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HEARST PAPER AGAINST THE 
PARTY 

The Chicago Examiner, which, it may 
Be well to remember is owned by Mr. 

I William Randolph Hearst who, a 
little more than a year ago, was “turned 
down cold” in his effort to secure the 

! domination of the Prohibition party 
I tor governor of the state of New York, 
; *gain tries to argue against the Prohibi- 

tion party theory in this way: 

Indeed, there can be no doubt that 
the wave of anti-liquor sentiment is 
iteadily gathering height and force. 
The movement is all the more power- rul because it is not a mere party cam- paign. Prohibition legislation is be- 
ing secured, not through the Prohibi- 
tion party as an organization, but 
through Republican and Democratic 

jj legislatures indifferently. The poli- 
l ticians of the old parties are willing to 
| conciliate Prohibition sentiment so 

tong as it does not involve the ascen- 
dency of the Prohibition organization, in other words, the Prohibition move- 
ment is dangerous to the liquor in- 
terests because Prohibition is not be- 
ing made a party issue. If it ever got into politics” it would be easier to 
aght. 
Phis is another case in which the Ex- 

aminer would do well to listen to the 
exhortation that oft has been ad- 
dressed to it and think a little before it 
writes much. The statement that the 
politicians are ‘‘willing to conciliate 
Prohibition sentiment, so long as it does 
lot involve the ascendency of the Pro- 
aibition organization,” is true, but it is 
mly conciliation that the politicians 
purpose to grant, and that conciliation 
aas been forced by the fear of the as- 

cendency of the Prohibition organiza- 
cion. Take the Prohibition party out of 
ausiness today and the Prohibition 
movement suffers an immediate eclipse. 
Prohibition is dangerous to the liquor 
interests, simply because it is a party 
*sue which the politicians of the corrupt 
>id parties fear. If it could be got 
*ut of politics we should hear very little 
•oout it in the future. 

VIEWS OF A PAST MASTER 
Current Literature, a periodical which 

luring the last year or two has assumed 
»nsiderable importance and attained 
nuch prominence, devotes more than a 

oage of space in its December number 
:o a discussion of the Prohibition move- 
ment. What it has to say is the more 

interesting from the fact, not generally 
mown, probably, to readers of The 
National Prohibitionist, that Mr. Ed- 
vard J. Wheeler, for several years the 
editor of The Voice, is now the editor 

Current Literature. This fact gives 
loecial interest to what Current Litera- 
■ure s-'ys upon the subject as repre- 
«ented by the following paragraphs: 

An off-year in politics usually brings 
nto notice tendencies not heeded in 
other years. This year the progress 
of Prohibition sentiment, especially in 
the South, has been discovered by 
magazine and newspaper writers, and 
it has become a topic of almost sensa- 
tional proportions. 

This [in shipments of liquor] is the 
rock on which state Prohibition has 
been wrecked wherever it has suffered 
wreck. The supposed difficulty in en- 

forcing a prohibitory law does not 
apply to the manufacture of liquor. A 
brewery or distillery cannot well be 
hid or winked at. If the interstate 
shipments of liquor into a prohibitory 
state are succesfully prevented by the 
federal government, the enforcement 
of a prohibitory law becomes a matter 
of comparative ease in a state where 
the sentiment is even fairly strong. 
This movement upon Washington is 
therefore a very important part of the 
anti-liquor program, and promises to 
bring the subject into the realm of 
national as well as state and local 
politics. 

The Prohibition party has never 
had much of a foothold in the South, 
and the movement there, as well as 
in the North, is on non-partizan lines. 
For thirty-five years that party has 
taken part in national elections and 
persisted without having carried a 
state or elected a Congressman. “The 
hope of republics,” said I>t Tocque- 

the soldiers. There will be approxi- 
mately the usual number of army offi- 
cers to say that the operation of the 
law now in force is most pernicious, 
the normal number also holding it 
largely responsible for the unprece- 
dented number of desertions and the 
difficulty found in securing new enlist- 
ments. 

