconsiderable. 

It was also discovered, from numerous autopsie;;, that many deaths 
charged to alcohol, such as cirrhosis of the liver, are not of alcoholic origin, 
as the medical profession is prone to make us believe. 

Brushing aside the bogies of emotionalism, the priciple value of Dr. 
Pearl's researches lies in the fact that the moderate use of alcohol as 
a beverage does not diminish the expectancy of life, but at up to 55, and after 
65 the moderate drinker is a better insurance risk than is the total ab'ltain er. 

Whatever the ultimate effect of these investigations with others that 
ought to follow may be, is, of course, conjectural. But, if Dr. Pearl's observa
tions are true, and can be verified by competent and honest allies, the demand 
for a moderate restoration of alcohol as a beverage, will be.come uncheckable. 
The insurance companie·s, challenged by the facts, would have to change 
their business policy, and naturally would exact a higher premium from total 
abstainers than from moderate drinkers. 

* * * * * 
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To show our readers how far the absurdities of the Volstead Law will 
lead us to, let us cite an incident that happened in one of our Justice of the 
Peace Courts. A stalwart Hungarian was brought before the Judge and the 
following interrogatory brought out the following facts:-

Judge- You are accused of brewing beer? 
Defendant-Yes. 
Judge-Have you any children? 
Defendant-Yes, your honor, six, and one on the road a-coming. 
Judge-What do you do for a living ? 
Defendant-I work in a shoe factory. 
Judge-How often do you make beer ? 
Defendant-Every two or three weeks. 
Judge-In a brewery ? 
D efendant-No, 1 make beer for myself and family only. 
Judge-Where? 
Defendant-At home. 
Judge-Your home is a brewery? 
Defendant-No. sir, its my home where I live in. 
Judge-When you make beer at home, your home becomes a brewery. 
Defendant-But, Judge, I never sell any beer. 
Judge-It makes no difference, your home is a brewery. What is your 

wife doing? 
D ef endant-She sews, cooks, and keeps house, makes dresses for the 

children, washes and gives them baths, learns the children to pray, brings 
them to school, does her own laundering, raises chickens and the children. 

Judge-that's enough, what are you doing when at home? 
Defendant-I repair the shoes for the children, grind the meat and make 

sausage, carry out the ashes, bring in the coal, last night I made sauer kraut, 
and, 

Juclge-'l'hat 's enough, 'l'WEN'rY-FIVE DOLLARS FINE, AND COST. 
You seem to be a very busy man. MT. Marshal call the next case. 

When the poor devil got home, his wife asked him how he got along, he 
answer ed, '' Oh ve~y well, we are getting rich; our home is now a brewery, a 
children factory, a dress factory, a shoe factory, a boarding house, a bathing 
institute, a laundry, a chicken farm, a sausage factory, and a saner kraut 
factory. Oh ! Home, sweet home.'' 

Make no mistake, Puritan. 
We, lovers of liberty, are against you. 
"He that is not with me is against me" 
It was no Puritan, 
But a consorter with publicans and sinners: 
A consorter with, but neither a publican nor a sinner; 
A giver of wine r ather than water; 



And the best of wine, no mere grape juice; 
A drinker of wine, but no drunkard. 
Because we would be free and happy; 
Happy because free. 
You condemn us as debauchers and malefactors; 
So did your predecessors in all ages. 
How can we compromise with each other 
While you assert that liberty must be license? 
Make no mistake, Puritan, 
We, lovers of liberty, are against you. 

H. M. Williams. 
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Some members of the United States Senate begin to decry the present 
mania for calling upon Congress to effect by legislation a ready cure of our 
ills. Thus, Senator King, of Utah, says: 

'' If evils exist among the people they can be cured only by the people 
themselves, either individually or in the smaller units of States, and locali
ties. We are witnessing in America today, a demonstration of the fact that 
great reforms, particularly in the moral line, cannot be grafted on the social 
organism from one centralized point. There are great reforms needed-there 
is no question of that,-yet, the only way they can be effectively established 
is to start with the people themselves, in their local units. Only then can you 
have behind them the public sentiment necessary to back them up. 
"But today, when confronted with these problems, we organize great 
mass-meetings and propagandas and rush for the passage of laws conferring 
on a centralized bureaucracy the powers and authority and sovereignty which 
are the precious possessions of the people themselves as individuals. The 
result has always been the same. ·when you centralize power you build up 
bureaucracies, bureaucracies lead to despotism and despotism leads to revo
lution and ruin." 

"It is very well", says the P.-D. "to lecture the people on their ignorance 
and indifference, but the plain facts are that the members of Congress are 
their political representatives, installed in Washington for the very purpose 
of preventing the tragic eventuality Senator King pictures. The people did 
not create the Federal bureaucracy now regimenting the citizens of this 
Country. It is the creation of Congress, which has ignorantly or spinelessly 
yielded to the threats of highly organized fanatical groups, skillfully marshal
el by high-salaried professionals." W B may add, that according to ·washing
ton, Sept. 22, 1922 (by U. P.)-Bootleggers have killed 125 prohibition en
forcement agents, and wounded more that 3,500, Prohibition Commissioner 
Haynes estimated today. Of this number, twenty-four were Federal Agents 
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and the remainder State, County and Municipal. Fewer than fifty boot
leggers have been killed in the same time, Haynes said. If this is noJ war, 
what is it¥ 

THE BATTLE OF THE CH.ASE 

W. F. Brashears, in the same paper, writes as follows:- The only citizens 
who defend the Chase Hotel raid, seem to be preachers or professional pro
hibitionists. The Eighteenth .Amendment and the Volstead Act have two 
fatal defects that are a bar to their being regarded seriously by citizens. The 
first is that it was "engineered" through, and the second is that it is a church
made law. The .Anti-Saloon League is a church organization. Its president 
is a Bishop of the Methodist Church, and all of its leading officials are 
minister s. Indeed, it proclaimed itself, "The Church in Action" until the 
question of church and state' was brought up. The League held the signed 
pledges of every legislator, state or national, to vote for prohibition, who 
voted for the passage of these laws. 

As many voters did not know that their candidates had signed these 
pledges, and the issue was submerged, the passage of the law was a prosti
tution of the representative form of government. It was never a plank in 
either the Democratic or Republican national platforms on which the voter 
could express his opinion at the polls. 

The .Anti-Prohibition League of Missouri, organized July 25th, 1921, held 
twenty-one public meetings during the years 1921-22. The first one at New 
School Hall, 1420 Mallinckrodt, Sunday, Nov. 27, 1921; Drill Corps Hall, Iowa 
and Sidney St., Sunday, Dec. 4 ,1921; at St . .Anthony's Hall, Jan. 30, 1922; 
at Bundeschor Hall, 14th and Howard St., Feb. 13, 1922; Wieser's Hall, 20th 
and East Grand Ave., Feb. 20, 1922; Kulage's Hall, Warne and Kossuth, Feb. 
27, 1922; Rodenberg's Park, 6200 North Broadway, March 7, 1922; Neu
meyer's Hall, 8th and Lafayette .Ave., March 13, 1922; 'l'riangle Hall, 4100 S. 
Broadway, March 20, 1922; Dewey Hall, 2301 South Broadway, March 27, 
1922; Gill's Hall, Easton and Marcus .Ave., .April 9, 1922; South-West Turner 
Hall, Potomac and Ohio .Ave., May 13, 1922; North St. Louis Turner Hall, 1928 
Salisbury St., May 26, 1922; Rock Springs Turner Hall, Boyle and Chouteau 
Aves., June 6, 1922; St . .Andrew's Hall, Hoffmeister and Military Roads, June 
23, 1922; Triagle Park, 4100 South Broadway. July 6, 1922; Creve Coeur Lake 
Farmers' Club Hall, July 29, 1922, and other Halls. These meetings were all 
well patronized and lectures were given on the Constitutional right of the 
people by the President of the Organization, Mr. Thos. E. Mulvihill (lawyer) , 
Mr. E. V. P . Schneiderhahn (lawyer), Mr. Henry .A. Kersting (lawyer), Mr. 
Lor enz F. Padberg, President of Padberg Mercanitile <Co., Mr. Bernard P . 
Bogy, candidate for Congress 11th Congressional District, St. Louis, Mo., and 
others. Mr. Bogy (has been the contestant of the election of Mr. Harry B. 
Hawes), at the meeting at St . .Anthony's Hall, made the following statement: 
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'' I spent the greater part of the Spring and Summer of 1921 in the Capital 
and as I was contending for a seat in the House of Representatives, I became 
acquainted with a large number of the members. 

'' I have traveled extensively in Europe, Asia, Africa, Mexico and oth er 
countries, as well as in this Country, and in my opinion there is no community 
on the face of the earth, where liquor is so generally used as in Washington, 
and no class of men who so generally drink, and so copiously drink whisky as 
the members of the House of Representatives of the United States of America. 

"It is a well-known fact that whisky can be obtained, in any quantity, by 
the members of Congress right in the House Office Building, and it is my 
firm belief that it is consumetl in greater quantities by some of the 'dry' mem
bers than it is by the 'wet' members. I am not a 'snitch' so I won't mention 
names, but I have never drank better whisky, gin, and other alcoholic drinks 
in my life than I have in the offices of some of those distinguished 'statesmen', 
who vote 'dry' and keep comfortably 'wet'. I was sitting in the front row 
of the gallery one day with a well-known newspaper woman, and saw the 
Sergeant-at-Arms (I believe it was Col. Jordan) go to one of the members, 
help him up from his seat, and almost carry him from the :floor. He was dis
gustingly drunk. I asked the newspaper woman who he was and she told 
me that he was one of the prominent 'dry' leaders. 

"I have frequently seen such things and it is a well-known fact that 
there is a deal of indulgence that goes on in the cloak room. In former 
days when they had saloons or 'Cafes' right in the Capitol Building, if a 
member wished a little stimulant he would go to one of the places where 
they sold it in the building, take his drink like a man, and go back to the 
floor in a sober condition. Now, when he wants a drink he goes secretly to 
the cloak room, or some other place, like a cowardly hypocrit and hits the 
bottle, and possibly does not stop until the bottle has been properly 'killed'. 
Then he can go to the House of Representatives Building and replenish his 
supply without limit. 

'' One of the most unjust features of this entire unjust un-American law 
is that while the congressman who voted for this unfair law, gets good liquors, 
his victim, the ordinary every day worker, if he wishes to drink at all, and 
refuses to become a slave to a fanatical minority of hypocrits, must drink 
rotten, poinonous 'hootch' that is filling our hospitals, insane asylums, blind 
asylums, jails, and GRAVES with the unfotrunate victims of that unfair , 
tyrannical minority, who were too cowardly to allow the matter to go befor e 
the people of the country for a referendum vote. While I was in Washington 
waiting a decision it was proposed to me that if I would agree to vote with 
the 'drys' for all measures that would be for the strict enforcement of pro-
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hibition I could count on being seated in Congress; I replied that being a real 
one hundred per cent American, a real son of the revolution; and firm believer 
in real American Liberty, that if ninety-nine per cent of the people of the 
Country believed in prohibition, I would stand against a wall with the re
maining one per cent and be shot full of holes rather than vote for any measure 
that would nulify the great American doctrine of inalienable right to Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness," and added that he never met a dry 
advocate whom he did not regard as a hypocrit, and if necessary could men
tion the names of Congressmen who vote "dry" on the floor, and would get 
very drunk in other places. 

