
large, and widely published, National Chairman 
Charles R. Jones said: 

“I ask our Prohibitionists to give our new 

paper, 'Th-e National Prohibitionist,’ their most 

hearty and cordial support.’’ 
These utterances will indicate to the reader 

the fact that the Prohibition party now has a 

paper in which the whole party unites and for 
the success of which the whole party will work. 
It is proper that Prohibitionists should know 
something of that paper and its plans and man- 

agement and prospects. 
The National Prohibitionist is formed, as most 

of its readers- already know, by the union of 
three papers, The Defender, formerly published 
in New York, The Home Defender, formerly 
published in Chicago, and The New Voice, for 
many years the leading paper of the party. 

The combination was brought about, first by 
the purchase of The New Voice through the 
activities of the Extension Committee for The 
Defender; second, by the purchase of ninety-four 
percent of the stock of The Home Defender 
Company by the publishers of The Defender. 

For business purposes the name of The Home 
Defender Company has as yet been retained, 
pending the necessary legal steps to change the 

style to a name which will conform with the 

present enterprise. Messrs. Ferguson and Pen- 

dell, who were in partnership the proprietors 
of The Defender, are the owners of substantially 
all the stock of the company. The ownership 
of this stock is looked upon, not as an invest- 

ment, but as a means of serving the party and 

the cause. The gentlemen named look upon the 

ownership as of fiduciary character, consider- 

ing themselves informal but actual trustees for 
the party at large, which has made this move- 

ment possible. 
For the purpose of giving stability and security 

to the work, as well as protecting the enterprise 
from unforeseen contingencies, and of safe- 

guarding the moral rights of the party, Messrs. 

Ferguson and Pendell have created a trust of a 

major part of the stock which they own, and 

have placed the same in the hands of W. F. 

Mulvihill for the purpose of holding and voting 
as trustee, representing the moral and extra-legal 
interests of the party. 

Mr. Mulvihill becomes the treasurer of the 

I company, in which capacity he serves without 

salary or other recompense, save the oppor- 

tunity to do work for the party and the cause. 

It. would be gratuitous to assume to introduce 

Mr. Mulvihill to the Prohibitionists of the 

United States; he needs it as little as either 

of the other gentlemen with whom he is asso- 

ciated. It was Mr. Mulvihill who conducted 

the famous campaign that elected Oliver W. 

Stewart to the legislature of Illinois and paved 
the way for the tremendous legislative campaigns 
which have followed in this state. 

Mr. Mulvihill's connection with Prohibition pa- 

pers has been long and uniformly successful. It was 

Mr. Mulvihill who, in 1901, took the business 

management of The New Voice, which, up to that 

time, in spite of its editorial successes, had been 

financially a losing proposition, and, in less than 

two years, placed it upon so firm a financial 

Footing that it was paying dividends upon its 

stock and meeting all its obligations with a 

argely increased subscription list and a highly 
gratifying advertising patronage. So notable was 

his success and so clearly understood in pub- 
ishing circles in Chicago, that, when, something 
nore than a year ago, a well-known religious 
mblication found itself seriously involved and 

nade application to one of the leading pub- 
ishers of the city for the name of a man who 

:ould bring order out of chaos and restore it 

o solvency, Mr. Mulvihill was named. His 

ervices were secured and, in a year’s time, he 

had paid the debts of the involved company and 
placed it upon a sound footing. Mr. Mulvihill 
brings to The National Prohibitionist wide ex- 

perience, sound judgment and an excellent busi- 
ness standing in the city where the paper is pub- 
lished. Indeed, it is by his sound judgment and 
recognized ability and genius for organization 
that the great combination has been possible. 

Of the further personnel of the paper’s staff, 
it may be said that Mr. Edward E. Blake, who 
conducted The Home Defender, is the subscrip- 
tion manager of The National Prohibitionist, 
while Mr. George G. Pendell is the general busi- 
ness manager. 

Mr. Pendell has been connected with Pro- 
hibition newspapers for many years. He was 

vice-president of the company which established 
The Facts, which afterwards became The De- 
fender. He was publisher of The Standard of 
Binghamton, and was later upon the editorial 
staff of The New Voice. About a year ago he 
became business manager of The Defender, and 
later a member of the firm of Ferguson & Pen- 
dell, publishers of that paper. Few men are 

better furnished for the arduous duties of the 
position which he now holds, and it is to be 
doubted if the Prohibition party contains an- 

other man having a wider range of abilities in 
the newspaper field, and a greater capacity for 
hard work. 

The editorial management of the paper is in 
the hands of Mr. William P. F. Ferguson, of 
whom perhaps it is enough to say that, from 
1899 to 1902, he was in full editorial control of 
The New Voice, writing ninety-five percent of 
the editorials of that paper, and directing its 
policy through the campaign of 1900 and through 
other such critical periods as that which fol- 
lowed the assassination of President McKinley. 

It is believed that The National Prohibitionist 
is firmly founded; that its business arrangements 
have been wisely planned, and that its editorial 
policy is in safe hands. The endorsement given 
to it by the official heads of the party seems to 
indicate that this belief is correct. 

