
manner as Carrie Nation has for the temperance forces, 
and commends the German societies in their Sunday 
desecration and quotes favorably the statement that 
“Prohibition has proved a failure wherever it has been 
instituted, nowhere has it promoted the cause of true 

temperance, but has always been a hotbed of narrow- 

mindedness and intolerance” and that “no Congressman 
who votes for a measure of this kind should be entitled 
to the endorsement of any honest German-American in 
the future.” If this be true, then certainly no Congress- 
man who takes a position of that kind is entitled to the 
endorsement of Christian temperance people in the 
future. 

In answer to a letter addressed to Mr. Boutell, he says, 
“I am, and always have been, opposed to all attempts to 

weaken the vigor and dignity of state governments by 
transferring legislative functions from them to the fed- 
eral government.” If 1 his be true, why should he op- 

pose the Littlefield Bill, for it is the very thing the fed- 
eral government is doing at the present time for those 
states that have opposed prohibitory laws as to the liquor 
traffic. These states are able to enforce their own laws 

up to a point where they come in conflict with the inter- 
state commerce law which operate under the authority 
of the federal government. Under the interstate com- 

merce law the express companies are able to ship liquors 
0. O. D. anywhere into a Prohibition state, in original 
packages, and sell the same to the people, thus practi- 
cally nullifying the lawrs of the state. Is not this “weak- 

ening the vigor and dignity of the state government?” 
Mr. Boutell states further that every state in the 

nation has full power to prevent the use of alcoholic 
drinks. This is plainly untrue, as they find themselves 

helpless under the state law to interfere with the C. O. T). 

express business, and no matter how efficient the execu- 

tive and constabulary of a state may be, they are help- 
less so long as this traffic may be carried on under the 
federal government. On the other hand, all the Little- 
field Bill asks is exactly what Mr. Boutell says he is in 
favor of, that is the efficiency and dignity of the state 

government to exercise full police control of the liquor 
traffic within the bounds of their respective common- 

wealths, where police control is absolutely essential 
under local self government. 

The Hon. Sharp Williams, in his argument before the 

Judiciary Committee, says “there has never been but 
one thing that lias prevented the majority of the counties 
in the state of Mississippi from executing their local 

option laws and that was the interstate commerce clause 
of the constitution of the United States and the decisions 
of the courts thereon” and gave the following concrete 

example of the situation: 
“Now, Mr. Chairman, upon this question of the im- 

potency of the state, I want to tell the committee some- 

thing that took place in my own little town. My son-in- 
law is mayor of the town—quite a young fellow, not a 

prohibitionist himself, but believing that it is always a 

gentleman’s duty when in official position, to execute the 
laws whatever they are, whether they are laws that he 
would have voted for or not. lie proceeded to attempt 
to execute the prohibition laws in that little town. We 
had about nineteen so-called ‘blind tigers.’ In less than 
six months—less than three months, in fact—there were 

not any, and we went along without any until the Su- 

preme Court decided this very identical case. 

“Drummers would come there and they would say 
that they could not get a drink of anything for $5.00. 
You could not pay a hotel porter $5.00 and get a drink. 
It was impossible to get one in the little town. Im- 

mediately upon the decision of this case, the express 

company became a warehouse for the receipt and reten- 

tion of liquor shipped sometimes to A and B and C. 
sometimes shipped to No. 1 and No. 2 and No. 3, in that 

way, and this man or that or the other would come 

around with an authority from the man who was identi- 
fied by the liquor seller’s letter as No. 1, 2 or 3, and get 
out his jug of whisky. The administration was of course 

rendered absolutely helpless, because you will see in a 

moment that the Supreme Court of the United States not 

only decided in one of these express company cases that 
the local officer would seize and destroy the stuff under 
the State law, but that the law of the State, declaring the 

keeping of whisky for sale a nuisance could not be exe- 

cuted for the same reason.” 
The Littlefield Bill is one of the measures before the 

Congress of the United States that should receive the 
most hearty endorsement of all Christian people. They 
should manifest their interest in the same by writing to 

their Congressman urging their support of this measure 

if it come before Congress, as it doubtless will, for their 
support. 

Before closing this statement, we would like to remind 
our constituency that the officers, agents or representa- 
tives from almost every branch of the German-Ameriean 
alliance within the bounds of the United States have ap- 
peared before the Judicary Committee in opposition and 
have used every art of persuasion from the unconstitu- 
tional argument down to intimidations by threats of 
political extermination, to every Congressman who votes 
in favor of the bill. 

If the minority, composed of the liquor element in our 

country, are not satisfied with majority rule, but insist 
on nullifying those laws that have been put upon the 
statutes by the majority, is it not time that the Christian, 
moral, and law-abiding people of this land see that those 

legislators, be they state or national, who work with 
them to that end, should get as few opportunities to re- 

peat their conduct as possible? 
Let us remember that Congressman-Boutell took up 

the fight for the liquor men and spoke against the pas- 

sage of this bill. 

Individual incapacity is the mother of 
economic insecurity. 

He who puts on the towel of service, 
puts off a world of care.—Mark Guy 
Pearse. 

It looks like the voters, who last No- 
vember voiced their indignation because 
of the treatment of local option and 
other reforms by the bosses and the 

machine, are ready to do it again this 

year, if necessary. 

Fifty-six counties out of seventy-five 
in Arkansas are without saloons. 

Out of twenty-seven local option 
elections in Missouri the past year, 
twenty-four went dry. 