The surgeon-general has statistics 
all ready showing a great increase in 
alcoholism and vicious diseases. A 
man high in the service is quoted as 

saying that no pressure on earth can 
make an American army of the moral 
fiber of Cromwell’s “Ironsides” or 
make it content with such “restric- 
tions” as are now in force—the said 
restrictions being found in the fact 
that Uncle Sam declines to go into 
the saloon business. The very fact 
that Uncle Sam does decline to go 
into the saloon business is testified to 
as making the soldier aggressively re- 
bellious. He is reported as drinking 
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—From the Chicago Tribune. 

ville, lies in “stubborn minorities.” 
No such exhibition has ever before 
been given in this country of a stub- 
born minority. Its vote in the Presi- 
dential election three years ago was 
less than it was fifteen years ago, but 
it lives on, confident and unabashed. 

THE CANTEEN’S 
PROSPECTS 
The Detroit Free Press discusses the 

attempt of certain interests headed by 
Congressman R. Wayne Parker to se- 

cure the restoration of the canteen in 
the United States army. The editorial 
is rich in a quiet, sarcastic humor that 
makes it extremely interesting reading. 
The Free Press says: 

The Congressman has armed him- 
self with the usual “proof” that the 
canteen should again be established 
for the moral and physical welfare of 

more and drinking the vilest stuff 
passed over the bars about the posts— 
he doing this probably with a view to 
getting even with his Uncle Samuel. 

An advocate of the canteen wants 
to know why, if a partizan sentiment 
can deprive the soldier of his beer, 
vegetarians may not force him to quit 
meat, why Christian Scientists cannot 
order all doctors dismissed from the 
service, and why the thick-and-thin 
advocates of peace may not order the 
soldiers to lay down their arms and 
quit fighting. 

Such interrogatories do not go to 
the main issue except for the merit of 
analogy they may have, but they do 
indicate that the old fight is on with 
greater intensity and that those re- 
viving it will leave no stone unturned. 

And with anti-liquor sentiment 
hardening in every part of the coun- 
try and with Prohibition spreading 
oyer new territory like wildfire, and 
with the canteen advocates supplied 

-A 
with not one argument in addition to 
those on which they have repeatedly 
been beaten in the past, Congress will 
of course in the first hours of its 
session pass the Parker bill with prac- 
tical unanimity. 

PROHIBITION IN WASH- 
INGTON 

The Springfield Republican argues 

moderately for submission in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to popular local vote 

the proposition to put in force a Pro- 
hibition law. It says: 

To force Prohibition upon the dis- 
trict by an arbitrary decree of a legis- 
lature that represents the whole coun- 

try would be entirely legal. The dis- 
trict has no self-government and it 
must look to Congress for all its laws. 
Yet the great bulk of the population 
lives there the year around, and Pro- 
hibition has a local phase whose im- 
portance cannot be ignored by legis- 
lators whose homes are hundreds and 
thousands of miles away. If the local 
option principle is to be respected— 
and under local option the saloon has 
been outlawed in half the United 
States—the inhabitants of the District 
of Columbia would surely be allowed a 

referendum on the question. 
It is simply because, from its import- 

ance as the national capital, Washington 
can have no local interests that are not 

also national interests, that the govern 
ment of the district has been placed un- 

der the control of Congress. It is just as 

proper for the people of the United 
States, through their representatives^ in^ 
Congress, to say that drink selling 
not take place in the District of Colum- 
bia, as it is for the nation to make any 
other legislation concerning the district. 
By far the greater part of the people of 
the city of Washington live in that city 
because it offers advantages of which 
they desire to avail themselves—advan 
tages which are due to the fact that it is 

GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS 
So popular has been the oppor- 

tunity given to subscribers renew- 
ing their subscriptions to secure 

GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS 
at a reduced rate, that it has been 
decided to continue the offer which 
was originally made with the idea 
of its withdrawal at Christmas. A 
limit is now fixed at January 15. 

Any subscriber, whether former- 
ly taking The Defender, The Home 
Defender or The New Voice, im- 
mediately renewing his subscrip- 
tion to The National Prohibitionist 
and sending $1.00 in payment of the 
same, may, by the addition of $1.00 
more, have 
TWO GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS, 
which he may have sent to any 
friends not now subscribers for this 
paper. 

This is to say, in resubscribing 
for The National Prohibitionist 
send us $2.00 in all and the name 
of two friends not now subscribers, 
to whom you wish to give the pa- 
per, and each of them will receive 
one full annual subscription. 

This applies only to Gift Si 
scriptions and this offer will ot 
withdrawn on January 15. 
THE NATIONAL PROHIBI- 

TIONIST, 
87 Washington St 

___Chicago. 


