SOME EMINE!
NEBRASKANS

£ndorse the Slocumb License,
Local Optioa Liquor Law,

FROM PERSONAL OBSERVATION

Eo-Called “County Option™ isShown
to Be County Prohibition---Anti-
Saloon League Would Deprive
School Distriet of License
Money---False Pretenses,

Eminent Nebraskans have expressed
emphatic opinions upon the question
of the best means of controlling the
liguor traffic. They all base their
views upon personal observation. No
one knowing the high character and
standing of these men can fail to at-
tach importance to their statements.
They are well worth reading.

Thuse who have given the most
study to the question of the best
means of regulating the liquor traffie
bave reached the conclusion that ex-
perience the last fifty years has
proven that its eradication is impossi-
ble; therefore the only debatable
qguestion is as to what method for the
regulation and control of the traffic is
most effective.

Without referring to the fifty vears’
fallure in Maine, let us take examples
rearer home. The editor of the Kim-
ball (Nehb.) Obhserver is a former resi-
dent of Kansas,
following letter to the Merchants' and
Meanufacturers’ association, Omaha:

“l came here over a vear ago {rom
Kansas, where | lived fifteen vears. 1
bad ample opportunity to observe the
workings, or rather the non-working
qualiities, of the prohibitory law. 1
em sick and tired
loons and joints which pay no license
rnd which cause more
than open saloons. The Slocumb law
in Nebraska is all right as it now
elands, and needs no changing. A sa-
Inon run strietly in aceccrdance
sired than a ‘dry’ town with
Elores,
ous shipments of mail
and consequent drunkenness.”

A veteran
Hen. D. R. Streeter of the Linton Rec-
ord, recently wrote as follows:

“lI have published a peper in this
(Emmons) county since 1884, part of
the time under license and part under
prohibition, and 1 find little difference
®E to the amount of liguor consumed.
Those who were drunkards under li-
cense are drunkards under prohi-
bition. 1 can see no change. But if
Nebraska wants to put a premium on
hypocrisy and violation of law,
should at once follow in the footsteps
of North Dakota. In this state, were
there a federal law preventing
Interstate carriage of whisky, wine,
knd beer to all but drugglsts, and the
druggists’ permits to sell were taken
away by the legislature, we would be

tumbling over one another to get un- |

der the licenze banner.”

With a knowledge of many simi]ari

cts, prominent Nebraskans have ex-
pressed their views on the subject in
letters to the Merchants’ and Manu-
facturers’ association. From such let-
ters the following extracts are taken:

Says Hon. L. D. Richards, an influ-
ential banker of Fremont:

“l am in hearty sympathy with the
Purposes of the Merchants’ and Manu-
facturers’ association to secure the
dbetter enforcemant of the Slocumb
liquor license law. No state in the
Union bhas a better law for controlling
and regulating the liguor traffic than
Nebraska, and It only remains for the
temperance and right-minded people
to see that this statute Is enforced,
when many of the existing drink evils
will be removed. Under the local op-
tion provisions of the Slocumb law any
community can vote and secure as ef-
fective prohibition as is possible under
the strictest state prohibition law ever
enacted. My old state of Vermont
had prohibition. so-called. and the ef-
fort to enforce it made liars and hypo-
crites out of many otherwise respect-
eble people, without lessening the
evils arising from drink. This has
bean the, experience of all the states
which have for any length of time had
prohibitive legislatinn, and
them have returned, as has Vermont,
to license angd regulation.”

Hon., W. H. Thompson. the well
Enown lawyer of Grand Island. writes:

“If 1 understand you, the ohiesct of |

your association is to ald in the strict
enforcement of the Slocumb law of
this state,
zgen should lemd support. 1
to be the best emartment on the sub-

Ject wow on the statute beoks of any |
! ment of local eption.

state in this Union, if its provisions
ere enforced as they should he.”
Dr. Geerge L. Miller, for many vears

the most influentiali Democratic editor |

‘!T" salfl 1

fn Nebraska says:

“Thre question is an old one. Charles |

V.. Dan2 proved by overwheiming testi-
monvy, from an exhaustive in-
vestigation, ‘hat for more than thirty
years prohibition Im  Malne wutterly
Tailed to prohibit It fails now., as
everyhody knows, Ten years
most demor lizing struggie in lowa re-

derived

Bunited im fai'ure and in a repeal of the |

law. loeal option under the Slccumb
Jaw is the rne ramedy for
evils—regulation and control
proliibition, which is impractibie andd
fmpossible in this free
Surs.

|of the career of General Charles F.

