
THE RECONNAISSANCE 
A Critical Review of Current Newspaper Thought and Utterance upon the “ Drink Problem” 

GEORGIA’S NEW ERA 
The Atlanta Journal, Governor Hoke 

Smith’s paper, one of the strongest 
forces against the adoption of Prohibi- 
tion until that policy became inevitable 
in Georgia, and since that time out- 

spoken in favor of the enforcement of 
the law, in one of its closing editorials 
of the year 1907, sums up the situation 

regarding the Prohibition law and its 
enforcement and probable future in the 
state of Georgia. The reader will hardly 
fail to catch an undertone in the Jour- 
nal's editorial that, perhaps, recalls the 
suspicion that has existed in the minds 
of many for a long time, that the Jour- 
nal is merely biding its time, ostenta- 
tious in its assertion that Prohibition 
shall have a fair chance, but secretly de- 
sirous of the failure of the Prohibition 
policy. Possibly this is a too pessimis- 
tic way of looking at it, but, at least, a 

paper of the Journal's character and his- 
tory and ownership is to be received 
"on suspicion.” However, the Journal 
says in part—and says well: 

Wednesday morning will mark a 

new era in the history of Atlanta and 
the developments of the future will be 
watched with the keenest interest. The 
very aspect of the city itself will be 
changed. Places of business which 
have been occupied for years as sa- 

loons, many of which have become 
landmarks in the history of Atlanta, 
will be occupied with industrial and 
commercial establishments of a far 
different character. Whole streets 
will assume a nature new and strange 
and the face of the whole city will be 
transformed. 

What will be the result of this new 

regime? The wisest cannot tell, but 
we are entering upon this new era 
with confidence and determination. 

Much will depend upon the attitude 
of the southern states as to what will 
be the outcome of Prohibition in Geor- 
gia. There are those who contend 
that the Prohibition movement in 
Georgia is the result of a hysterical 
demand of quick and unexpected 
growth, but such is not the case. The 
Prohibition sentiment has been at work 
in Georgia and, indeed, throughout 
the whole country for twenty-five 
years. Its influence, “still as the 
breeze but awful as the storm,” has 
been in silent operation even at a time 
when it seemed that the sentiment in 
favor of it was dead. In Georgia this 
sentiment awaited their opportunity, 
and when it came seized upon it with 
a resolute determination to carry the 
day. 

If the whole South unites for Pro- 
hibition within the near future, the 
probabilities are that it will become the 
permanent policy of this section of the 
country. But if, on the other hand, 
neighboring states refuse to join in 
the movement and the facilities for 
bringing liquor into the state are 

thereby continued, it may safely be 
depended upon that public sentiment 
will, sooner or later, undergo a change 
in those states which have adopted 
Prohibition, and we may expect to see 
a return to former conditions. 

Every good citizen is determined 
that the new law shall have a fair 
trial in Georgia. There will be no 

compromise with the evil. The blind 
tiger is to be hunted to his lair and 
when caught will be punished to the 
full extent of the law. The leading 
cities of Alabama have already been 
voted dry, and a year hence the en- 

tire state will come under the opera- 
tion of the state Prohibition law. 
Whether Tennessee and Florida will 
follow suit is yet uncertain, although 
in the former, where local option al- 
ready prevails, the sentiment in favor 
of a state law is said to be very 
strong. 

The people of Georgia will wake up 
to a new sensation on Wednesday 
morning—the newest and strangest 
that the opening year will bring. The 
loss of revenue from liquor licenses 
has already been largely discounted 
and provided for. It only remains for 
our people to continue their efforts 
for the city and the state with a de- 
termination that nothing shall impede 

in every phase and detail of the tre- 
mendous problem absolute and imper- 
ative. 

There will be neither desire nor ef- 
fort to circumvent the law. The loy- 
alty and self-respect of all classes of 
Georgians are pledged to a support and 
indorsement of Prohibition. There 
will be no appeal from this test of the 
good faith of a noble people. Georgia 
will prove to the country at large that 
Prohibition can be readily and suc- 

cessfully enforced because her citizens 
are to be depended upon as a law- 
abiding, law-respecting people, loyal to 
principle and sensitive*to any reflec- 
tion upon the good name of the com- 
monwealth. 

