
The Initiative and Referendum 
in Ohio 

At this writing, February 1, a large 
part of the Ohio Legislature seems fa- 
vorable to the initiative and referendum 
bill which has been reported out of the 
committee. The Anti-Saloon League, as 
an organization, has taken no action 
and holds no official position regarding 
the matter. We confine ourselves to 
directly temperance measures. The 
initiative and referendum greatly helped 
the temperance cause in Oregon, by 
allowing the people to vote at once on 

a state proposition for local option, 
which carried. It is much in favor of 
this instrument of government that 
brewers, distillers and liquor men gen- 
erally oppose it. As a general propo- 
sition, without being able to speak un- 

derstandingly regarding its operations, 
particularly in Ohio matters, the Issue 
would be favorable to the initiative and 

referendum, as bringing government 
back to the people and embodying the 

principle of home rule.—American 
Issue. 

Illinois could use the same kind of 

provision to quite good advantage. 

What Care I ? 
What care I for caste or creed? 
It is the deed, it is the deed. 
WThat for class or what for clan? 
It is the man, it is the man. 

Heirs of love and joy and woe, 
Who is high and who is low? 

Mountain, valley, sky and sea, 
Are for all humanity. 

What care I for robe or stole? 
It is the soul, it is the soul. 
What for crown or what for crest? 
It is the heart within the breast. 
It is the faith, it is the hope, 
It is the struggle up the slope; 
It is the brain and eye to see 

One God and one humanity. 
—Christian Endeavor World. 

The Cigarette Smoker 
As a close observer and employer of 

labor for over twenty-five years, I give 
you this: Never advance the pay of a 

cigarette smoker; never promote him; 
never trust him to carry a roll to Gar- 

cia, unless you do not care for Garcia 

and are willing to lose the roll. Cigar- 
ette smoking begins with an effort to be 

smart. It soon becomes a pleasure, a 

satisfaction, and serves to bridge over a 

moment of nervousness or embarrass- 
ment. Next it becomes a necessity of 

life, a fixed habit. This last stage soon 

evolves into a third condition, a stage 
of fever and unrestful, wandering mind, 
accompanied by loss of moral and men- 

tal control.—Elbert Hubbard in The 

Philistine. 

of Feb. 2. In addition to this, circulars were printed and distributed 
throughout the County, announcing the debate which was to be in Sandwich 
on the evening of Feb. 6th. All of the announcements by Mr. Burke were 

to the effect that Mr. Castles’ record would be laid open on the above named 
evening, no matter whether the challenge was accepted or not. 

After all this, Mr. Castle issued a circular announcing that he would 
not be there to defend his position and his record; that he would not 
debate at that time or any other time with Mr. Burke or anybody else. 
Whether he did this to throw a damper on the enthusiasm manifested and 
to cause some people who had intended to attend the meeting to stay away, 
or whether it was to show absolute contempt, is not known. 

But in spite of this circular issued by Mr. Castle the people from all 
over the county had come, until the opera house was well filled. It was 
said that this was one of the largest audiences that had assembled in Sand- 
wich, and it consisted, with the exception of perhaps two dozen ladies, 
entirely of men, most of whom were voters. A more orderly and appreci- 
ative audience has never been spoken to in Ue Kalb County. Every 
man was there to find out the real situation, to listen with open mind and 
judge for himself. 

Mr. Burke began by laying a foundation, showing that the meeting 
was entirely for the information of the people, and that it was for the 
furtherance of clean politics and good government. For an hour and one- 

half Mr. Burke poured information into that vast audience of men, open- 
minded and ready to receive the information given them. The record of 
Mr. Castle was dealt with in almost every detail. The House Journal 
was in the hands of the speaker and eveiy statement made was verified. 
The arguments were so conclusive that there was no room left for doubt. 

From the beginning it was clearly noticed that the audience was with 
the speaker, and that the former representative had not represented his 
constituency in the matters referred to. His record not only on the Local 
Option Bill, but on all other bills of a directly moral significance was 

shown to be highly unsatisfactory. This was the case especially with 
the measure introduced for raising the age of consent from fourteen to 
sixteen years, and the bill against the “loan-sharks.” It was shown that 
in each instance Mr. Castle had failed to come up to the standard of moral 
ideals held by his constituency. 

At the close of his address, Mr. Burke put the following questions to 
Mr. Castle which he may answer at his leisure: 

Age of Consent Bill 
1. Is it not a fact that a bill was referred to your committee raising 

the age of consent from fourteen to sixteen years in this state? 
2. Is it not a fact that you refused to allow Mrs. Catharine Waugh 

McCullough to speak upon the merits of that measure before your com- 

mittee? 
3. Is it not a fact that you introduced and reported favorably amend- 

ments to that measure on the floor of the House, which were of such a 

character that it gave greater license to boys of certain ages to commit 
crimes and afforded them a way to escape when wrong had been done 
by them? 

4. In other words, is it not a fact that you so amended that measure 

which was calculated to be a bulwark for virtue, that its efficacy was in 
a large degree destroyed? 

On the Loan Shark Bill 
1. Is it not a fact that a bill for the protection of the poor borrowers 

against what are commonly called the “loan sharks,” was intrQdueed 
into the Senate, taken over to the House and referred to your committee? 

2. Is it not a fact that public sentiment and righteousness was on the 
side of the bill entirely, as its object was to prevent usury and practically 
stealing by the loan sharks” in the city of Chicago? 