{ and is productive of much good.

In May he wrote the |

of drug store sa- |
drunkenness |
| S0 fully controls the sale of liquor as
with |
this law is a great deal more to be de- |
its drug |

its hootleggers and its numer- |
order booze |

editor of North Dakota, |

she | Tegulation of the ligquor traffic to be

| found in the United States.

the |

| the wind” until there was a bare cor-

| rules to have their votes recorded by
| name against the rep8rt.”

some of |
| The most conspicuous man on the side

| impassioned speech, urged the confer-

y words “local option™ did not and never
In such an effort sach citi- |
halleve It |

| that three

of the |
fndorsed the right of a majority of the |
|

alcoholic |
not |

country of |
Besides, prchibiCfon is a rll.n.)iﬁI

‘ invasion of personal rights and 'Lerty

from the valn attempt to make 1
Frood by sitatute. [ have comlated i
for sixty ycars, and combat it gow, oa
tkis princip.a.”

Dittmar & Sisler, owners of a largs
mercantile house in Geaeva write:

“We believe that the law nuw o
force in Nebraska Is good ani shouli
uot be repealed, because as prohi-
bition cannot possibly prevent the sale
and use of liquor; license prnpclly.
adjusted and regulated controis tue
liquor traffic most electively. Com-
parison of the vears when thisz pince

| went ‘dry” and Those in waich leen o

carried shows that the city was mu-h
better governed, was quieter, had less
litigation, and more publie improve-

| ments were made during license rule."

Every Nebraskan may well be proud

Manderson, soldier, statesman, lawyer,
patriotic citizen. Upon request for |

general wrote the following:
“This is the best liquor law in the

' United States, and when enforced it !

leads to sobriety and respect for law
The
country suffers frequemtly from im-
provident and unwise legislation, and
so-called prohibitive legislation as to !
the liquor traffic has done infinite mis-
chief and great harm. It leads to
clandestine evasion or direct violation,
and with either there comes contempt
of all law, good or bad. I have spent
much time in prohibition states and
nowhere has the use of liquor been
prevented, and the results have been
deplorable. The tempiation to vio-
late the law is great and the results
flowing from clandestine and fllegal
drinking have led not only to con-
tempt of all law, but have increased
the liguor habit.”

President P. Walsh of the McCook
National bank writes:

“I am unaiterably opposed to prohi-
bition because it has proven to be det-
rimental to business interests wher-
ever it has been wried, and I share
with you in your views that Nebraska
has at present the best laws regulat-
ing the sale of liquor of any state in
the Union.”

Hon. W. D. Haller of Blair, whose
fecord in  the Nebraska legislature
stamped him as an able man, writes:

“My observation convinces me that
no state in the Union has any law that

does the Slocumb law of this state.
Prohibition in other states has been a
failure. Not  only is there as much
liquor consumed in prohibition states
as in this state, but no revenue is re-
ceived therefrom:™

Mr. Thomas B. McPherson, ths
South Omaha banker, is known to
business men all over Nebraska. Hae
writes:

“I lived in Penmsylvania under pro-
hibition for years and found more
drunkennesz and corruption of youth
there, to the township, through the
process of ‘bootlegging,’ than has ever
existed in the whole state of Nebraska
under the Slocumb law, even with a
lax enforcement of its provisions. We
now have the very best law for the |

All we
need is its proper and rigid execution.
Your association is certainly moving
in the right direction, and should re-
ceive the assistance and hearly co-
operaticn of all good citizens.”

A WISE CONCESSION

Law-Giving Body of Methodist Church
Indorses Local Option.