Washington, Jan. 10, 1923. (Universal Service)-Representative William 
D. Upshaw, of Georgia, declared in a speach in the House yesterday, that he 
knows enough about liquor drinking among high officials in Washington "to 
well night break the heart of any man who loves to see public men walk in so
briety and righteousness before the youth of our land. '' '' I have seen with my 
own eyes,'' he said, '' some of the highest officials in Washington, not members 
of either branch of Congress, lifting the devilish bottle to their lips.'' 

'' I declare now what most of you know, that boot-leggers ply their devil
ish trade among too many public men in Washington. No 'dry' official will 
stand up and declare an alibi, because his reputation does not make it nec
essary, and the drinking one will not dare deny, for there were other witnesses 
besides me. And as .for members in this House, God knows I find no pleasure 
in this disclosure, but the bright daughter of one of the best men in Congress 
said to me "We are with you". I wish you could stop liquor selling and drink
ing in this House Office Building.' And here is a signed letter( holding aloft 
the communication) that says: ' A professional boot-legger told me a year 
ago 'The House Office Building furnishes my best costumers, and as long as 
those 'blankety-blanks' keep buying I am going on selling'. I have reported 
him several times, but they let him pay a fine and he goes right back to boot
legging. He does nothing else. The man, congressman or other high official, 
who sneakingly helps that scoundrel to damn the youth of our Country is 
unworthy to hold any office beneath the flag.'' (Here we have proof on the 
Congressional Record). 

His Eminence, Cardinal Gibbons, in 1918, according to the Baltimore 
press, spoke decisively against the national prohibition Amendment, we quote 
from the "Baltimore Sun". "I feel", said the Cardinal, "that if the amend
ment is ratified there will spring up in all parts of this Country illicit stills 
that will manufacture a low grade of whisky that will do more harm than the 
good grade is alleged to be doing. Beer and light wine will pass out of exist
ance, and the man who wants a drink will haYe to resort to the brand of in-
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toxicant that is made surreptitiously, and we all know what effect that will 
have on the men of the Country." 

It is argued by those favoring the ratification of the amendment that 
liquor is injurious and therefore should be exterminated. There are many 
articles in the average drug store that are more injurious to the human system; 
many articles that are deathly if taken internally, yet we would not think 
of closing the drug stores of the nation because a few persons now and then get 
from the druggist poisons with which to end their lives. The nation would not 
for a moment consider the abolition of medicinally necessary poisons from 
these stores. Liquor is an aid to health at time,;, as any reputable physician will 
tell you if you take the trouble to inquire. It has been used to great advantage 
in the preservation of health and it therefore is something that does not injure 
the human system when taken in moderation. 

'"l'here is no greater advocate of temperance than myself . I have 
preached it on every occasion when I have had the opportunity. I fell that 
this is the only way to overcome the evils of drink that do exist. I am certain 
that it cannot be done by the Prohibition Amendment, for there will be as 
nearly as much liquor ayailable, but of a low and harmful grade. 

"Liquor is one of God's creatures, Christ proved that at the wedding 
feast when He changed water into wine and blessed it. Our Saviour would 
never bless something that was to be a curse to the human race, as the advo
cates of prohibition would haYe us believe. Some try to argue that the drink 
that Christ made for the wedding feast was comparable to the modern grape 
juice, but this is not so. It was wine in eYery sense of the word. It seems that 
some of our legislators would make Mohammedans of us. Mohammed's ten
nets forbid the use o(wine, yet the Mohammrdan drinks in seclusion his winr 
or his other liquor despite his faith. 

'' It will be a calamity if this amendment is adopted. It will be only a 
step for the abridgment of other liberties that we enjoy. Those favoring 
the amendment will not be satisfied with this victory and they will try to 
impose other obnoxious laws upon us that will make our personal liberty 
worth very little. 

'' If the members of my Church carried on a campaign in the legislative 
halls of the Country with the same vigor as the Prohibition advocates they 
would be accused of trying to seize the reins of Government and of pushing 
the Country into a terrible plight. I feel deeply this attack on our liberty of 
living and partaking of those things which the Creator has provided for us, 
and trust that legislators will have the courage of their convictions and vote 
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to retain the power of the State over this busine s which can be made as 
dean as any other.'' 

Commenting upon the Cardinal's statement, the "Baltimore Sun" very 
aptly says:- 'l'here are, on both sides of the liquor fight, men who are 
actuated by personal interest. 'l'he paid agents of the organizations working 
for prohibition are of this class; so, on the other hand, are the distillers and 
the brewers. The men who haYe a personal interest in the result are in the 
forefront of the fight. 'rhey are very vocal. 'l'he personally disinterested 
men, however, the honest and sincere men who form the great mass, both of 
those who favor and those who oppose prohibition, are heard from less fre
quently. They keep in the background. 

'THE MINUTE MAN", issue of August 22nd, 1922, furnishes a clue, if 
such were needed. It is c4aracteristic of human nature that people are wont 
to judge others by themselYes. The anti-Catholic forces are no exception. 
1t is an open secret, acknowledged by Protestant leaders, recognized by people 
in general, that the non-Catholic Churches are "in politics". Notable among 
the '' moral forces'' which not only seek to influence our go--vernment, but 
succeeded in doing so, are two or three of the larger non-Catholic denomina
tions. Oddly enough it is these same denominations, busily engaged in political 
activity, who are loudest in their denunciation of the supposed political 
activity of the Catholic Church. They cannot believe that Catholics and the 
Catholic Church are not altogether like themsel--ve . Their knowledge of the 
Catholic Church being entirely derived from sources avowedly hostile to the 
Church, makes them ready to believe, that, like themselves, we are interested, 
not in religion, but in politics. Lest this should seem too strong a statement, 
and lest we should be accused of lack of charity in making it, we should sub
mit the Article from The Minute Man, which speaks for itself: "THE PROT
EST.A.NT BUILDING"-The Board of Temperance, Prohibition and Public 
Morals of the Methodist Episcopal Church i sending appeals to men of wealth 
throughout the Country for _a contribution of One Thousand Dollars toward 
the erection of what they call "The Protestant Building", in Washington, 
to be erected on a site facing the Capitol. They state that this building will 
cost $500,000, toward which sum they have already in hand $250,000-The 
appeal is accompanied by a blank form for subscription headed "For a Per
manent Protestant Building at the Nation's Capitol", and by a little circular 
which reads, in part, as follows: "The Methodist Board of Prohibition, Tem
perance and Public Morals is preparing for the erection of a half-million dollar 
building adjoining the Caiptol Grounds at Washington, D. C., facing the 
Capitol Building. This project has been advertised nation-wide and received 
the approval of the Board of Bishops of the General Conference of the Metho
dist Church.'' 
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"The purpose of this building will be to furnish a Christian Center where 
legislation for moral uplift shall be encouraged and aided in passage through 
Congress. The closest watch is kept upon Congress and notices dispatched to 
the friends of moral legislation when the same is pending, and danger signals 
sent out when good laws now embedded in our statutes are threatended with 
repeal. (Prohibition.) 

"In order to care for increased demands upon us, and in order to defeat 
the false propaganda regarding the effectiveness of moral legislation, which 
is being sent broadcast throughout the world, we need not only to increase 
the output of information which is being requested but to have a headquartei·s, 
the character and position of which will command the attention and respect 

· of the whole civilized world. 

"Whenever any important legislation is pending we welcome co-operation 
of all classes of people, J ew or gentile, Catholic or Protestant, regardless of 
r ace or color, partisan or Church affiliation.'' 

We need not comment, says "The Minute lVIan", on the extraordinary 
logic which leads the Board to, as they express it, welcome co-operation of all 
classes of people, including Catholics, as in view of their well-known senti
ments in regard to the Catholic Church this will merely cause amusement 
among members of that great Communion, but it is interesting to note the 
enormous sums of money, at the disposal of this body, whose interference .in 
politics is so strongly and rightly condemned by all citizens who know the 
value of the American tradition of the separ ation of Church and State. 



CHAPTER XIV 

Prohibition Afloat 

Interesting facts, bearing on the enforcement of the Volstead Act on 
tlie part of the Government supported by documentary evidence were publish
ed in pamphlet form by Anheuser-Busch, Inc., St. Louis, lVIo., on June 15th, 
1922; and statements especially prepared by George Vv. Eads, Publicity Rep
resentative Anheuser-Busch, Inc., and publi. ·hed in the "CAVEAT", issue of 
October 1922, as follows:-

Letter frorn .Adolphus Busch III, trans11iitti11g to the P resident of 
United States a letter from August A. B11sch, Prnsident of .Anheuser
Busch, concerning the violation of the Prohibition Laws by a depart
ment of the United States Government : 

St. Louis, lVIo., June 8, 1922. 

My Dear Mr. President: 

I am transmitting herewith a letter we have just received from my father, 
August A . Busch, president of Anheuser-Busch, Inc., written on board the 
United States S. S. "George Washington." Kindly note that he expresses 
astonishment that the Prohibition Laws of the United States are violated 
openly upon steamships owned by the United States and flying the United 
States flag. A copy of the wine list, enumerating intoxicating liquors of 
ever y character, is enclosed for your information. 

Because it is axiomatic that American ships, wherever they float, are 
-American territory and under the jurisdiction of the laws of the United 
States, the Government's liquor policy with respect to the ships of the United 
States Shipping Board constitutes a violation of the Constitution and the 
Volstead Act in at least three important respects : 

As American sovereignty follows the flag, it is a violation of the Con
stit ution and the Enforcement Act for the Government to sell intoxicating 
liquor or permit its sale on board any ship of the United States anywhere in 
the world. 

It is a violation of the Constitution and the law for the Government ships 
to t r ansport intoxicating liquor within the three-mile coast line. 
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It is a violation of the law for a Government ship to possess intoxicating 
liquor within the three-mile coast line. 

We are reliably informed that the advertisements of th e United States 
lines, published in European newspapers. announce "choice wines and liq
uors," on ships of the United States. The Government, however, appears 
to have thought is unnece sary or i.nadvi. able to take the American public 
into its confidence by announcing that it had found it necessary, for business 
reasons and for the defense of the country, to exempt one of its own great 
business enterprises from the operation of the Constitution and the Enforce
ment Act. 

We are also r eliably informed that during all the time that th e Govern
ment has been violating the Prohibition Laws it has had public speakers 
touring the country for the e pecial purpose of pr eaching respect for the 
Prohibition Laws to the American people. 

We are enclosing what appears to be a Government-inspir ed newspaper 
editorial making a plea for the continued violation of the Prohibition Laws 
on board United States ships. We had authoritative information, the day 
before this editorial was published, that it was to appear the following morn
ing. 

The Government's disregard of the Prohibition Law and its policy of 
inspiring editorial support of the exemption of one of its business enterprises 
from the operation of the law, on the one hand, and its feeble attempt to en
force it, and the employment of skilled orators to connsel respect for the law, 
on the other hand, appear to be most inconsistent. 

It seems to us that the Government's own policy of exempting itself from 
the law, for financial reasons, or even for defensive reasons, does more to 
create disrespect for the law-and for all other laws-than anything the 
Government possibly could do. The American people are continually being 
told by department officers, and by some super-Governmental organizations 
whieh appear to control the acts of the Enforcement Department, that all 
who fail to obey the Prohibition laws-and even those who favor their reason
able and sane amendment-, are disloyal to the Constitution. 

May we not suggest, with all dues respect, that if the Government wishes 
the American p.eople to respect the Eighteenth Amendment and the Enforce
ment Act, it should prove its sincerity by setting the example of obedience to 
the Amendment and the Enforcement Act itself, or change the law. 

