
Rev. U. G. Robinson’s Untruthful Letter 
The Illinois Issue had something to say in regard to 

a Mr. Robinson in its last number, but since it was 

printed a letter from Mr. Robinson has been freely cir- 
culated through the state, probably going to every 
preacher in Illinois, and possibly throughout Ihe United 
States, setting forth the fact that lie has postponed the 
issue of his little book and is sending another prosper 
tus. It is this letter that leads us to give the man Rob- 
inson a little further attention lest there be those who 
might otherwise give some credit to the misrepresenta- 
tions and downright falsehoods which this letter con- 

tains. 
The first statement reads as follows: 

“The Inter-Church Temperance Council, composed 
of the permanent Temperance Committees of many 
of the leading denominations, met in Philadelphia 
December 1 and 2. The League officials requested 
endorsement, but were unanimously rejected.” 
The editor of this paper has written National Super- 

intendent P. A. Baker, Secretary Nicholson of the Head- 
quarters Committee, and William II. Anderson, relative 
to Robinson’s charges. A letter from Dr. Baker in reply 
says: 

“The League officials did not in any way, shape 
or form request or expect an endorsement of the 
Inter-Church Temperance Council.” 
Secretary Nicholson says: 

“In answer to your question, I will say the League 
officials not only did not request an endorsement of 
the League from the Inter-Cliurcli Temperance Coun- 
cil, but specifically refused to have anything to do 
with it, That is about as bald a lie on his (Rob- 
inson’s) part as any man could well conceive.” 
Superintendent Anderson says: 

“The League officials did not request an endorse- 
ment of the Inter-Church Temperance Council. I was 

a regularly accredited delegate and read a paper. 
You can say emphatically that nobody with author- 
ity to represent the League attempted to secure an 

endorsement of the League, because every man con- 

nected with the League understood fully that this 
Council was projected originally by a few men, some 
of whom were actuated by motives of hostility to 
the League, and it is therefore ridiculous that we 
should have asked an endorsement.” 

Another Barefaced Falsehood 
Again, Mr. Robinson states that “a strong lobby of 

League men was maintained at Philadelphia during the 
meeting of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in 
America, December 2 to 8, to seek endorsement from 
that body, but they met a Waterloo.” Let us see about 
how much truth there is here. 

Dr. P. A. Baker writes: 
“There was no attempt to seek an endorsement 

from the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America, no approach to it, nor any thought 
of it.” 

Secretary Nicholson writes: 
‘11 may say there was not only no attempt to seek 

an endorsement from the Federal Council of 
Churches, but we specifically said to many delegates 
that the League was not asking any endorsement.” 
Superintendent Anderson: 

“There was no attempt to seek an endorsement 
of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in 
America by any person authorized to represent the 
League.” 

Still Another One 

Again, Mr. Robinson, referring to the fact that the 
officials asked the Federal Council to investigate the 
charges made against the League by one C. R. Mabee of 
Detroit, Mich., says this was done at the 11th hour and 
59th minute, when the League officials knew it would be 
impossible to investigate, so they hoped for a white- 
wash. 

Superintendent Baker writes: 
“The National Headquarters Committee drafted 

the statement asking for a committee to investigate 
the Anti-Saloon League the night before the Federal 
Council convened, and the following day, the first 
day of the Federal Council, the resolution was sent 
to them.” 

Secretary Nicholson: 
J he Headquarters Committee ot Uie League met 

in Philadelphia on December 1, which was the day 
prior to the opening session of the Federal Council 
(the following night), and it was then that the 
League formulated its letter to be sent to the Federal 
Council inviting the appointment of a committee 
to investigate Mabee’s charges, or the charges of 
any other man, and make such other investigation 
as the Council might see fit to make, so you will see 

the letter was formulated before the Council had 
even convened. Robinson’s whole letter is as full 
of mis-statements as any man’s letter could possibly 
be who had been trained for long years in the art 
of astute lying. He gives the impression that he 
went before the business committee and the League 
was promptly turned down. He had no more to do 
with the action of that Committee than the man in 
the moon. He says he appealed to the National 
Headquarters Committee. I am sure he never made 
any such appeal; at least none has gone through my 
hands, and communications! to the Committee gen- 
erally follow that channel.” 
Superintendent Anderson says: 

The proposition for a committee to be appointed 
from the Council to investigate the League was not 

only made several days before the Council closed, 
but was made before the Council began, and was 

published in the papers before the Council began. 
It was all done before I left the city the evening 
the Council opened.” 

He Knew It Was Not True 
The editor of this paper, being called to address a 

State Convention in New Jersey, December 10, spent a 

few days at the Council. He was there entirely as a 

visitor, and not in any sense as a lobbyist, but he did 