—From the Atlanta Journal. 

their progress and prosperity, and 
that the state of Georgia, whether be- 
cause of or in spite of Prohibition, 
shall be greater and better than ever 
ebefore. 

The Georgian, which championed the 
passage of the law, greets the new year 
and the going in force of the statute 
most optimistically. It says: 

Georgia intends to make no failure 
in this Prohibition matter. She is 
ready for the supreme test of the law 
and proposes to furnish such an ex- 

ample of deference and respect for the 
minutest provision of the bill that she 
will provide an unanswerable argu- 
ment for the value of Prohibition in 
the great national anti-liquor struggle 
which inevitably will wage in every 
part of the country in the near future. 

Georgia will be on trial during the 
coming year as an example and ex- 

ponent of the best legal settlement of 
the Prohibition problem, and there is 
every reason to believe that as a state 
and as a people there will be nothing 
to bring a shade of reproach or a sug- 
gestion of failure in the final test. An 
honest, law-respecting public opinion 
presents an impenetrable bulwark in 
defense of Prohibition as a statutory 
law. 

The law-abiding sentiment of the 
people of the state, regardless of 
earlier differences of opinion, will 
make the enforcement of Prohibition 

NEAR-VISION BY 
“STAR” LIGHT 

The Indianapolis Star gets a clear 
glimpse of at least one of the facts of 
the Prohibition movement and says: 

If all the saloons in Indiana were to 
obey the laws and ordinances to the 
letter tomorrow and if the brewers 
were to abandon at once and for all 
any efforts to protect their business 
from hostile legislation, it would not 
stay the anti-saloon movement in any 
degree; it would only encourage its 
devotees to fresh activity. 

There is one act that can render a 
brewer a desirable citizen in the eyes 
of his opponents, and only one; and 
that is to stop making beer. There 
is one course of rectitude and decency 
by which a saloon can acquit itself 
blameless in the eyes of its antago- 
nists, and only one; and that is to 
close its doors never to open them. 
So far, well said, but the Star can 

hardly endure the contemplation of the 
inevitable result of such a situation and 
hastens to set a “back fire.” It adds: 

We have said that nothing short of 
extinction can satisfy or appease the 
movement of the saloon. The asser- 
tion should be qualified. Nothing 
short of that extreme penalty will sat- 
isfy the directors of the present move- 
ment ; but there comes a point in cru- 
sades of this sort where the average 
disposition of the community begins 

to fall away from the advancing ground 
of the leaders. Some who resent dis- 
tillery or brewery lobbies in the halls 
of legislation will hesitate to pursue 
those interests further, once these ac- 
tivities are abandoned; some who re- 

gard the saloon as an evil are, never- 

theless, unwilling to see the open 
drinking place superseded by the cov- 
ert and demoralizing regime with 
which Prohibition states disgrace 
themselves; some who practice total 
abstinence themselves would revolt at 
a proposal like that of Oklahoma, 
Georgia and Alabama, to make the 
liquor traffic an outlaw and confiscate 
the property accumulated by it under 
existing laws. 

It is the danger of every such cru- 
sade as this that the community, wear- 
ied at length of its own abandon of 
zeal, sinks into lethargy and reaction. 
The reader will feel very sure that, af- 

ter all, the Star will need a big increase 
in not only “zeal” but knowledge and 
honesty before it can sink anywhere. Its 
nonsense about “confiscation” and the 
“covert and demoralizing regime” of 
Prohibition marks it as having yet 
neither part nor lot with the forces 
whose inflexible position it so well de- 
fines. 

THE OVERWORKED 
‘ETHICAL” 

The Democrat & Chronicle of Roches- 
ter, New York, touches fittingly upon the 
recent antics of certain “ethical” teach- 
ers in the convention in Chicago already 
noticed by The National Prohibitf^^t. 
It says: 

The latest claim in behalf of the 
Sunday saloon has been set forth ^y 
Dr. Emil G. Hirsch and Professor Na- 
thaniel Schmidt, of Chicago. They 
say it is “an ethical necessity,” what- 
ever that is. The terms “ethics” and 
“ethical” have become essential to the 
support of all the latest innovations. 
The suggestion of Dr. Hirsch and Fro- 
fessor Schmidt will be cordially wel- 
comed by the man who misses his 

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. r 

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

TIONIST, 
87 Washington St 

Chicago. 