With assurances of esteem, 

To the President, 
The White House. 

Sincerely, 

ADOLPHUS BUSCH III, 
First Vice-President. 
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Letter from August A. Busch, President nf Anheuser-Busch, Inc., 
written on boarcl the Unitecl States S. S. George Washington., and mailed 
from Cherboiwg, France, to his board of directors, instructing them tn 
inform President H arding that the Prohibition Laws are openly vio
lateJ, on ships owned and operated by the United States and flyinp the 
United States flag, that passage is sold on these ships on a money-re
funded guaranty that the Prohibition Laws will be disregarded, and 
that this makes the United States Government incomparably the biggest 
"bootlegger" in the world. 

Aboard Steamship "George Washington." 

May 15, 1922. 

My Dear Associates: 

We are now approaching the coast of France and have nearly completed 
the first part of our journey. 

As this vessel ii; operated by the United States Shipping Board, I was 
amazed to learn that the Shipping Board vessels are the "wettest 0n the 
ocean." Never before have I crossed the Atlantic and found so much liquor 
sold as on this ship. This statement can be verified by many of my fellow 
passengers. 

T learn that passage on these ships has been sold with a positive money
back guaranty that the bars for the sale of intoxicating liquors will be thrown 
wide open as soon as they pass outside of the three-mile coast line. 

This makes the United States incomparably the biggest bootlegger in the 
world. 

There are two reasons which I believe should impel us to bring this in
formation to the attention of the President.: the Chief Executive is charged 
with the duty of defending the Constitution and taking care that the laws 
are faithfully executed and should be informed of this fact. As manufact
urers of legal products, we have been forced for more than two years to meet 
unfair and unlawful competition in practically every town and city 
in the United States. For the United States to set aside its Constitiution and 
laws, in the operation of its own business enterprises, increases our difficulties 
many fold, because, it encourages violators of the law to renewed and greater 
activity. 

,.. I understand that the Shipping Board brought to the notice of high 
officials of the Government the fact that it could not compete on the high 
seas with ships of other nations and obey the Constitution and the Volstead 
Act. And that either by direct or indirect rrieans the Shipping Board is per
mitted to do in the dark that which it is illegal to do-, in order that it may 
make money. -
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I venture to remind the administration that every bootlegger, every 
moonshiner, every illicit manufacturer and distributor of beverages contain
ing as much as one-half of one per cent of alcohol, violates the Constitution 
and the Volstead Act for precisely the same reason-, financial gain. 

Will juries be inclined to punish individuals charged with violation of 
the prohibition laws, when they know the Government is itself the greatest, 
most :flagrant and most inexcusable violatOl' of the laws which it invokes 
against its citizens. 

We presented to the President in December, 1921, facts which prove that 
the government has not been fairly and impartially enforcing the prohibition 
laws as between its own citizens, and that its methods were penalizing those 
who were obeying the laws, and enriching those who, with impunity and 
without fear of punishment, were violating them, and the President said in a 
letter, dated December 19, 1921, to our attorney OliYer T. Remmers (a copy 
of which I brought with me to show to some friends in Europe): 

'' I can say, however, that the Government is honestly attempting to en
force the prohibition law, though it must be confessed that many difficulties 
are put in the way of those charged with this responsibility. I do not think 
they are permanently insurmountable. If such an unfortunate state is ulti
mately proven, it will be a matter for the various consideration of both the 
legi8latiYe and executi-ve branches of the Government.'' 

'Ne should submit to the President, that the Government's toleration of 
the violation of the law by the Shipping Board is proof that the prohibition 
laws, as now written, are either impractical and non-enforceable, or are being 
disregarded deliberately. 

Public opinion is not always accurately reflected in legislative enactments 
-, often forced under pressure of a highly organized minority-, nor even in 
the election returns. But the habits, practices and desires of the people in 
their everyday life do give us an absolutely true expression of public opinion. 
The fact that citizens of the United States would not buy passage upon ships 
of the United States so long as the Volstead Act was operative upon these 
ships, gives us the r eal sentiment of a considerable part of the American 
people with respect to prohibition, and we believe that a great majority de
sire a modification of the Volstead Act. 

Many prominent citizens now think the time has come when the Congress 
of the United States should be frankly informed by the President that the 
utmost efforts of the Government have failed to such substantial extent as 
to prove the need of a reasonable amendment. In this connection it is sug-
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gested that the Government's practice in exempting its ships from the opera
tion of the prohibition law is an admission that the law cannot be impartially 
and adequately enforced. 

Cordially and sincerely, 

AUGUST A. BUSCH. 

Editorial published in the Chicago Tribiine, May 6, 1922, following a 
visit to the editorial offices by an official of the Unit ed States Shipping 
Board. At the time of the publication of this editorial there had not 
appeared any news dispatches revealing the facts as here outlined. The 
general but not invariable rule in metropolitan newspaper offices is that 
editorials are based upon facts published in the news columns. On May 
5 we were informed that this editorial woiild appear on May 6-, and the 
information did not come from the editor of the Tribune. These facts 
indicate that this editorial might have been inspired or the information 
supplied by an official of the United States to snpport the Shipping 
Board in its enterprise in having Unit ed States ships arb~trarily and 
illegally exempted from the Prohibition Law. 

CHICAGO TRIBUNE-The World's Greatest Newspaper 

PROHIBITION AND AMERICAN SHIPS 

Judge Hutchinson of the federal district court in 'l'exas has ruled that it 
is unlawful for American ships to carry and supply liquor even outside the 
three-mile limit. The ship itself being part of the national territory the pro
hibition enforcement law applies, and passengers cannot be served with liquor 
The federal prohibition officers had seized liquor on the shipping board vessel 
Mount Evans and the legality of the seizure was tested in court. 

This decision may stand in the higher courts and it will affect the Amer
ican merchant marine unless congress can and will exempt American shipping, 
when outside of American waters, from American sumptuary law. 

The great fast boats which are invaluable as auxiliaries to a navy are 
made possible by people of means-unless they are supported by heavy sub
sidies. It is the demand of people of wealth for speed and comfort in travel 
which produces the great lines and sustaines them in operation. 

Most people of wealth will not submit to American prohibition laws when 
they leave the United States-; not many of them will travel on American 
boats if on them prohibition spreads all over the seas. Many Americans who 
are not plutocrats will not travel on a prohibition boat when they can take 
passage on a fine ship under another flag. No foreigner will take a dry 
American ship. 
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At first the shipping board thought that prohibition must follow the flag 
but realized that in such case travel would not, and the new American mercan_
tile marine enterprise would be a failure. Therefore the board decided to 
make the success of the marine the first consideration, and liquor has been 
served on American ships just as it is served on the ships of other flags . 

Sincere prohibitionists may believe that the facts of the case should be 
otherwise, but their belief will not make American passenger ships operate. 
The nation never before needed a merchant marine as it needs one now. Under 
the naval limitation a large part of competition has been transfered from war 
ships to merchant ships, and if the United States cannot maintain a merchant 
fleet it cannot keep its place in the naval ratio. · It has trusted its defense 
to the ratio and it loses its defense if it loses its place. 

The ships particularly needde as auxiliaries are the great, fast ships con
vertible into cruisers, into transports and -probably into airplane carriers. 
Here speed and size are essentials and it is precisely this class of ships which, 
to be sustained on the seas, demand the patronage of the people who pay top 
prices for passage and demand in their service the things which money can 
buy. They will not travel dry, not many of them, when they can take a 
British, French or Italian, or any other boat and get what they want. 

If the United States government were operating the American ships there 
might be an embarrasing inconsistency in permitting the service of liquor, 
but, the American government proposes to subsidize and not to operate the 
ships. They will be privately operated under the .American flag and available 
for the American navy if needed. Is it not a stretch of national conscience 
to permit an American ship, when outside of American waters, to provide the 
service found on the ships of other nations¥ 

If the United States does not do this it will not have any liners, not any 
which depend upon passen!.{ers for their operation. 
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Facsirnile of the Win e List of the United States S.S. George Wash
ington, listing all the popular varieties of intoxicating liquors, and the 
prices at which they are sold by the United States. This list was mailed 
by .August .A . Busch, from Cherbow-g, F1·ance, when he was a passenger 
on the George TiVashington. The George Washington is a former Ger
man lin er, awarded to the United States Go1;ernnient as a war prize. 

United States Lines 

WINE LIST 

S. S. '' George Washington'' 

PRICE LIST OF WINES, ETC. 

Champagnes 

$ cts. $ cts. 
Qts. Pts. 

1911 Gordon Rouge 
1906 " " 

5 00 2 50 
5 00 

1\Ioet & Chandon, Brut 
Imp. 5 00 2 50 

Heidsieck 's Dry 1\Iono-
pole 5 00 2 50 

Mercier Private Cuvee 5 00 
Burgeff & Co., Sparkling 

Hock 3 50 2 00 
Kupferberg (Gold) 3 50 2 00 
Henkel, Dry 3 50 
Mattheus Mueller 3 75 
Pommery, greno nature 4 50 2 50 

Boardeaux (Reel) : 

Pontet Canet 
Margaux 

2 00 
2 50 

St. Emilion 2 00 1 25 
Haut Brion Larrivet 

Pessac 
Phelan Segur St. 

Estephe 
Chat. 1\Iille Secousses 
Chat. Senilbac 1918 

2 50 

3 00 

Bordeaux (White) 

Barimc 
Sauterne Calvet 
Sauterne Haut 

2 00 
2 25 
2 50 

1 50 
1 50 

Bergundy (Red) : 

Volnay 2 50 
Poncie Fleurie 2 00 
Moulin au Vent 2 00 
Cotfl de Beaune 2 00 
Pommard 2 50 
Beaujolais Fleuri 2t 00 
Santenay 2 00 

Bcrgundy (White) : 

Chablis Clos 1916 2 50 
Chablis Superior 2 50 

Rhine Wine: 

Alsheimer Sonnenberg 2 50 
Dei<lesheimer N euberg 2 50 
Ruedesheimer Bischofs-

berg 2 00 
Ruedesheimer Oberfeld 2 00 
Duerkheimer Riesling 2 50 
Steeger Riesling 2 00 1 00 
Hainfelder O 75 

Moselle Wine: 

Aldcgunder Palmberg 1 50 0 75 
PiesporterGoldroepfchen 2 00 
Wiltinger Volz 2 50 
Alfn Herrenbe1·g 2 50 
Berncastler Riesling 2 50 

Vermouth, Port, and Sherry: 

$ cts. 
Per Glass 

Italian Vermouth, Cizanno 
& Martini & Rossi O 20 
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French Vermouth Francais 
Noilly 

Port Wine, old 
Sherry Wine, Dry 

Spirits and Liquers: 

0 20 
0 20 
0 20 

Per Drink 
Scotch Whisky, Black & White O 20 
Scotch Whisky, Sandy 

MacDoi;iald O 20 
Scotch Whisky, J, Walker O 20 
Scotch Whisky, Haig & Haig O 20 
Scotch Whisky, Canadian Club O 20 
Irish Whisky, Jameson's O 20 
American Rye Old Charter O 30 
Old American Rye Moonshine O 30 
Gin, London Dry O 20 
Gin, Bols O 20 
Steinhager O 25 
Cognac (Martell 's~'#.,i:,) per pony O 30 
Hennessey O 30 
Benedictine O 30 
Old Rum O 30 
Jamaica Rum O 30 
Charteuse, yellow and gr een O 30 
Cointreau O 30 
Cr eme de Cocoa O 30 
Creme de Menthe, white and 

green O 25 
Curacao, Gilka Kuemmel and 

Grenadine O 25 
Fleischhauer O 50 

Boonekamp, Underberg 
Albrecht 

Aromatique Lappe 
Cocktails, Manhattan, Martini 

Bronx, Old Fashion 
Clover Club 

119 

0 25 
0 25 
0 25 
0 30 
0 35 

Beer, Stout, and Mineral Waters: 
Bass's Ale Per bot. 0 30 
Guinness' Stout per bot. 0 30 
Beer per 0.3 Ltr. Glass O 10 
'' Per 0.4 Ltr. Glass O 15 