The Baltimore Sun of May 26 con-
tains the following report showing
that the great law-giving body of the
Methodist church was wise enough to
concede that local option is an effec-
tive means of controlling the ligquor
traffic. The report reads:

“For three hours locked in a flerce
struggle, the advocates of local option
as the road to prohibition fought
things to a final settlement in the gen-
eral conference of the Methodist Epis-
copal church at the Lyric yesterday.
The result was an overwhelming tri-
umph for the local optionists. Indi-
vidually, It was a spectacular triumph
for Governor J. Frank Hanly of Indi-
ana, whose speech in defense of the
majority report of the temperance
committee, of which he is chairman,
aroused unbounded enthusiasm. His
was a powerful appeal that swept the
conferance from end to end and scat-
tered the epposition like chaff before

poral’'s guard of them left to protest.
Some few refused to surrender and in-
elsted upon their privilege under the

The debate was long and excitine.
g 3

of the vanquished was Chancellor J.
R. Day of Syracuse, N. Y.. who, in an

ence to declare solely and straizhtly
for prohibition: asserted that the |

bad sounded right to him.

Dr. A. B. Leonard vigerously
with intense earnestness atiacked the
majority report because of its indorseo-.

and |

“T oral option,” he declared, “means

prokibition or permission.”

I’r. L.eonard, when he conld
eard that was
viet it did mean, and predicted that
¢ the majority report should be adopt-
ed the confzrence wonld regret it and |
from npow those!
who votel fer it would be wiser than |
thew are todav. He declared that if|
the conference indor=ed docal option it |

[ ]
make

insisted that

montihs

people in any given district to legalize
the szle of liquor™
However, the report was adopted,.
Tiris notable action of the Metho-
dist churek is causing widespread
eomment. The Clay Center (Neb.)
Sun, of which W. L. Palmer {g editcr

.f
|

 ing prohibition shonld not

fn its fxzue .f Jurc 5, makes the fu)-
lowing commen: cn the subject:

“It I8 enouzh to make Slocumb
the author of the Nebraska local op-
tion law, turn over in his grave and
take notice when the M. E. general
conference invokes the aild of his law.’

L.ocal option, as defined by the Ne-
traska statute, means that any village
or town may decide at the ballot box
w.cther or not It will issue caloon li-
cenzes. This must not be counfounded
with so-called “county option,” whic
means simply county prohibition be-
cause [ts advocates decline Lo give to
the voter any option in the matter.
Under their program he must vote fur
Lo license or not at all.

Mulcting the Taxpayer,

The object of the Anti-Saloon
League is to bring about county
prohibition (under the name of county
option) and thus, by extending dry

ihis opinion of the Slocumb law, the territory, ultimately to reach state-

wide prohibition. To attain this ob-
ject, the league adopts in one state
methods differing from those prac-
ticed in others; for Iinstance, the
league in Massachusetts s waging a
campaign for a state law which will
take from local school districts
moneys received from licenses and
fines and put it into the state treas-
ury. The agents of the league explain
their action to be based upon the fact
that local communities, in most cases,
have refused to vote for county prohi-
bition because it would forfeit the rev-
enues from licenses and fines which
now go into the school fund to pay
for the maintenance of the schools,
The forfeiture of this money, of
course, means that local taxpayers
must submit to an additional levy to
make up the deficit. In Omaha, for

instance, that deficit would amouut to |
| over a quarter of a million.

There is no doubt that agents
the league are correct in their state-
ment that . state law requiring all
license money and revenue from finea
to he cover 2d into the state treasury
would be a powerful lever in the hand
of the learue to bring about state-
wide prohilbition. Tt is equally true

that such a policy would recoil with '

terrific effe~t upon the taxpayers of
avery school district,

The program of the league includes
the raising of this issue whenever it
can be done without
chances of success, It wonld be well
for Nebras.-a taxpayers to give this
matter earnest attention before it is
toco late.

OKLAHOMA'S FLOP

Editors Agree With Judge Strang that
the Disp:nsary Is to Sell Liquor
—Not to Prohibit,

Perhaps the strangest
things done by Oklahoma
adoption of an article in the conztitu-
tion prohibiting the manufacture and
sale of liguor, only to repudiate such
action the following year. Last fail
the people adopted prohibition at the
polls, but the unusual part of it is that
the legislature took advantage of an
alternative clause in the constitution
and reversed the will of the people re-
gpecting prohibition, putting in its
place a state dispensary. Under the
new law, the state is now selling lig-
uor to the exclusion of all private
busineses houses; whereas the people
decreed that ligquor should not be
made nor sold within the boundaries
of Oklahoma.

