
nearly all of the various denominations of the state officially back of the 

organization and electing at their annual meetings members to our state 

board of directors, so that the officers of the League are directly responsible 
to the state board of directors and indirectly, through them, to the churches 
themselves. The success of the League is, therefore, simply the success of 
the church. For this success we, the officers, are especially held responsible. 

To raise sufficient funds to support the League in its present stage of 

development, not to speak of the growing demands from year to year, is 
no small undertaking. When we apply for the opportunity of presenting 
the League work in your church we are not asking for a chance of 

presenting something foreign, but that which is a part of the church. 
We are truly grateful at the almost unanimous response from the churches 
of the state, especially outside Chicago, when we request to be given a 

hearing. But the place where misunderstanding has arisen in many cases 

is found in the method of presenting our financial plan. A number of 
churches are willing that we should present the work from their pulpits, 
but are not willing that we should take a subscription at the close of such 

presentation for the support of the work. The pastors and official members 
of some churches who are friendly to the work refuse us this privilege 
because of arrangements that they have made to the effect that no public 
plea shall be made for support for any cause during the year, they raising 
their benevolences in some other way. Others object to the formality of 

passing the cards and taking contributions. 
We have tried to adapt ourselves to the various circumstances, but have 

found it difficult to do so without getting into trouble in various ways. For 

instance, we will say there are three churches in a town. We are permitted 
to go into all of them and present our work. In two of them we take 

subscriptions for the support of the work, the third for some cause refuses 
us this privilege. The result is that we have had to pay for the expense of 

presenting the work in the latter church and the following year the two 

former churches feel that they are entitled to the same consideration that 
we gave to the church where we received no subscriptions and, of course, 
if we continue that policy their requests cannot be denied. Again, some 

churches that will not allow us to take a subscription say they will send us 

something when they apportion their benevolences. This is also unsatis- 

factory and unfair to the jother churches, because the church that allows 
the public presentation folowed by a collection, rarely fails to give from 
four to five times as much as the one which permits the former method. 

Another great advantage in public contribution is the individual interest 
awakened by personal subscriptions coupled with the opportunity of getting 
our paper, the Illinois Issue, into their homes 52 times a year. 

The facts in the case are, taking it under the most favorable circum- 

stances, we are scarcely able to support the great work of the League in 
this state, and it is necessary that every man in the service shall use his 
time to the very greatest advantage, both in the way of creating sentiment 
and at the same time raising the sinews of war. And if we are going to 

succeed in the name of the church, we can only do it by receiving the most 

loyal support that the pastors and people can possibly give.us. We are 

therefore, compelled to adopt the policy of going to those churches where 

they are not only willing to sympathize, but are willing to sacrifice, to bring 
a little nearer that glad day when the organized church shall triumph over 

the organized liquor traffic. 

Limitations 
“How much do you take in per day?” 

asked the lady reformer. 
“About fifteen dollars,” the saloon 

keeper replied. 
“You should be ashamed of such a 

business!” 
“Maybe so, ma’am, but I can’t force 

people to drink.”—Louisville Courier- 
Journal. 

“You look very pleased about some- 

thing,” said a gentleman on a suburban 
train to the conductor. 

“I’ve just seen a little girl who takes 
this train to go in to school every morn- 

ing,” replied the conductor, “and she 

always smiles up at me when I punch 
her ticket. I declare it makes me good- 
natured for the rest of the trip.” 

Yet all she did was to smile. 

Why Don’t They? 
If Saloons Help a Town the Pact of 

Tlieir Existence Should Be 
Advertised 

They say saloons help a town. Did 

you ever see a real estate man put in 

his circular something like this: “This 

town has two smelters, two brick fac- 

tories, gas and electric plants, a Car- 

negie library, Y. M. C. A., fourteen 

churches and TEN SALOONS.” If sa- 

loons help draw people to a town, why 
do not towns advertise the saloon more? 

—Canon City Record. 

We do know of some real estate men 

who, in advertising property in or near 

certain towns, say in bold type: “This 

town has NO SALOONS.” 

Get Some 
Nothing is so contagious as enthusi- 

asm. It is the real allegory of the tale 

of Orpheus. It moves stones: it charms 

brutes. Enthusiasm is the genius of 

sincerity; and truth accomplishes no 

victories without it.—Bulwer. 

Kansas Parties Loyal 
The Democrats Declare for the Enforce- 

ment of the Prohibitory Law 

The Democrats met in state conven- 

tion in Topeka, Wednesday, April 25, 
and named candidates for state officers. 

Ex-senator W. A. Harris, one of Kansas’ 

strong men, was nominated for gov- 

ernor. The ticket, as a whole, is a 

strong one. They threw away their 

time-honored resubmission plank and 

put in one for the enforcement of the 

prohibitory law. 

Among the surprises of the conven- 

tion was the speech by ex-Governor 

Glick, which consisted of the reading of 

a poem as follows: 

Along in November, when chill was the 
weather, ,, 

Two ballots were cast in a box together; 
They nestled up close like brother to 

brother, 
You couldn’t tell one of the votes from 

the other. 

The Sunday School man—no man could 
be truer, 

Kept busy all summer denouncing the 
brewer; 

But his fervor cooled off with the change 
in the weather 

And late in the autumn they voted to- 
gether. 

The Sunday School man had always been 
noted 

For fighting saloons except when he 
voted; 

He piled up his prayers with a holy per- 
fection, 

Then knocked them all down on the day 
of election. 

The foxy old brewer was cheerful and 
mellow. 

Said he, “I admire th’at Sunday School 
fellow. 

He’s true to the church, to his party he’s 
truer, 

He talks for the Lord but he votes for 
the brewer.” 

The Republicans, who have always 
claimed to stand for prohibition, will 
have to build a mighty good platform 
if they outdo the Democrats as friends 
pf prohibition.—Kansas Issue. 