Beer Dressler 's Pilsener, per 
quart bottle O 40 

Beer, Dressler 's Pilsener, per 
pint bottle O 25 

Budweiser Beer, per pt, bottle O 20 
Budweiser Ginger Ale per pt. 0 20 
Ginger Ale, imported C & 'C 

per pt. 0 25 
Sarsaparilla per pt. 0 15 
Rhenser Water per pt O 25 
Schweppes Soda Split O 15 
Apollinaris " 0 30 
Harzer Sauerbrunnen O 25 
French Vichy, Celestine Qt. Bot. 0 60 
French Vichy, Saint 

Yorre 
White Rock 
White Rock 
Poland Water 
Poland Water 
Apenta 

Qt. Bot. 0 60 
Pint Bot. 0 35 

Split O 20 
Qt. Bot O 50 

Pint Bot. 0 30 
1 00 

Note '' American Moonshine Whisky' ' 30c a pony 
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U.S. LINES 
(Ex-United States Mail Steamship Co ,) 

BREMEN 
CHERBOURG 

SOUTHAMPTON 
NEW YORK 

George Washington 
(25,7 40 T ons) 

From Southampton and Chcrbourg 

NOV. 24-JAN , 5 

AMERICA 
(22 ,622 tons) 

From Southamptoa and C.ne.rbourg 

NOV. 17-DEC. 15 

LONOON - BOULOGNE 
NEW YORK 

(First Class Only) 
PANHANDLE STATE .............. Nov. 10 
CENTENNIAL ST ATE ... .. ..... .... Dec. 1 
PANHANDLE STATE .............. Dec. 10 

Excellent Cuisine 
Choice Wines and Liquers 

PARIS, 18 Place Vendome. Tel., 
Louvre 50.92 

ZURICH, 40 Bahnhofstrasse, Meiss 
and Co. 

LO NDON, 14 Waterloo Place. Tel. 
Gerrard 2094 

Copy of an advertisements pub
lished in the Paris edition of the 
New Y 01·k H erald, announcing 
"choice wines and liquers" on 
United States ships. Observe that 
this advertisement was published 
last November. The announce
ment that wines and liquors are 
sold on "Uncle Sam's" ships 
does not appear in American 
newspaper advertisements. 

H ow steaniship companies, oper
ating steamers of the United 
States Shipping Board, and fly 
ing the United States flag, sol·ici! 
business by assuring prospective 
tra1;elers that all kinds of liqwitl 
refreshments are available. All 
American ships flying the Uni!.ed 
States flag, whether owned and 
operated by the United States or 
leased from the Unit ed :States, or 
privately owned and· operated uy 
American individuals or corpora
tions, are muler the jurisdictio n 
and protection of the Uniterl 
States wherever they sail. Pass
ing outside of the three-mile coast 
line does not transform thern info 
foreign steamships nor does it 
take them oid of the jurisdiction 
of American laws. 

MUNSON STEAMSHIP LINE 

82 Beaver Street 
New York City 

Operating Steamers of the UNITED S'fATES SHIPPING BOARD 
New York to Rio de Janeiro-Santos-Buenos Aires 

Mr. Fred Wehmiller, New York City, May 3rd, 1922. 
4660 W est Florissant Ave., St. Louis, Mo. 

Dear Sir: 
This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of April 28th, and in reply 
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to your inquiry we wish to take this opportunity of advising you that it is 
possible to secure not only real beer on our steamer, but we also carry all 
other forms of liquid refreshments. Such refreshments are available after th~ 
steamers leave the three-mile limit and until they return to within the three
mile limit. 

All our South American passenger steamers carry the American flag 
throughout. 

We trust that under these circumstances we will hear from you again 
shortly requesting us to make reservation for your engineer from New York 
to Rio de J aneirio. 

In accordance with your request, we are sending you herewith our latest 
sailing schedule in this connection. You will note our leaflet shows the old 
rates, which have been substantially reduced and that now the minimum first
class fare from New York to Rio de Janeiro is $295.00, plus $5.00 stamp tax. 

Yours truly, MUNSON STEAMSHIP LINE, 

F. W. WOLFE, Per W. W. E., 

Passenger Traffic Manager. 

(Original on file in the office of Barry-Wehmiller Machinery Company, 
St. Louis.) 

Facsimile of a letter from Prohibition Commissioner Haynes, dated 
J anuary 14, 1922, stating that prohibition enforcement "is really a 
matter of edilcation and will reqilire time and patience." This letter 
was written the day the Commissioner gave out newspaper interviews 
indicating that prohibition enforcement was a wonderful success and 
the consumers of alcoholic liquors had been reduced to a negligible num
ber. This lette1· was in response to our protest that the laws were so 
loosely enforced that law-abiding manu,factilrers were being heavily 
penalized. Several rnanufacturers have appeared before the Com
missioner and demanded an eqilitable enforcement of the law as a pro
tection to their lawful business. This letter from the Commissioner is 
a s_ample of the protection they get: 

Office of 
Federal Prohibition Commissioner 

Pro-Counsel 
HMB-068310 

Mr. Oliver T. Remmers, 

Sir: 

9th and Pestalozzi Street, 
St. Louis, Missouri. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Bureau of Internal Revenue 

Washington 

Your letter of December 30, 1921, addressed to the President of th e United 
States, has been referred to this Bureau. 
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Careful consideration has been given to the contents thereof and you are 
adYised that this Bureau is keenly alive to the situation throughout the _coun
try. Every effort is being put forth to stop the unlawful manufacture and 
sale of intoxicating liquor. This is really a matter of education and will 
require time and patience. 

Respectfully, 

R. A.. HA.YNES, 

OE Prohibition Commissioner. 

Mr. Remmers is attorney for Anheuser-Busch, Inc. 

Copy of an announcement we published in Washington to inform 
Con_qress of the violation of the Prohihition Law by a department of 
the United States. A copy of this booklet has been mailed to each mem
ber of the Senate and House of Representatives and the President's 
Cabinet. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Because American ships, wherever they fl.oat, are American territory, we 
have presented to the President, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Internal 
Revenue Commissioner and the Prohibition Commissioner, a protest against 
the violation of the Prohibition Law on board the ships of the United States. 
We have mailed to each member of the Senate and House of Representatives 
a copy of this protest, containing the proof that the Prohibition Law is de
liberately and openly violated on the ships owned and operated by the United 
States Government and flying the United States flag. 

We have repeatedly brought to the notice of the Congress of the United 
States and the administrative officials the fact that the Prohibition Law is so 
loosely enforced as to invite its violation and that under these condit~ons 
the manufacturers of lawful products are being driven out of business. 

When the Government of the United States permits one of its depart
ments to violate the Prohibition Law on the most extensive scale in the world, 
it helps create a condition which aggravates the difficulties of those manu
facturers who have spent millions of dollars to convert their properties for 
the production of lawful products and who, as a matter of good citizenship, 
have obeyed the law. 

We suggest that when the Government itself violates its own law, to 
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make money, it sets an example of hypo0,·icy unapralleled in the history of 
the Republic. 

How, may we ask, can the Government of the United States expect its 
citizens to respect the Prohibition Law and obey it-, when the Government 
itself is the chief offender? 

We have submitted to the President, and to you, further proof that the 
Government of the United States is not content merely in the role of chief 
offender, but that it appears to have inspired editorial propaganda in support 
of its violation of the law, based upon the fact that the ships of the United 
States Government cannot be profitably operated without selling liquor in 
violation of the law. 

We have also submitted copies of advertisements published in European 
newspapers announcing the sale of '' choice wines and liquers'' on board the 
ship<s of the United States. 

This condition of affairs has existed since last August, without public 
protest by any Department of the Government, or by the Anti-Saloon League, 
which we are informed by Government officials in position to know, has been 
practically in complete control of the Prohibition Enforcement Department, 
and, we believe, seeks to use that Department for the spread of its own prop
aganda. 

Although the Prohibition Commissioner issues frequent press bulletins 
concerning the activities of the widely advertised Prohibition Navy, we have 
not heard of any bulletin announcing the seizure of United States ships for 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, or for transporting intoxicating liquors, or 
for possessing intoxicating liquors-although the Deparment has full informa
tion on the subject. 

Jn view of this extraordinary condition with respect to the violation of a 
solemn enactment of the Congress by a Department of the United States 
Government-, and the steadily increasing volume of violations of the Prohi
bition Law throughout every section of the United States-, we renew our 
request for an exhaustive Congressional inquiry. 

As proof that the Prohibition Law is not being enforced ashore, we sub
mit, in the documents we have mailed you, a facsimile copy of a letter from 
the Prohibition Commissioner, dated January 14, 1922. This letter was 
written on the day the Prohibition Commissioner gave out press interviews 
stating that law violations had been reduced to a minimum; that drinking 
had practically ceased among all classes of people, and that law enforcement 
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was practically 100 per cent effective. You will note that the Prohibition !Com
missioner tells us, in response to our presentation of acutal conditions, that 
enforcement is '' a matter of education and will require time and patience.'' 

Our reason for the publication of this announcement is that we are in
formed that members of Congress receive such a large volume of mail from 
their constituents that they sometimes fail to see important communications. 
We are therefore issuing this public announcement to direct your attention 
to the copy of our statement to the President and other officials, which we 
have mailed you. 

Since American sovereignty follows the American flag wherever it floats; 
sinc0 the exemption of a Government Department from the Prohibition Law 
amounts to an official admission that the law cannot be enforced; since this 
law constitutes the greatest single contributing factor to the business de
pression; since it is responsible for the almost universal disrespect for law 
that has grown up among all classes of people during the past two years; 
and since it has utterly failed to remedy the evils aimed at, we respectfully 
suggest that the time has come when the law should be rationally amended 
that it may be fairly administered in the interest of the general welfare of 

of the nation. 
Respectfully submitted, 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH, Inc., 
St. Louis, U. S. A. 

The Censor, Vol. XXVII, 50, writes as follows :-FORCING THE 18th 
AMENDMENT A JD VOLSTEADISM UPOr HUMANITY. 

Through the courtesy of Paul Bakewell, eminent attorney; of the firm of 
Bakewell & Church, the Censor has obtained copies of two very important 
opinions rendered by the United States Supreme Court in cases involving 
construction of certain phases of the Eighteenth Amendment and the Volstead 
law. While it was known almost a year ago that such opinions had been 
handed down, it has not been possible to obtain '' advance copies'' thereof, 
because of the delay incident to the printing of these opinions by the govern
ment instead of, as in former time, by a law publishing company. 

Commenting on the opinions, Mr. Bakewell most appropriately says, 
"The opinions deal with a very interesting question concerning the eighteenth 
amendment and the Volstead act in the light of the still existing treaty be
tween England and the United States, which preceded the eighteenth amend
ment and the Volstead act. This is an instance, it seems to me, where the 
dissenting opinion is a stronger and sounder opinion than is the decision of 
the majority of the court. Morover, this dissenting opinion of Justice Mc
Kenna is a classic, it seems to me-a really good piece of literature. 