Some of the Prohibitionists contend
that Oklahoma did not reverse its pol-
icy, and that the dispensary is a meas-
ure promotive of prohibition, as de-
fined by the state constitution. How-
ever, it is difficult to see how any fair-
minded man eould be deceived by such
pretension. Judge Strang of the dis-
trict court of Guthrie, early in May,
in a case brought before him involv-
ing a collateral issue, decided the
point with emphasis. He held that
“the dispensary law is an act regulat-
ing the sale of ligquor, nct one to pro-
hibit.”

The editor of the State Capital in a
recent letter to a Nebraskan, said:

“Responding to your query, let me
gay that the people adopted state-wide
prohibition last fall by a majority of
18,000. The legislature repudiated
this action by the passsage of the dis-
pensary law. The dispensary law will
simply develop into a lot of state sa-
loons.™ :

The following are a few brief quota-
tions from newspapers in OXxlahoma
bearing on the point:

“Prohibition carried by nearly 20,060
votes at the last election. Dut the
legislature and governor are ignoring
the wishes of the people and are es
tablishing saloons in every county of
the state.”—Texhoma Times. *

“Just as sure as there is a just Ged
in heaven, the politicians will have to
answer to an outraged people for their
hroken prohibtitign promises. Oklahoma
did not vote for a dispensary system
of dram shops. They voted for prohi-
bition."—Erick Altruist.

“*After voting 18,000 strong for pro-
hibition, the people find that the pro-
hibition law was only a horrible farce,

1
i and they are now placed in the saloon

business themselves."—Carmen Haoad-
light.

The action of the legislature in re
versing the policy of the state respect-
be judsed
It was taken upon renre-
that

ctive

tuo harshly.
e utation of citizens of the state
t e prohibition amendment
npon its ratification) had
iznored in nearly every community of
the new siate—the people paying no
maore attention to its provisions than
do the people of the larger cities of
Maine and Kansas pay to the proaib-
itory laws of those states. There is
muach evidence showing that boot-
leggers in large numbers pervaded the
state, and that the clandestine sale of
Hguor was practiced everywhere, Very
raturally, many people saw that this
state of affairs would bLring disaster,

&
(elis

been utierly

jenpardizing |

of all the’
was s |

'tnd they appealed to tlc legi.latu:a
for protection.

| It so happened that the framers cf
| the Oklahoma constitution inserted a
clause empowering the legislature to
establish a state dispensary upon a
showing of fact that the policy of pre-
: hibition could not be enforced. When
such showing was made the legisla-
| ture acted accordingly, just as did e
"Jowa legislature in 1894,

| MR. BRYAN AND PROHIBITIC,

An Associated Press dispatch, dated
&t Lincoln, June 11, says;

Replying to a dispatch from Mil-
waunkee concerning his attitude on the
questivn of prohibition, Mr. Bryan
sald:

“l have received many letters from

nents of prohibition, and | have an-
swered them all in the same way. |
have told them that [ did mot regard
the question as a national one. While
it is an issue in a mumber of states,
I do not expect it to be made an issue
by elther the Republican or Demo-
cratic npational conventions. [ have
made it a rule not to discuss ques-
tions outside the platform, because
the candidate has no right to inject
issucs which his platform excludes,

“In answer to questiong about my
own reccrd on the subject, | have
stated that so far as my personal hab-
its go, | am a teetotaler, never having
used liquor as a beverage, but in 1890
I voted against the state prohibition
amendment because | thought the li-
cense system we had, with local op-
ticn, was better suited to the condi-
tions we had to meet in our stat:z."”

