
The Country Boy and the 
County Feature 

The Local Option Bill was defeated in the last Legis- 
lature by an amendment to eliminate the county feature. 
Ho objectionable does this feature appear to some of our 

representatives who otherwise claim to be good temper- 
ance men and in favor of the rest of the Bill, that they 
would prefer no temperance law at all, rather than that 
this feature should be in the Bill. They believe the 
farmer should have no right to say whether or not there 
should be saloons in the towns or cities of his county. 

When the writer was a boy, some twenty years ago, 
there were comparatively few farmer boys who owned or 

controlled a horse and buggy, consequently when night 
came we had but one of two alternatives, walk several 
miles to town or stay at home. To a tired boy the prob- 
lem was easily settled. Today the great majority of 
boys and young men between sixteen and thirty who 
work upon the farm either as hired men or as members 
of the farm help, have their horse and buggy and when 
evening comes a drive to the city is in itself inviting. 

You can drop into almost any town or smaller city, 
on almost any evening, and you will find the hitching 
posts all occupied, which means for the most part that 
the country boys and young men are in town. Now let 
us ask ourselves the question: Whose boy is safer, the one 

who lives in town and whose parents also live in town, 
or the one who is in town to spend the evening while 
his parents are from two to five or ten miles in the 
country? To which boy is the saloon likely to be most 
fatal? To ask the question, it would seem, is to answer 

it and yet your representatives who are asking you 
farmers for your votes tell you flatly that is is none of 
your business what goes on in the towns and cities of 
your county. You may support the town by your trade, 
you are compelled by taxes to help support the poor- 
houses and to pay for the criminal expense, the larger 
part of which is traceable directly to the influence of 
the saloon, “so far shalt thou go but no farther.” This 
is taxation without representation. This is un-American. 

“In Union there is Strength” 
A politician of no mean standing in this state and 

who has not been affiliated with the Anti-Saloon League 
work, said to the writer recently, “So long as the 
preachers go on preaching what the saloon keepers are 

pleased to call ‘the simple gospel’ (a gospel they never 

come to hear) everything is peaceful in the liquor camp, 
but when they hear that you have begun to agitate and 
organize the church vote, they immediately become 
alarmed.” 

Well may they, for “an awakened church can 

furnish,” as Dr. Baker says, “the greatest fighting force 
for righteousness this side the Gates Ajar.” 

Nearly every Protestant denomination in Illinois 
has officially adopted the Anti-Saloon League as its 
agent through which to work for emancipation from 
the saloon—the great enemy of all good. Can we not go 
it one better still, and in the language of Father Cleary 
of Minneapolis, “let Catholic and Protestant, Jew and 
Gentile join hands and votes to sweep this monster from 
our states.” 

County Organization and the 
Office of State’s Attorney 
When the Anti-Saloon League is as well organized 

as the Liquor Dealers’ Protective Association, we will 
have a League in every county in the state working in 
perfect harmony with the Central State organization. 
This county organization will not only look well to the 
temperance sentiment of the men who represent their 
county in the State Legislature, but they will also look 
Avell as to the kind of man avIio aspires to be State’s 
Attorney, for there is no officer avIio has the poAver to 
command respect for the laAV or permit disrespect for 
the laAV equal to the State’s Attorney. Give us the right 
stamp of a man here and the battle for laAV enforce- 
ment is made comparatively easy. 

Words of Wisdom 
“I congratulate you for staying out of party poli- 

tics.” These words used by Governor Hanley of In- 
diana, is his address of welcome to the delegates of the 
Convention of the Anti-Saloon League of America at 

Indianapolis, last November are words of wisdom be- 
cause they declared the fundamental principle of our 

League work. We have stood in the past, and propose 
to stand in the future, for men, regardless of political 
parties, who will vote to give the people of this state 
just laws on temperance, laws by which the tax 

payer and home sustainer may vote direct upon the 
question of “saloon or no saloon,” and by which the 
majority can rule. For our League to commit its 
great object to the care of any political party, no matter 
what its influence or name, would be simply suicide for 
both League and cause. Our question is above parties. 
There are good men in all parties. They will not agree 
on problems such as tariff, monetary standards, and 
many other questions touching the material side of 
national and state policy but when it is a question of 
morality good men everywhere are agreed. Ours is a 

moral issue and our League proposes to make it possible 
for good men to vote upon it untrammeled by party 
affiliation. 

It is bad policy while in the middle 
of a surging stream to take the blues 
and say there is no way out. So it is 
clearly bad policy while in the midst of 
a tremendous fight against the saloons 
to say, “We can’t win.'’ Let the growler 
get the point in this. 

The diabolic statement that “every 
one must sow his wild oats,” is one of 
the subtlest lies of the devil. The Sa- 
vior has said: “That which a man 

soweth that shall he also reap,” and it 
is true that a man or boy who sows 

wild oats must reap the same. 

Talk is cheap, but it takes moral 
courage to stand out against one’s 
friends in his own political party when 
there are a few plums to be gathered 
from the political tree and we get afraid 
we won’t get our share of them if we 

go against that man. 