• 
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The case is entitled Grogan v. Walker & Son. In fact, there are two 
cases covered in both the majority and dissenting opinion. In them both is 
raised the question as to whether the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead 
Act prohibits or can prohibit the shipment of liquors in bond acros:. or through 
the United States from one foreign port to another, and the transhipment 
of liquors from one British ship to another British ship in New York harbor. 
At the time the opinions were given there were eight justices sitting. The 
majority opinion ,which was delivered by Mr. Justice Holmes, was concurred 
in by Chief Justice Taft, Justices Holmes, Vandevanter, McReynolds and 
Brandeis. 'l'he dissenting opinion, written by Mr. Justics McKenna, was 
concurred in by Justices Clark and Day. The ninth member of the court, Mr. 
Justice Pitney, was ill and not on the bench at the time. So at best, there 
is a majority of only two against Justice McKenna 's opinion. 

Stripped of its legal verbiage, etc ., the gist of the majority op1mon is 
that no injunction can lie against interefrence with shipments of liquor 
through this country in bond from one foreign port to another-, that the 
eighteenth amendment and Volstead act prohibit such shipment, in spite of 
the treaty between this country and Great Britain for reciprocal action in 
relation to trade through or across the respective countries, in bond, without 
subjection to custom charges. In short, as a layman might put it, prohibition 
legislation in this country supersedes the preceding treaty between the two 
countries; in effect abrogates or nullifies such treaty. Supporting this' ruling, 
it is argued in the majority opinion that-"The eighteen amendment meant 
a great r evolution in the policy of this country, and presumably and obviously 
meant to upset a good many things on as well as off the statute books. It 
did not confine itself to any metriculous way to the use of intoxicants in this 
country. It forbade export for beverage purposes elsewhere. It is obvious 
that those whose wishes and opinions were embodied in the amendment meant 
to stop the whole business. They did not want intoxicating liquor in the 
United States, and reasonably they may haYe thought that if they let it in 
some of it was likely to stay." 

That is about the sum and substance of the opinion in the question of 
liquor passing through this country in bond. In the matter of transfer from 
ship to ship, the argument of the majority opinion appears to have been that 
such movement was not "transportation", since the liquor remained in 
possession of the owner all the time. So in the former case the opinion of the 
lower court was reversed, thus sustaining the right of interference by in
junction; in the other the lower court was affirmed, permitting removal of 
liquor from ship to ship of the same nation. 

The dissenting opinion takes an almost diaµietrically opposite position, 
holding that interference with shipments through or across this country from 
Canada to Meixco cannot be stopped by injunction under the eighteen amend-
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ment and the Volstead act, because of the existence of the treaty between 
this country and Great Britain permitting such shipments of freight in bond. 
After discussing the whole question involved in the two cases in a learned 
and most interesting manner for members of the legal profession, going into 
the details and intricacies of the issues and the principles involved, Mr. 
Justice l\1cKenna and those who concurred with him ·ay, in part: 

'There is appeal in the declaration (that the eighteen amendment meant 
a great r evolution in this country). It presents the attractive spectacle of a 
people too animated for reform to hesitate to make it as broad as the universe 
of humanity. One feels almost ashamed to utter a doubt of such a noble 
and moral cosmopolitanism, but the facts of the world must be adduced, 
and what they dictate. They are the best answer to magnified sentiment; 
and the sentiment is magnified. The amendment and the Volstead act were 
not intended to direct the practices of the world. Such comprehi:msive pur
pose resides only in the assertion and conjecture, and rejects the admonitory 
restraint of the treaty with Great Britain and the non-interfering deference 
that nations pay to the practices of one another. If such mission had been 
the purpose it would have been eagerly aYowed, not have been left to dis
pub1ble interference. Zeal takes care to be explicit in purpose. * * * 
The treaty is a recriprocation of privileges. Merchandise arriving at ports 
in the United States and destined for British possessions in North America 
may be entered at the proper custom house and conveyed in transit through 
the United States without payment of duties. A like privilege is given United 
States merchandise arriving at ports in the British possessions for transit 
through those possessions. In other words, the treaty is an exchange of trade 
advantages, not necessary to the commerce of either, but affording to that 
commerce a facility. 

"Yet it is said it is the object of the eighteenth amendment to take away 
that facility, and to take away the right of transhipment of liquor in an 
American port from one British ship to another. This is the only accomplish
ment! What estimate can be put upon it 1 It takes away not a necessity of 
British commerce, as I have said, but a convenience to it, in disregard of a 
concession recognized by law and by treaty. * * * 

"It is said that the amendment and the Volstead act have a practical 
concern. If liquor be admitted for transit, is the declaration, some may 
stay for consumption. The apprehension is serious-not of itself, but be
cause of its implication. It presents the United States in an invidious light. 
Is it possible that its sovereignty, that what it can command, cannot protect 
a train of cars in transit from the Canadian border to the Mexican border, 
or the removal of liquors from one ship to another from the stealthy invasion 
of inordinate appetites or the daring cupidity of boot-leggers 1 But granting 
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that the care of the government may relax, or its watchfulness be evaded, 
is it possible that such occasional occurrences, such petty pilferings, can so 
determine the policy of this country as to justify the repeal of an act of 
congress, and violation or abrogation of a treaty obligation by implication 1 

"I put my dissent upon the inherent improbability of such intention-, 
not because it takes a facility from intoxicating liquor, but because of its 
evil and invidious precedent-and this at a time when the nations of the 
earth are assembling in leagues and conferences to assure one another that 
diplomacy is not deceit, and that there is a security in the declaration of 
treaties, not only against material aggr ession, but against infidelity to en
gagements ·which interest tempts or some purpose antagonizes." 

Having r ead this masterly declaration of the high principles of right, 
honor and justice, one wonders that Mr. Justice McKenna did not make 
specific · reference to viciousness of regarding treaties between nations as 
"scraps of paper," in view of the opinion sustaining the right to abrogate or 
nullify a treaty between nations by mere legislative act or court opinion in 
one of those nations. 

W. C. T. U. LI'l'TLENESS 

It seems as though we haven't been hearing as much about the activities 
of the W . C. T. U. since the world's war as we formerly heard-, not nearly 
so much as we did before the Anti-Saloon League put temperance out of 
business and dealt Christianity such a black eye by foistering prohibition on 
the country. Whether this is because of the revelations or accusations against 
the W. C. T. U. in the matter of its wartime capers, or because of the "master
ful" work of the Anti-Saloon outfit, may be a matter of opion; but it cer
tainly is a fact that nothing like temperance could possibly stand as against 
that monstrous intemperate thing, prohibition, and it is beyond belief that 
nothing even pretending to be Christian could survive such un-Christian 
viciousness as was charged-and not disproven-against the W. C. T. U. in 
the war. Whatever the cause, though, some sort of a silencer or muzzle seems 
to have been in operation. 

They do poke up their heads and let out a sort of cheep, cheep, cheep, 
now and then, however, as note the teapot tempest attempted to be fomented 
over the proposition that the W. :C. T. U. tea or something or other be pulled 
off at the Hotel Chase. It seems that the dear girls of "long, long ago, long 
ago' '-as the ancient song used to run when they had their singing voices 
still with them-just couldn't stand for any sort of a foregathering in any 
such a sinful, place as a hotel into which the minions and myrmidons of pro
hibition had once intruded in pursuit of something or other that displeased 
"Rev." Shupp. It would never do in the world, some of the dear girls fairly 
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shrieked. "The place is polluted, tainted, disgraced and rendered everlasting
ly unfit and unclean, and all that sort of thing; and besides we can get 
cheaper rates and a better rake-off elsewhere." And so the W. C. T. U. bobs 
up and declares itself. 

It is almost impossible to believe that an organization claiming to be of 
women, to be Christian, to represent and stand for temperance. could be 
so stinkingly little! But it is, after due consideration, seen to _be entirely 
characteristic of this outfit through its entire history. Pretending to be for 
temperance, it is and its members are utterly intemperate in all things. With 
permission, I will hark back a bit in history: One of the former heads of 
the organization in St. Louis, Mo. used to make it her special business to 
go to Jefferson City, Mo. and cavort around the halls of legislation and the 
committee rooms. It was her specialty to appear before committees, and al
ways she managed to get in some sort of personal attack on the men prom
inent in the brewing industry in St. Louis. Her attacks with her tongue 
became vicious, and she included in them members of the families of the men 
against whom she tried to make war. She attacked-or tried to attack the 
wives and the daughters, and made vicious allegations against the personal 
and social lives of these people. She was warned against by personal ac
quaintances that she would get herself into serious trouble-and she did. 
Her venom became so offensive that a sort of back fire was inaugurated. Her 
family history was exhumed, and some of her own doings-notably a story 
of cocktails drunk on the lawn of her residence. 

She was given a tip that the thing was being done, and she fairly threw 
a fit. She went into hysterics; took to her bed; sent for acquaintances, one 
after another, notably preachers and newspaper men, and begged them to 
save her. The burden of her cry was: "For God' sake do something any
thing, everything, to head this thing off. Don't let them dig into the graves 
of my poor old mother and father." and a lot more of the same sort. Her 
own words were, when she learned that the story of her personal and early 
family life had been put on paper, "I am groing through hell right now!" 
There you have this W. C. T. U. outfit at its worst and at its best; and in this 
Hotel Chase matter you have it at its normal littleness. 

The Censor suggests, just by way of salutary retaliation, that the hotel 
people of St. Louis resent this assault on the hotel business by barring com
pletely the W. C. T. U. bunch and its membership from all St. Louis hotels. 
If these females may make viragoish attacks on a hotel because something 
occured therein or is charged to have beP.n done tbereip. that doesn't suit 
their fancy, then the hotel men have a right, are morally obligated, to pro
tect themselves and their business by fighting back. Of course they're only 
women-but a class of women who are responsible for a vast deal of the 
troubles and indecencies of life and the worries of business. 



CHAPTER XV 
Validity of Prohibition Amen·dment still open to Supreme Court Decision 

In the "Globe-Democrat", issue of June 19, 1921. former Federal Judge 
Henry S. Priest, in special article, says review of original decision seems to 
be expressly invited by Justice McReynolds. The statement follows:- Let 
me restate my topic; I affirm that in the American conception of free govern
ment it has no powers except those specifically delegated by the people, and 
the only powers the people can delegat e to it ar e such as will secure to each 
member of the society the enjoyment of his natural right to Life, Liberty and 
the pursuit of Happiness ; that it has or can have no capacity to endow any 
person with any rights of special priYileges. 

In a former contribution I endeavored to illustrate this principle by its 
vjolation rather tha~ by its observance. The government, assuming that it 
had the authority from some source to license the devolution of the property 
of deceased persons to their natural heirs, imposed a tax, commonly called 
an inheritance or death tax, upon the descent. This I endeavored to show 
was a usurpation of power, because no such right existed in any free govern
ment whose chief purpose was to protect natural rights, not to create them; 
that it was a false assumption of power that logically end in disastrous and 
slavish communism. 

I now propose to illustrate another phase of the disregard of the funda
mental spirit of our government by a fanatical fancy of superior morality 
that has seized an unwary and unwatcbi.ng people by the throat and im
pounded their Liberty. Fanaticism always means force. This illustration will 
deal with the Eighteenth Amendment to the Federal Constitution and its 
enforcing act, styled the "Volstead Act". 