It will be remembered that Mr.
Bryan in 1800 stumped
against a proposed prohibition amend-
ment to the state constitution and

Secrectary Taft's Opinion,
Secretary of War Willlam H. Taft,
in his book, “Four Aspects of Civic

lows:

“Nothing is more
more utterly at variance with sound
policy than to enact a law which, by
reason of conditions surrounding the
community, is incapahle of enforce-
ment. Such instances are sometimes
presented by sumptuary
which the sale of intoxicating liquors
is prohibited under penaities in local-
ities where the public sentiment of
| the immediate community
not and will not sustzin the en-
| forcement of the law. In such cases,
the legislation usually is the result
of agitation by the people of the coun-
try districts who are determined to
make their fellow citizens in the city
better. The enactment of the law
comes through the country representa-
tives, who form a majority of the
legislature, but the enforcement of
the law is among the people who are
generally opposed to its enaciment,
and under such conditions the law is
a decad letter.”

|
|
|

Full and Frank Discussion.

One of the best weekly newspapers
in Nebraska is the Greeley Citlzen,
published by Messrs, F. P. and E. E.
Compton. Its editorials are uniformly
well written and forceful. Its issue of
June 5 contained the following:

“it is but just to state that the Mer-
chants’ and Manufacturers’ association
is not a saloon organization, nor is
there a saloon man (either wholesale
or retail, nor a brewer) among its
members. It Is an organization of
manufacturers, wholesale and retail
merchants of that city, banded to-
gether for the distinet purpose of
working for what they deem for the
best interest of Omaha and the state,
Some of the best and most influential
papers in the state have published the
article and we call our readers’ atten-
tion to it on the last page.

“The Merchants’ and Manufacturers’
association or the Anti-Saloon lL.eague
should enjoy equal facilities at the
hands of the Nebraska press and, with
few exceptions—notably our contem-
porary—they will, and a full and frank
discussion of any public question will
pever injure the morals of any one,
and no cne, but a hypocrite would
object.”

Fals= Pretenses.

There Is no such thing as county
option. It is simply ecounty prohi-
bition. Its advocates are working to
have the question put to vote in their
way, and that way is to let the voter
have a chance to say no licenses shall
be issued, but they will not give him
a chance to say licenses shall be
issued. It is a one-gided, jugthandled
proposition. The voter has no option.
It is *“Hobson's choice.”

When the Anti-Saloon League la-
beled “‘county option,” it hoped to de-
rive some benefit from the popularity
of local cption as defined by the Slo-
cumb law, but the league is gnilty of
falzse pretense when it uses the term
“county option.” If the league would
takke off the mask and the true
term, “ccunty prohibition,” it would
not deceive half as many as it does,
end in many places where the league
sow gets a hearing, its pretensions
would not be tolerated.

use

-1

Paid agents of the Anti-Saloon
league are agitating prohibition in
Nebraska. They force resident voters
to defend existing law. Thev are
getting the farmers to =ign petitions
to the next legisiature for so-called
county option, which is nothing but
county prohibition, the ultimate aim
being state-wide prohibition. Tax-
pavers should compel them to take off
the mask, and to abandon the fulse
pretense that there is the siightest
degree of option in the bill which
they are advocaiing. .

prohibitionists and many from oppo |

Nebraska |

helped to defeat it by a large majority. |

Duty,” pacge 46, explains why statutory |
prohibition cannot be enforced, as fol-

foolish, nothing

laws, by |

i right,

—_— -

E Ceunty Prohibition i

Agents of the An*l-Saloon V.eague
who are so zeslousy working In N»
braska for so-called county option can
not be expected, of course, to tell the
people the true Inwardness of the
movement. The term “county option”
is a misnomer. No douabt It was
chosen because of the popularity of
the locel option clause of the Slocumb
law of Nebraska, which has worked to
!perre-c(ion in s0 many cities and
towns, There is no option in the plan
proposed by the Apti-faloon lLeague.
The dictionaries tell us that to exer-
cise opticn {2 to have the power of
choice. The program of the Anti-Sa-
loon League respecting the giving to
voters of a county a chance to vote in
regard to the ligquor traffic prevents
the exercise of cholice. The bill intro-
duced in the last legislature providing
for so<called county option intended to
make it possible for voters to express
their will only upon the negative gide
of the proposition as to whether or
not saloons may be licensed. Under
that bill, if enacted into law, it would
be Impossible for the voters to ex-
press a desire for license; therelore,
the qguality of option does not atiach
to the measure.

|
|

be frank enough to say that they are
sccking county prohibition as a meaps
of bringing about state-wide prohl-
bition through the voters of the sey-
Their plan is
icritil-ir_‘cd because it does not
i"(.l'..l'r:', an option or an alternative in
|

|

geverely
give the

| erzl counties.