It is to help build up such a paper under safe 
management and with such prospects that the 
appeal of the Extension Committee is made. 

w*-- 

“BAD” WHISKY 

Liquor Interests Lay Blame for Prohibition 
Wave Upon Wretched Quality of Drink 

Sold—Interesting Admissions 

New York, Nov. 25.— (Special correspondence) 
—Yesterday the New York Press gave to its 
readers a highly entertaining and instructive arti- 
cle regarding “bad” whisky. The basis of the dis- 
cussion is the alleged report of a committee ap- 
pointed by “one of the leading associations of 
whisky manufacturers” to study the “uprising 
against the liqp'': trade” and discover, if possible, 
its cause. 

The committee is Said to have traveled widely 
and to have studied the question most diligently, 
impelled by the fact that the liquor interests which 
they represent are really in a state of alarm. The 
article says. 

“It was not until about six months ago that the 
distillers and the distillers’ agents looked on the 
Prohibition wave seriously. They thought it was 
certain to subside in a short time, but now they 
think otherwise. They are face to face with the 
gravest crisis in the history of their trade and 
they are making no secret of it. They no longer 
smile indulgently when Prohibitionists are spoken 
of, and they will be thankful, indeed, if they can 

prevent the cold water brigade from making any 
further progress now that nearly one-half of all 
the territory in the United States is dry.” 

Wonderful to relate the committee discovers 
that the whole trouble is rooted in “bad” whisky. 
“Good” liquors, they tell their senders and the 

public, would never have produced the evils that 
give rise to the demand for Prohibition and fur- 
nish a basis for the Prohibition propaganda. 
“Good” whisky, they would have us believe, tends 
to home comfort, moral upbuilding and religious 
progress, but the “vile concoctions” that have 
taken the place of whisky—in them do dwell all 
the devils that torment the world. 

It almost makes the reader’s blood run cold to 
see this train of horrors pass in review as the 
Press presents it. Read and tremble: 

“An examination showed that the suggestion 
was correct. That most of the whisky passed 
over the saloon bars in the cities, both north and 
south, is bad, is the belief of many persons to- 
day. That it is criminally bad in the rural sec- 
tions of the South is borne out by the report of 
the distillers’ committee. The exposures of Dr. 
Harvey W. Wiley, the government pure food 
expert, are mild in comparison with the findings 
of the committee. It reports that an enormous 

quantity of the stuff with which the South and 
West have been supplied, contains cocaine, wood 
alcohol, creosote or sulphuric acid. Disregarding 
the first three named elements, with their known 
deadly qualities, the statement that sulphuric acid 
alone is often put into liquor is enough to appal 
any one familiar with its effects. Sulphuric acid 
is one of the two strongest acids known to science 
today. There are few substances which it will 
not affect. One has only to watch the virulence 
with which it attacks a piece of iron to be re- 
minded of what its effect must be on the lining 
of the human stomach.” 

It seems to dawn upon these gentlemen that it 
is not alone “cheap saloons of the South and 
West” that are known to produce mischief and 
(who can tell with what pangs) they drive the 
knife into the heart of the high-toned trade in 
New York itself, failing to see, perhaps, that in 
doing so they confirm one of the contentions of 
the Prohibitionists for years past, that the stuff 
that comes over the bars of Fifth avenue, at high 
price, is the same cursed poison that is passed 
out from Bowery dives in return for the dirty, 
worn nickels of tramps. The article says: 

“The average New Yorker probably thinks that 
New York city is outside the bad whisky belt, but 
one of the members of the committee that re- 

ported to the distillers regarding the cause of the 
Prohibition wave in the South is authority for the 
statement that, generally speaking, conditions in 
this city are only a shade better than in the South 
or West. And the sale of bad whisky is not con- 
fined to groggeries of the East Side or the ex- 
treme West Side. 

“One of the largest and most prosperous hotels 
in New York, an establishment that pays approxi- 
mately 30 percent a year on the millions invested 
in it, has for its bar whisky a poisonous compound 
put up by one of the leading members of the 
Whisky Trust and for which it pays $2.40 a gal- 
lon. This is sold for fifteen cents a drink. The 
one good thing about it is that it is well watered 
before it is served. It is estimated that the hotel 
gets a return of $45 from every $2.40 gallon. 
This whisky is no better than that sold in the 
barrel houses of the Bowery for five cents a 
drink. 

“Even the stuff obtained in the glittering re- 
freshment palaces of Broadway is suspiciously bad. 
Most of it is as cheap and as poor as that put 
over the bar of the hotel in question.” 

NO-LICENSE CONGRESS 

Leaders Meet in Indianapolis to Discuss. 
Opposition to the Liquor Traffic 

Indianapolis, December 3.— (Special corre- 

spondence.)—A no-license congress has been held 
in this city today attended by members of the 
Prohibition party, of the W. C. T. U. and of 
the Anti-Saloon League. Among the promi- 
nent speakers were D. Leigh Colvin of the In- 
tercollegiate Prohibition Association, Dr. M. M. 
Parkhurst of Chicago, Mrs. Lillian M. N. 
Stevens, national president of the W. C. T. U., 
Judge Samuel R. Art man and Attorney Gen- 
eral Trickett of Kansas. The occasion was one 

of much interest. 