DIFFERENCE IN CRIME AND VICE. I want at the outset to make a 
distinction between crime and vice and to insist that the state may properly 
punish a crime but ought not to meddle with vices. The one is a legitimate 
subject of state punitive and remedied control; the other · of personal 
regulation. Nothing should be denounced or punished as a crime 
by that state that does not infringe upon another's natural personal rights 
or impair the efficiency of the state in protecting those rights. In respect 
of personal conduct that does not interfere with another's rights or hinder 
or embarass the state in the protection of those personal rights, the state
r mean a free state-has no authorized cognizance. Punishment for one's 
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vices must come from the society with ,~hich he mingles. Intemperance is a 
vice, and a detestable one, but so long as it interferes with no one else in 
the enjoyment of his natural right it is not a crime. It may lead to crime, so 
may many other vices. It may excite evil passions, and so may many others. 
But the liberty to choose between the good and the evil is the liberty of free 
men. Covetousness is a vice that leads to all sorts of crime-murder, theft, 
arson etc.-and its root is in property. 'lust we therefore destroy all prop
erty 1 Impiety is a vice. Must we therefore legislate for or against churches 
and religion 1 

- . .. · I want to consider this constitutional amendment from the point of view 
that it is destructive of the symmetry and harmony of our system of dual 
government and its tendency is to centralize all power in the F ederal Gov
ernment and consequently destroy the power of community control which 
is vested in the states; that it is an usurpation of power by the state, that it 
is promotive of dangerous tyranny, and that it is immoral. 

Prior to the adoption of the Eighteenth Amendment, the United States 
was a pure federation of independent sovereign states. It r egulated their 
mutual relations and their foreign affairs as members of a federation. It 
was intended to do those things for the states that they, acting separately, 
could not do for themselves. It exercises no direct authority over the sub
jects of the different states, except as to those things that directly affected 
the federal relations. It was not meant that it should. Its field of activity 
in conception and early practice was different. It was created after the 
states and by them to perform certain functions which the states 
were inadequate of performing or to accomplish. The states were com
plete sovereigns in all domestic affairs. This is the marked difference· be: 
tween our Federal Government and the federation of German States. The 
latter had the power and did legislatively act directly upon the people of 
the states in their domestic affairs . This, in fact was a centralized, while 
ours was a distributed power-the power of the community. History in
structs us that no government far removed from the people can long endure, 
or endure long free from an odious despotism. All tyrannies are alike in 
effect. The despotism of democracy is just as offensive as that of monarchy. 
The revolts of the past were not against the form, but against the conduct 
of government. They sprang from the anguish of people oppressed by burdens 
of taxation and enslaved in their freedom. Stealthily and insidiously their 
rights were invaded by the ruling classes until the burden of living was 
greater than the terror of death, liberty and the pursuit of happiness that 
the people, in the words of the Declaration of Independence, exercised "the 
right to alter or to abolish it and to institute a new government". The most 
usual and intimate relations of life are in the community, where customs, 
habits of thought and ideas make the rules of conduct. Communities differ 
in all those respects quite as · much as nations or individuals. 
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RADICAL CHANGE IN STRUCTURE. So, by this amendment we have 
introduced a radical change in the organic structure of our Federal Govern
ment. We have commissioned it to legislate upon purely local and domestic 
affairs of every community in every State of the Union, and have expressly 
denied to them the power they have been accustomed to exercise for more 
than a century and a quarter. We have begun the first step towards the cen
tralization of political power at Washington and the destruction of the natural 
right of the communities to regulate their conduct according to their own 
conception of propriety. 

The states and the communities within the states are comparatively 
quite as distinct from the seat of the Federal Government as were the colonies 
from London at the time of the revolution of independence. It was not the 
distance from the seat of ultimate governmental authority, nor the dislike 
of association that provoked the declaration of independence, but the local 
wrongs inflicted by the British Government. It can as truly be said now 
under the Eighteenth Amendment and the Volstead Act of the Federal Gov
ernment as it was of King George: ''He has erected a multitude of new 
offices and sent hither swarms of officers to harass our people and eat out 
their substance", and has forbidden us to enact " laws the most wholesome 
and necessary for public good.'' 

The conduct of men is governed by certain factors, such as inherent, 
external, nonpolitical and political. We have not the time or space to analyze 
these different factors. We may safely assert, however, that the most potent 
are those which play the part in the active life of the community and are non
political in character. Aside from those inherent in man, those relating to 
his intercourse with his fellow-men in close community contact are the most 
potent in promoting progress in happiness and prosperity; in material wel
fare, such as custom, ethics, the parental and marital associations, public 
opinion or community of thought. It nece,;sarely follows that community 
government is always the best government for community people-one which 
more really meets their needs and desires, than a governm~nt far removed 
from them, being unacquainted with their notions and needs of life, unsympa
thetic with them, and hence arbitrary. So, our fathers, with an appreciative 
understanding of the motive factors of human conduct and learned in the 
experiences of the world, provided for, and insisted upon local government 
in all the relations involving human conduct. 

CONFEDERATIO:N HAD NO POWER. The states were independent 
sovereignties, possessed of all the attributes of sovereignty, before the present 
constitution was adopted, and the citizen of each state owed undivided loyalty 
to it. Under the articles of confederation they felt a sense of insecurity and 
realized a sense of impotency in commanding of the citizen of the respective 
states those duties and responsibilities necessary to secure its efficiency. The 
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confederation had no power whatever over the citizens of the respective 
states and no authority to command the states themselves. So, in order to 
form a more perfect union, insure domestic tranquility, provide for a common 
defence, it became necessary for the states to cede a part of their sovereignty 
and the citizens of the states a part of their fealty to the Federal Government, 
This was done by the constitution of 1789. That instrument expressly defined 
the sovereignty that the states and the citizens of the states ceded to the 
Federal Government and contained a clearly implied reservation of all not 
expressly ceded, which was by later amendment (Article Four) made explcit. 
I used the word ''ceded'' by the states. Article I, Section 1 uses the word 
"granted". It says "all legislative power herein granted". So, it must be 
admitted, in the light of language and of history that the Federal Government 
was founded by cessions, grants or conveyances to it by the states and the 
citizens of the states. If a simple contract between sovereign states, the right 
of secession, upon the breach of any covenant by one, could not be denied; 
but if a grant or conveyance, the things granted or conveyed could not be 
reclaimed by the grantor. It was the latter, and hence the Union became 
indestructible. It being then a grant, it must be strictly construed and the 
grant itself contain nothing that was not expressly granted. So it was affirmed 
expressly by Article 10, of the Amendments, which was submitted by the 
First Congress, "The powers not delegated to the United' States by the con
stitution, nor prohibited by it (the constitution), to the states, are reserved 
to the states respectively, or to the people'. These first ten amendments were 
regarded as a bill of rights, for which Mr. Hamilton contended there was no 
necessity, because clearly implied from the text of the constitution, but in
sisted upon in the vote of ratification by many of the states. 

IS GOVERNMENT NOT AN USURPER? "Regarding, then, the federal 
powers as being a conveyance, pro tant9, by the states and the citizens of the 
states and limited to only such as were conveyed, we then inquire, by what 
just authority could the Federal Government, in vitiim. compel any state 
to grant or convey to it any further part of its sovereignty. If it assumed 
to exercise the sovereignty of any state that it does not voluntary grant, is it 
not a usurper? If it undertakes to regulate the domestic affairs of any state 
that such state has not conceded to it, does it not do so by "vis major"
by conquest? 

But it is said the constitution provides it may be amended (Article V.). 
It is true the constitution provides it may be amended and in the manner of 
making the amendments (Article V.). But, does this mean that the creature 
of the states and the citizens of the state may so amend its powers as to 
compel its creators to give it "that which they did not cede to it"; that by 
self-assertion it could create powers not inherently possessed, and seize from 
the states and the people the added power; that because power is given the 
creature may sieze all the power the creators possess? Upon the same argu-
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ment, if a benevolently disposed person gives a part of his substance to 
public beneficence, the benefciary could seize the whole. Such argument 
would seem to be absurd. 'l.'he true construction of the right of amendment 
in Article V ., that the amendment must relate to the powers and methods of 
exercising them within the grants of the constitution or instrument of con
Yeyance. We cannot refrain from here quoting the argument made by the 
learned lawyer and philosopher, Mr. George 'l.'icknor Curtis, in his valuable 
treatise on the constitution. He said (Page HW): "'l.'he ninth and tenth 
amendments are in themsleves express fundamental provisions, fixing im
mutably the reserved rights of the states. 

If three-fourths of the states were to undertake to repeal them, or to 
remove them from their place in the foundations of the Union, it would be 
equivalent to a revolution. Ther e would remain nothing but the dominant 
force of three-fourths of the states, and this would soon end in a complete 
consolidation of the physical forces of the nation, to be followed by a different 
system of government of a despotic character. '' It seems to me, therefore, 
that while it is within the amending power to change the framework of the 
government in some respects, it is not within that power to deprive any 
state, without its own consent, of any rights of self-government which it did 
not cede to the United States by the constitution, or which the constitution 
did not prohibit it from exercising. In other words, I think the power of 
amending the constitution was intended to apply to amendments which would 
modify the mode of carrying into effect the original provisions and po,vers 
of the constitution, but not to enable three-fourths of the states to grasp new 
power at the expense of any unwilling state." 

Again he says (Page 163 ) : But when the constitution, as originally 
framed and promulgated, came before the people of the several states for 
adoption and ratification, they were not content to leave this very important 
matter (original sovereignty of the states) to implication; they demanded 
an express reservation of all the powers which were not to be ceded by the 
people of the several states to the Federal Government, or which they were 
not to be prohibited from exercising. Accordingly the tenth amendment, 
adopted in 1789-91, was made to declare: '' The powers not delegated to the 
United States by the constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states are re
served to the states, respectively, or to the people.'' 

DECISION NOT CONVINCING. By this re ervation every state remains 
a self-governing political community, in r espect to its own inhabitants in 
every relation in which those inhabitants are not by the constitution of the 
United States placed under the authority of the Federal Government. It 
is this mass of rights, privileges and powers not vested in the Federal 
Government, but r etained by the people of each state, that constitutes the 
state sovereignty. It follows as a necessary consequence from this system, 
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that the people of every state in this Union have under their entire control 
every relation of their inhabitants that is not under the control of the United 
States by reason of some provision in the Federal constitution. With the 
domestic relations of their inhabitants the states can deal as they see fit. 

It is contented, however, that this is no longer· an open question; that 
it is foreclosed by the decision of the Supreme Court in the national prohibition. 
case, 253 U. S. 350. Such conclusions were there announced '' without ex
position of the reasoning by which they have been reached". 'l'he decision 
is not, therefore, convincing, and, like many antecedent cases, is still open 
for neview. That court reversed its fir~t decision on the legal tender act. 
That involved quite as imporant a question of Federal power as does this. 
A review of this prohibition decision of the court seems to be expressly in
vited by Justice McReynolds. 

Every word of a constitutional prov1s10n must be given significance. 
Here the Supreme Court has stricken out the concurr ent power of the states. 
It may properly be asked whether the states would have ratified the amend
ment if it deprived them of the concurrent power of enforcing the provisions 
of the amendment. vVas it a mere camouflage to decoy the states into a 
ratification ? I£ the amendment passed equivocal expressions that might 
deceive, and by deception undo the intent of those called upon to approve 
them, then it is not a law, for the reason that it is not understandable by the 
plain people called upon to give sanction to it. 