an election to deotermine the question
whether or not licenses

15n| a. Their unfair ana

|
| unjust,

program is

who take the trouble to learn all

phases cf it

Why Hoke Smith Was Defeated,

Doliticians will cite the case of Gov-
ernor Hoke Smith of Georgia as an ex-
ample of the folly of leaders of any
pariy leading up with the issue of
{ procudbition. Hoke Smith is one ol
the men of the south, where
nearly every white man is necessarily
a Democrat. He has meade an ex-
cellent record as governor, and was
entitied to a renomination for a sec-
ond term. Partisan oracles of the

best

to his
in the

Hoke Smith's defeat was due
championship of prohibition

of the law which was put into effect
only last January. This law was en-
acted to abolish the black man’s sa-
loon, but it was not intended to pre-
vent the white man from getting lig-
uor. The net result however is the
loss of hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars in trade, according to the esti-
mate of the Savannah Chamber of
Commerce, and this has led to a con-
cert of action of boards of trade
throughout Georgia to bring about a
revision of the law. Immense guanti-
ties of liquor are being shipped into
the state in original packages, so that
while there {s no dimioution of the
amount consumed, there is an enor-
mous outgo of money from the state
to outside dealers,

Hoke Smith’'s competitor, Joe Brown,
Is =aid to have promised the business
men to approve any bill the legislature
would enact affording them relief.
This is why he was guccessful in the
Democratic primaries, which triumph
is equivalent to an election. In other
words, Georgia business men have
risen, as did Iowa business men, and
demanded of the dominant pariy re-
lef from damaging conditions. They
are for any candidate who Is wiiling
to help them.

In a nutshell, this is the whole story
of the overthrow of Governor Hoke
Smith and the breaking of time hon-
ored precedent, which calls for the
giving to a good governor a secood
term.

Dr. Lyman Abbott on Prohibition.

Dr. Lyman Abbott, editor of Tha
QOutlook and an eminent divine, in lhis
book “The Rights of Man,” 2148,
§AYSE:

“My objection to prohibitory laws is
not that they cannot be enfarced, but
that they ought not to be enforced.

« = & =*» Has a rural county in
Maine, which think=s the saloon is an
injury, a right to prohibit the
to the people of Eangor or Portland,
who entertain a different opinion? If
8o, on what i= that right based? It is
not based on their right to protect
themselves, for drunkenness and dis-
order in Portland or Bangor infiicts
an insignificant amount of injury upon
the inhahitants of the remote rural
county. It must be based on the sup-
posed right of the majority to fmpoza
their conscience on the minority, o
determine for them what is safe and
to act toward them fn loco
parentis; apd this right of the major-
ity to act in leco parentis toward the

page

saloon

| ment for wheat he cells counly

minority is fundamentally antazonistie
to the essentia

gy, which is 14

I principle of a democ-
uunded upon local s

1.

{ government.”

When a paid azent of the

loon League begins to make an arpgn
option,
should reguire him to explain
why he makes use of the word
tion,” since he would give
chanrce 10 vote only for no license, and
wonld pvevent them from voting for
license., The agent should be forced
to admit the truth viz: that his pre-
tended county opiicn is pothing but
cooniy prelibitdon,

volers

The agents of the league ought to |

face of a popular movement amcng |
business men of Georgia for a revision |

TEIS 1S SOUTHERN FIORIBITION

{New York World.)

Henry Watterson says, “Nobody ul:
be a Democrat and a Prohibitionist.
If the venerable principles of Democ-
racy mean anything, nobody can at
| the same time advocate personal llb-
l.ﬂ)r and then undertake to dictate
what some other man shall or shall
not drink.

4 man can be a Democrat and a to-
tal abstainer, He can Le a CLemocrat and
‘lmoke or not smoke. But he cannot
I withcut casting aside the fundamental
| Jetfersonian principles undertake to
regulate by law another man's habits
or morals any more than another
. man's religion or tastes.

In the southern states where prohi-
pition hag been adopted it s en-
forced chiefly as against negroes and
not against white men.