All legislation of this character, dealing simply with actions or habits 
not harmful in themselves, but only evil if abused, are unfortunate for the 
public welfare and morality of the people. 'l'hey are usually imposed u".lon 
at least a very large minority, who £eels a sense of wrong in their imposition 
and are hence resentful and comply with such regulations in ill humor and 
grudgingly, or by force. 'l'he minority re ent and defy it. It begets habits 
of disregard of political authority and weakens the patriotism of citizens. 
One cannot love his country that is intolerant and shrewdish, any more than 
he can a parent of like disposition. Not only this, but it also begets hypocricy. 
Men knowing the law knowingly violate it and only observe it when they 
believe spies are lurking about. An army of spie and informers cannot su.~ • 
press either the manufacture or use of alcoholic drinks. 

The enforcement of the Volstead Act is imposing a tremendous tax on 
the people in an endeavor to suppress a Yice that never has been and never 
can be .suppressed. I£ the disregard of its provisions be a crime, then the 
country is being filled with criminals. I£ drinking is immoral, then it, like 
all other immoral things must be subdued by the force of moral persuasion. 
Compulsion-brutal force-has many times been tried, without avail, to 
convert sinners into saints. Reform the heart and you reform evil practices. 

.,. 
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Fanatics, never want force applied to themselves; they always want it used 
upon the other fellow, and to enforce their notions, not the other's. 

On May 3rd, 1923, The Missouri Branch of the Association Against the 
Prohibition Amendment forwarded to President Harding a communication 
attacking the Federal prohibition amendment as violative of the rights of 
the states, challenging its constitutionality because of duplicity of provision, 
and requesting the President to submit the memorial to the consideration of 
the conference of state Governors, called by the President. The memorial 
was signed by former Judge H enry S. Priest, President of the Association. 
In part the address follows : 

"In the light of the moral and physical calamities attendant upon the 
past efforts at enforcement of the Volstead Act; is it not better to allow it to 
lapse into a state of inocuous desuetude, a happy fate, similar to that of ma11 ·,• 
other like efforts, such as the 'blue laws' and the enforcements acts passed 
pursuant to the thirteenth, fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 1 

''We have an association composed of thousands of most excellent, goocl 
and 'intelligent' women and men, greatly interested in these questions 
from purely patriotic and moral considerations, who desire in this way through 
you to make certain representations to the congress of executives for their 
earnest consideration. They are seriously of the opinion that no law that 
offends-the moral sense of a very large minority of the people and that 
punishes the innocent for the sins of the transgressor, that attempts a moral 
reform through force, can ever be successfully enforced, except through the 
most offensive and cruel tyranny. 

"There is great dissatisfaction with the methods employed in passing 
this amendment. It was pressed at a time when the soul of the nation was 
afire with the direct concern of the late war. Millions of dollars were raised 
and presumably used to aid its passage. A lobby was ever present to chal
lenge any act not conducive to the one purpose of passing the amendment. 
It was bold enough to challenge the power and influence of the President. 
Congressmen were iiitimidated by threats of defeat at election. The avarice 
of employers was enlisted in the thought of more work, and more efficient 
work with the same compensation, from employes. Every corrupt, selfish 
and superstitious factor was brought into the arena to wage the contest in 
behalf of force and intolerance. The people have not been allowed to vote 
upon this question-in our state the legislature rejected the popular vote by 
adopting the amendment. 

"NOT FREE FROM DUPLICITY. But the amendment is not free from 
duplicity, (National prohibition cases; 253, U. S. 350-). Constitutional en
actments are supposed to be within easy understanding of the ordinarily 
intelligent person. This is lacking in the quality of clarity. It may have 
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been designed for equivocation, to overcome the judgment of those who be
lieve in the rights of states to regulate their domestic affairs . Section 2 of the 
amendment giving the states 'concurrent power to enforce this article by 
appropriate legislation" was eliminated by the Supreme Court. 

'' A.gain, by the eighth amendment to the constitution 'cruel and unusual 
punishments' are interdicted. Under the eighteenth amendment, when the 
states and Federal Government exercise 'concurrent power' to enforce its 
provisions by legislation, a single act of violation is visited with a double 
punishment. (U. S. vs. Vito Lanza et al., U. S. Sup Ct., decided December 
11th, 1922.) Each penalty imposed by either sovereignty is presumably 
reasonable or usual. This may be legal but it is not just, neither does it 
comport with the benevolence of our institutions. 'l\vo punishments for the 
same act is clearly unu ·ual if not cruel. We submit such inconsistencies and 
doubts should be cleared up by appropriate legislation. While we insist 
upon obedience to the law and its enforcement so long as it remains unrepealed, 
we entertain fundamental objections to it arising from other considerations. 
If this law is strictly enforced upon all alike it will soon have many of the 
'sane, virile thinking men in jail and the country controlled by fanatics'." 

J. S. A.. writing in a newspaper under dat.e of January 12, 1922, comments 
as follows:- The fanatics of the land have undertaken to make tyranny 
popular by teaching obedience to oppressive legislation. They have made of 
"law" an instrument of tyranny, and now seek to extol the virtue of that 
which has been used for infamous ends. The task these fanatics have set 
for themselves is impossible of attainment-unless the human race has ceased 
to love liberty more than authority. 

This Republic is the creation of "law-breaker,". The men who framed 
the constitution resisted authority to the point of rebellion. The North swept 
aside the " laws of a land" to free the slaves. The "best citizens" of the 
North offered-in defiance of "law"-refuge to the escaped slaves of the 
South, and there are none so base today as to speak ill of those who offered this 
refuge to human beings fleeing from bondage. It is only the fool who aoes 
not know that respect for just law is the basis of security and order; and it 
is only the fool who does not know that man will ever refuse to submit to a 
tyrannical law. If the latter were not true, the first despotism ever erected 
would have endured unto today. 

Law within itself is by no means sacred or just. Unless law through 
the virtue of its absolute justice is sacred, it can lay no claim to sacredness. 
Respect for law must be founded upon laws respect for the rights of every 
man. The purpose of law shonld be l•.) sr,e11r ,3 for every man bis rights-not 

• 
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to violate these rights. When the law is made the means whereby one man's 
particular concept of life is forced upon another man, it is against right, and 
will be defeated by force-or subterfuge. 'fhe history of law is one of dis
honor as well as honor. Throughout the ages man has been oppressed and 
enslaved by law. Man has worn the yoke and chain-through law. Man has 
died at the stake and on the rack-through law. Man has cried, "Give me 
Liberty or Dea th ! '' and died for his courage-through law. Man has died 
on the field of battle to perpetuate the rule of his oppressor-through law. 
'rhe curses and the infamies of the ages have been made possible-through law. 
Law! Its record is red with blood and black with dark deeds. 

The founders of the Republic knew that the oppression of the human· race 
has ever come through "law", and they undertook, through the constitution 
to make the rights of the individual paramount to the power of government. 
It was their purpose to establish forever the rights of the individual by re
stricting the powers of law-making bodies; and upon this single principle of 
Liberty and Justice, the greatness and happiness of the American people rest. 
When the rights of the individual are disregarded any form of government 
becomes despotic. All tyranny is based upon disregard of man's innate rights. 

Let those who are mad for the lack of brain, and those who are mad for 
the want of gold remember this; the road to liberty is not a highway of 
"Law and Order", but a path strewn with broken statutes and the shattered 
thrones of "duly elected" law givers. 

What crime has not been committed in the name of prohibition¥ What 
outrage of liberty has not occured in the name of this futile fanaticism 1 
We have seen, in two years, more lives sacrificed to prohibition than the open 
sale of liquors wauld take in half a centruy. We have seen public officials 
debauched to defeat a form of sumptuary legislation to which mankind has 
never submitted-and never will submit. We have seen legislative bodies pros
tituted in the name of "morals", and these law-making bodies enact legislation 
as pleased the fancy of fanatics; and slick reformers who live in ease and 
luxury through the oppression of the American people~ 

We have seen the constitution scoffed and mocked by advocates of pro
hibition; and its guarantees overridden in a vain attempt to compel the 
people to submit to a tyranny more absolute than ever dared by the people 
of old. We have seen even the home ruthlessly invaded by officials of the 
law, in defiance of the fourth amendment to the constitution, and to the out
rage of every concept of liberty. In the name of prohibition, we have seen 
the constitution-a document written to express the hopes of mankind for 
thousands of years-undermined and ridiculed so that the spm.ious amend
ment attached thereto through hypocricy and cowardice may be forced upon 
a people who object to its tyranny. 
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We have seen the laws of fanatics strike down the exhaulted patriotism 
of millions of our citizens; and turn love of country into distrust of country. 
We have seen millions of our youths sent forth to die for liberty; and those 
who returned told that " Liberty" is the moth-eaten fallacy of the enemy 
they faced that freedom might endure. 

We have lied, we have oppressed, we have groveled in the mire of deceit, 
served the ends of fanaticism and tyranny. Today we are r eaping the harvest 
of infamy that we have sown. Today we hear the cry going up that we are 
sweeping forward to the destruction of all la.w and order; the r esult of arbi
trary_ legislation which was to make of us a nation of wingless angels. 

Liquor is a mixture of smiles and tears, of happiness and sorrow; even as 
love is. In it lurks danger , as lurks danger in gold, government and religion, 
when abused. Its evils are many and its joys are more. But, accuse it as one 
may; prove its evils as one can, it has never in all the ages swept a nation into 
tyranny and destruction. But despotism and fanaticism have wrecked nations 
from the beginning of history. They will wreck ours if we submit. 

Let the fanatics take note of the fact that Liberty is too big a price for 
prohibition. 

On May 3rd, 1922, Bishop William Lawrence of the Episcopal diocese of 
Massachusetts, in his annual r eport to the Diocesan Convention, asked 
wh0ther it was not time to r ecognize the right of every citizen who did not 
believe in constitutional prohibition to say so and in public. 

"Hundr eds of thousands of working men who found solace and comrad
ship after the day's work in what they felt to be their innocent glass of beer 
bad it snatched from them", the bishop said, "and thousands of reputable 
citizens found their personal liberties and domestic habits broken in upon. 
Surely it is competent for every citizen to speak, work and do everything 
consistent within the law, to have a law either amended or rescinded." The 
bishop asked, "How are those directors and officers who drink liquor going to 
answer the question of men under their employ? Why is that which is bad 
for our efficiency not just as bad for your efficiency? The plain people who 
have invested their earnings in these corporations are also asking these ques
tions and they have got to be answered". 

The good bishop is right, those questions must be answered at the proper 
time, which should be at the polls. Yet the real good church people seem to 
believe that political parties are the salvation of Christianity, or to some 
extent the medium for Christian progress; they willingly contribute money 
and sacrifice Christian principles in the belief that phariseeism is not 
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sinful; they follow the blarney of demagogues and filthy partisan news
papers who "skillfully promote party bluster", and sell their individual and 
collective independence for a cloud of e onomic mist, and like sheep, elect 
their own butchers. 

When we take into consideration that among ninety-six U. S. Senators 
representing the inalienable rights of the people at Washington, and of whom 
eighty-three per cent admit to profess some Christian Church doctrine, yet, 

sold their brethren into slavery at the request of the "Ministerial Alliance'' 
supported by the W. C. T. U. who take it upon themselves to Christianize an 
already Christianized country, (Supreme Court decision), but, they tell us we 
need to be reformed; well, let us hear what a Baptist minister has to say. 

In the San Antonio ( 'l.'exas) Express, of September 3, 1922, we read:
To the Editor of San Antonio Express: I am begging to protest against 
a secret oathbound organization prostituting Protestantism into waging a 
religious and race war in this country. 

We are no longer in the dark as to what the objects of the Ku Klux Klan 
are. Their recently chosen Grand Lecturer for the United States came over 
here from Austin and told us, taking two speeches-one at Bowen's Island, the 
other at Beethoven Hall-in which to do it. He was a Baptist minister, and 
so am I. When it comes io honorary titles and former important positions in 
religious work, I am his equal, and then some. Having preached for fifty-six 
years, I have a right to speak out to preachers and other church workers of 
every name, on this subject. 

The Grand Lecturer told us distinctly, in both lectures, that the Klan is 
a religious organization, for the purpose of taking care of Protestant Christian
ity; and, as shown by the tone and matter of his addresses, to do this as against 
Catholics and Jews. I am denying the religious right of any number of men 
to unite in a secret, oathbound organization for the purpose of promoting or 
defending Christianity. Jesus Christ, conceded by the lecturer and those for 
whom he speaks to be the Divine Son of God, organized His church for the 
purpose of propagating His cause. To His saved members He gave com
missions. Hear Him, '' And ye shall be witness unto me both in Jerusalem, 
and in all Judea and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the earth." 
(Acts, 1 :8). Everyone of those to whom He delivered this commission, just 
before He ascended on high, was a Jew. He, the Protestant's Lord and 
Savior, was a Jew. Every book of the Bible which Baptists and Protestants 
hold to be their law, was written by a Jew. He commanded His disciples to 
'' go into all the world and preach the gospel to every creature'', and, in an
other connected, he said, "beginning at Jerusalem". 

The Apostle Paul, the Jewish messenger to the gentiles, wrote : "For I am 
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not ashamed of the Gospel of Christ; for it is the power of God unto salvation 
to every one that believed; to the Jew first, and also to the Greek". (Rom, 
1 :16) . Again he wrote: '' For though we walk in the flesh, we do not war 
after flesh; for the ,;ea pons of our warfare are not carnal, but mighty through 
God to the pulling down of strongholds." (2 Cor. 10 :3-4). In the light of 
these, and dozens of other Scriptures of like import, I submit that it is not 
competent for any organization to attempt the conquest of the world .for 
J esus Christ by any process save that of preaching the Gospel. Is the Klan 
also a preaching organization 1 If not, then hands off this work of the churrh ! 
When the Grand Lecturer spoke at Beethoven Hall-where I replied to him 
the following week-the table on the platform was covered with the flag of 
the United States. On top of this an open Bible was placed. On top of tbe 
Bible was laid a gleaming naked sword. What did this mean¥ If anything, 
it was anti-Christian. If nothing, then it was silly. 

In view of the above quotations from the Bible, it is clear that the mission 
of all who would represent Jesus Christ is to the whole world, both J ew and 
Gentile. That is in harmony with the spirit of the facts of crucifixion. Jews 
accused Jesus; a judge of a gentile government sentenced Him. Jews walketl 
about the cross on which He hung, deriding Him and challenging Him to 
come down. Gentile soldiers, who had driven the nails through His feet and 
hands and the spear into His side1 gambled for His garments at the foot of foe 
cross. He did not call down twelve legions of angels, as He had told Peter 
when He ordered Him in the garden to put up his sword, He could do; but, 
instead, H e prayed the Father to forgive both Jews and Gentiles. 

Then, why should men organize themselves and send out emissaries over 
the country, the effect of whose missions can only be to stir up and incite race 
p1·ejudice 1 How can preachers-who are called, if called at all-afford to 
join in with a secret organization that discriminates against many of the very 
people to whom they claim they are called to preach ¥ Do they not see that 
in so doing they are building unsealable walls about their churches, and them
selves¥ Why sh.ould churches spend vast sums of money to send the Gospel 
message to Jews and Catholics in foreign countries, as they are doing, while 
their preachers and leaders at home build these walls ? 

How about preachers and leading chur\h members fostering an organiza
tion that engenders a spirit like that 1 That spirit that will not allow a 
qualified man to teach a Bible class unless he joins in with, or at least keeps 
silent•about an organization he does not approve, will, if it keeps at it, p•.'c
cipitate a conflict between races, religious bigots and classes that will make 
innocent blood fl.ow in this country as it did in France in the days of the 
commune. I am pleading to avert it. J. lVL Robertson, 

517 A venue B., San Antonio, Texas. 
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'' The song of the moonshiners'' as read in the Congressional Record 
by Senator Stanley, of Kentucky, on September 23rd, 1921, during discussion 
of the anti-beer bill in the senate (Universal Service) It follows: 

(1) 

My country 'tis of thee, 
Land of grape-juice and tea, 
Of thee I sing. 
Land where we all have tried, 
To break the law, and lied, 
From every mountain side, 
The boot-legs spring. 

And we may add 

(2) 

My native country, thee, 
Land of home breweries, 
Thy brew I love. 
I love thy booze and thrills, 
And thy illicit stills, 
The moonshine runs in rills, 
From high above. 

• 
(3) 

, From every angle, side, 
Come forth a drolly sight, 
From moonshine·'s blight, 
From every hill and dell, 
Bootleggers give thee hell, 
And "Heimgemachtes", well, 
They say, it's swell. 

Prohibition, summed up in its essence, is the fruit of a rJerverted morality 
in the heart and mind of the A. M. A . and its allied. The Volstead Act is its 
child, and will never be recognized by sane American citizens. 'l'ake the 
right of the physician to prescribe alcohol out of the law, and your prohibition 
is at an end. The wind-jamming of preachers about prohibition enforcement 
is nothing but comedy now played in many oi' the Christian churches, instead 
of the Gospel, it is more remuneratiYe. 

'l'he· American people must eradicate this evil, or confess, before the 
world, their incapableness of self-government. 
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ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE VICIOUS TESS 

From preachers of a certain sort come the frequent boast that " we and 
the Anti-Saloon League put prohibition over.'' From Anti-Saloon League 
superintendents and other officials comes the same boast, the other way 
about-"We and the church people put it over." Under the sham and 
shadowy pretense of enforcing the eighteent.h amendment and Volsteadism, 
there have come revelation almost without limit PROVING both the Anti
Saloon League leaders and the prohibition preachers to be hypocrites of the 
most vicious kind. With these bald and indisputable FACTS established, 
there can be no honest difference of opinion as to what prohibition really 
means. 

Let us look a little into detail: Right here in St. Louis, lVIo. a preacher 
who has made a lot of nasty noise on prohibition, accidentally let a bottle 
half filled with whiskey fall .from his hip pocket at a meeting of an organiza
tion of preachers. It caused a mild sort of sensation among the brethren, 
and immediately the fellow entered into a long and labored explanation, 
which explanation he is still making whenever he can -get anybody to stand 
still and listen: He and a brother preacher had seen a drunken tramp on 
the street, and admonished him; conscience stricken, the tramp handed the 
other preacher the bottle containing the whiskey; the other preacher had 
handed it to his fellow parson because his own pocket was too small to 
chamber the bottle; he had brought it along to the meeting, forgetting all 
about it until he had accidentally dropped it from his pocket. But that 
preacher never did produce the tramp; never did tell who the other preacher 
was who was with him; never did explain why he didn 't break the bottle 
and spill the whiskey on the street, and DID put the bottle back in his pocket 
and take it away from the meeting with him. Any person of even ordinary 
intelligence can take those simple facts and make his own natural deductions. 
That bottle-dropping preacher was and is a specimen prohibition prating 
hypocrite of the pulpit. 

In New York, one Anderson, state superintendent of the Anti-Saloon 
League, quarreled with some of his associates and assistants, and they 
"snitched' 'on him. 'l'hey told how Anderson had collected money for which 
he had not accounted to the amount of more than $24,000 in a single year. 
Anderson made vigorous denial as long as he could; then he admitted it, and 
said he had spent the money secretly in Anti-Saloon League work, and finally, 
when cornered by the prosecuting attorney, he declared he had spend the 
major part of the money as "bribes for reporters on anti-prohibition papers" 
to . induce them to betray their employers and sneak in stuff favorable to the 
Anti-Saloon League or keep out stuff unfavorable to the league. The fellow 
has tbld so many itories that it is difficult to decide which of them, if any, 
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are true; but on his own declaration, to defend himself from the charge of 
stealing the money, he denounces himself as a bribe-giver and a corrupter 
of men-and he claiming to be a preacher of the gospel. Out of his own 
mouth he utters his condemnation. 

Now let's come back home, and take the little matter of "Rev." Shupp, 
holding the position of state superintendent. of the Anti-Saloon League for 
Missouri-the same position held by Anderson in New York. Almost every
thing short of murder has been charged against him, and much of the vicious
ness proven; but let us take his own words in condemnation of himself: 
Under oath and as a witness in a legal proceflding, he said he did set his son 
up in business as a putative chemical manufacturer and seller. To do this 
he made his son a partner with a man whom he himself KNEW to be a law 
breaker and a bad man, under the ban of the U. S. courts. The prenteded 
prime purpose of this putative chemical concern was to manufacture and 
market_ a fake preparation to negroes on the pretense that by its use the 
black man could make himself white. Right here we have the fellow, by 
his own declaration, engaging in a fraudulent scheme with an unlawful pur
pose, and prostituting himself so low as to use his own son for his dirty 
business-the same son over whom he moaned and mourned when the exposure 
came. 

For the benefit of this fake chemical proposition, as rotten a scheme as 
ever was conocted-taking Shupp 's own statements for it-Shupp used his 
pretended pull with prohibition enforcement authorities to obtain special 
favors in the matter of permits to obtain alcohol in larger quantities and 
oftener than was legally right and proper. When the exposure came-under 
oath, mind you, and in a legal proceeding-" Rev." Shupp "experienced. a 
nervous breakdown,'' and went into hiding. The pretense set up was that 
he wanted to get away from '' those infernal reporters,'' the same fellJwH 
his prototype in New York courted and catered to with bribes-or pretended 
to have done when there was no other way to account for the missing fund~. 

If prohibition is a good thing, why is it necessary to employ scoundrels 
and crooks to maintain and enforce it 1-

The End 
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THE REMEDY 

The reader, by this time, ought to have a fair knowledge of what pro-· 
hibition really is; its advocates, for the last fifty years have sown wind and 
are now reaping a storm that is uprooting the foundations of our government; 
of course, as long as the law is there we should live up to it, but we must 
prepare for a battle-royal at the next year's elections, a battle for true de
mocracy, justice, liberty and inalienable rights of men. The smooth deceptive 
party demagogue and spineless politician must be retired and kept at hcruo, 
and treated by their neighbors as they deserve, yet, with pity; men who have 
no regard for their neighbors' rights, men who volunteered to put the yoke 
of despotism and slavery upon the neck of the American pe9ple must be 
shunned as the worst enemies of democracy. The issue is plain; we must 
choose whom we will elect regardless of party affiliation. The battle is on 
and will never be settled until this question is settled right, and by the people 
themselves. The Volstead Act must be repealed first, and then the removal of 
the 18th Amendment from the Constitution by the people themselves for it 
has no legitimate claim to be a part thereof. 

If we want immorality, vice, crime, intemperance, and boot-legging to 
propagate and prosper, then we must stand. by the Volstead Act and the 
18th Amendment; if we want decency, tempP-rance, law and order and home 
rule, we must forget party lines and vote for the man who stands for these 
things openly, the issue is plain and clear. 
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