The system of white men's clubs,
original packages by express and drug
ctore saloons enables the white man
to regulate the negroes’ habits with.
out changing their own, somewhat as
they regulate the diet and work of the
horses and mules which are no more
indispensable on a southern planta-
tion than is negro labor.

This is southern prohibition,

How Kansas |Is Hampered.
There is a variety of opinion as to
the succesyg of prohibition in Kansas.
This is due to the fact that in some
of the country precincts the law is,
for the most part, effective, while In
all the towns and cities it is a dead
letter. In an effort to get the truth
of the matter, the Merchants' and
Manufacturers’' association addressed
a number of letters to members of
boards of trade and commercial clubs
throughout Kansas, Many replies have
been received, but, for want of space,

shall be is- |
| 0, and
and can not win among voters |

reszarding

| at Kimball,
| The

north will not be slow to perceive that !

only one is given herewith. It Is
gigned by a member of the Fort Scott
Commercial club, under date of May
reads as follows:
“In answer to your letter c¢f May 20
the effect of prohibition,
will say that your editorfal informant
Neb., I8 entirely correct
writer has studied and seen the
effects of the prohibitory law in Kan-
gaz since its inaunguration over twen-
iy-five yvears ago. At no time, the
present included, has it been impossl-
procure ligquor, and that, gen-
speaking, of the very worss
quality. The drunkards of ten years
ago, if still alive, are the drunkards
of today. If not thelr places
have been taken artoy of new
recruits.

“Kansas. with its natural resources,
is the most productive state in tie

bie 1o
erally

alive,
by an

| Unicon, and yet we have gained less in

%

! West of that clty,

| couniy.

any other
increase of

population than almost
state in the Union—the
population in this state being less
than the birth rate. The writer has
geen more blackmailers, more perjur-
ers, and more dissenzion caused

anmonz good people by this same pio-
hibitory law than from any othar
cause that may be named. The n.a-
jority of our people in this locality
feel that it {s an unjust law, and that
it has greatly hampered our progress
and well-be!ng.

“I sincerely hope that tl.. .nerchants
and solid business men of Nebraska
will not burden themselves with such
o law. You may rest assured that f
they do vou may bid goodbye to prog-
ress; at least, our experience {8 that
way. About the only benefit the lew
has proven to us is to give a good ad-
vertising medium for sensational
preachers, evangelists and grafting
politicians. Furthermore, any repre-
sentative business man of any town in
Kansas, if he speaks the truth Iis
bound to tell you the same thing.”

The Case of David City.

Last spring David City decided by
vote to issue no saloon licenses. This
was done under the provisions of the
Slocumb local option law, and the se-
quel shows that actual prohibition pre-
vails in that ¢ity. The result may be
satisfactory to a portion of the peo-
ple, but not to the merchants. A
banker said recently that mercaatile
buriness had been injured to the ex-

| tent of 50 per cent since the closing

of the saloons, while towns to tne
east of Davld City, which are wet,
now enjoy unprecedented trade—the
increase coming from men who formn-
erly went to David City to do trading,
where there are no
galoons, there has been a large in-
creace of trade with mail order houses
located far beyond the limits of the
This shows that there are

| many farmers who will not trade in a

| payvers.

"(‘,:\. |
voters a |
e
[ty option” because of the popularity

dry town if they can help #t. Many
farmers in the vicinity of David City
are foreign bLorn and many ere not,
All are thrifty and well-todo. Not
paying taxes in town, they have no
right to say whet the people therein
may or may not do, but of ecourse
they can trade where they please,
The unfortunate part of the matter
i{s that the loss falls heaviiy upon the
merckznts who are the heaviest tax-
While their profits are re-
dured ene-half, their taxes must be
fncreased to make np for the loss of
mre to the school fund derived
onee fecs In a year or two
feel the pinch more than
nd when conditions be-
ntolerable, they will demand a
ge. That demeand will result in
things. to-wit: The relssu-
the going dry of
for the mer-
their

will

do now, a

f twe
Al e
the county,
it still end see

LIOWINS.
'he Anti-Ealoon League fe profiting
ite false pretencse concerning “eoun-

in Nebraska of local option. The
#:ague’s program is devold of the gual-
ty of option. It is notbing but county
prohibition, pure and simple.
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