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NEW MASSACHUSETTS CHAIRMAN 

Bay State Prohibitionists Reorganized for 
Work—Jonathan S. Lewis Heads 

Committee 

Boston, January 22—(Special correspondence) 
—The recent reorganization meeting of the Pro- 
hibition state committee of Masachusetts was the 
most largely attended meeting of that committee 
for years past. According to usual custom, the 
committee for 1907 met first and concluded its 
year’s business. Then, after the supper at the 
Otis, the committee of 1908 met. Professor John 
A. Nichols was elected temporary chairman and 

JONATHAN S. LEWIS 

Mr. Amos L. Betts temporary secretary. Among 
the prominent Prohibitionists present were “Dea- 
con” Edward Kendall, the Hon. J. B. Lewis, Mr. 
William O. Wylie, the well known Good Templar, 
Mr. Allen Coffin and Mr. S. W. Bingham. 

The 1908 committee was organized with the 
following officers: 

Chairman, Jonathan S. Lewis of Stoneham. 
Vice-Chairman, Edward Kendall of Cumber- 

land. 
Secretary, Amos L. Betts of Medford. 
Treasurer, William D. Moon of Lynn. 
Mr. S. W. Bingham was appointed chairman of 

the committee on transportation to the national 
convention, and the chairman was authorized to 

call another meeting of the state committee as 

soon as the official notice of the national con- 

vention is issued. 
The new executive committee is composed of 

the officers of the state committee with the heads of 
five working committees, Solon W. Bingham of 
the committee of finance, Llerbert L. Chipman of 
the committee on literature, J. John Hooper of 
the committee on organization, Chas. A. Pearce 
of the committee on nominations and Frank N. 
Rand of the committee on public meetings. The 
new state chairman is well known to the Pro- 

S hibitionists of Massachusetts and to the nation; 
is a man of large force and ability and will 
push the work in the Bay State-with all possi- 
ble energy. 

Mr. Lewis has been the candidate of Massa- 
chusetts Prohibitionists for a number of offices 
and is popular with all our people. 

EMPIRE STATE WORK 

NEW YORK TO THE RESCUE! NOW OR NEVER! 
I*ELLOW PROHIBIT IONIS 1 S OF NEW YORK: Your state committee appeals for imme- 

diate contributions to at least $2,000 cash during the next tzvo weeks to enable it to vigorously push the re enrollment of the Prohibitionists of the state uniformly on the election district plan, which, if done this year, must be done before April 1. 
The task of weeding out 10,000 “deadzvood” names from our card-index enrollment of 25,000 

names, adding 5,000 new names, correcting 7,000 or 8,000 addresses, including compilation of reports from nearly 4,000 persons, the writing of over 5,000 personal letters from headquarters, the printing and 
distribution of thousands of enrollment booklets, with blanks, directions, the printing of from five to 
fifty copies of the present enrollment by different postoffices, the trailing dozen of a couple thousand 
people who have moved, and when local workers fail to report, and, finally, the division of this mam- 
moth enrollment into nearly 4,600 election district rosters is a herculean one, as well as a costly one. 

But, if we are ever to put up an organised, uniform fight and campaign, and the state committee is 
ever to be able to supply workers state-wide with supplies and arms and ammunition, the election dis- 
trict plan must be inaugurated. IVe can not win any pronounced party successes until this is done. 

The work will confine us closely to headquarters, and make it impossible for us to spend much time 
collecting funds. 

Do not compel us to take the next three months collecting; send in donations promptly and enable 
us to confine our work and, efforts to the enrollment task until it is finished. 

Under the election district plan, Oswego county has elected nearly one hundred Prohibitionists to 
office in three years, forty-three of whom are in office now, and came within 250 votes of electing seventy-five more last November. 

Comrades, we cannot push the work without funds with which to purchase postage, securing print- 
ing of blanks, clerical assistance, etc.,etc., and if it is to be of avail zve must have it now. Two thousand dol- 
lars now is worth more to us in actual future results than $5,000 six months later, too late to use it in 
organisation. 

One reason why the work in the past has not prospered as it should has been the fact that too 
many of us workers have zvithheld our contributions during the part of the year when preparation should have been made, making preparation impossible, and then have contributed too late to have the 
money used to advantage. 

Before the battle is the time to prepare. Help us do it. 
Although I contributed $150 last month (my entire salary) to state and county work, I now do- 

nate $100 moi e as a starter on this fund. Are there not ninety-nine others zvho will make a sacrifice 
and contribute $100 each, making a ten thousand dollar campaign fund, zvhich zvill permit of careful 
organisation, as well as enrollment, and a lively, progressive campaign? //ow many of us zvill say by immediate contributions that zve mean business? 

Make us as large a 1908 pledge as possible, and send in with it as large a part of the pledge—do it 
now. We must not have failure in present work. 

Yours for Victory, 
n C. E. PITTS, Oszvego, January 25, 1908. state Chairman. 

NEW YORK’S FIGHT FOR FAIR PLAY 

Justice Andrews Acts Upon Question Without 
Final Decision, but Gives Hope 

to Prohibitionists 

Syracuse, N. Y., January 24—(Special corre- 
spondence)—Justice W. S. Andrews, of the su- 
preme court, today handed down a decision de- 
ciding the preliminary question involved in the 
action of the state Prohibition committee to com- 
pel the appointment of Prohibition party election 
officials in towns where the Prohibition vote ex- 
ceeded that of one or both old parties. The 
judge holds that the “town board,” consisting of 
supervisor, town clerk, and four justices of the 
peace, is the proper appointing power; declines 
to dismiss the action as requested by the attor- 
ney for the town boards (who represent the 
Democrats) ; directed that amended papers be 
served upon Supervisors Hydorn and Hamer of 
Sandy Creek and Boylston (the remainder of the 
members having been heretofore served) and 
that they be given a hearing, after which the 
court will make a decision on the law. 

When the case was commenced it -was found 
that the election law directed election officials 
be appointed by the “town board,” while the 
“town law” directed that it should be done by a 
“board of town canvassers,” consisting of the 
justices and town clerk, but omitting the super- 
visor. The two contradictory sections were en- 
acted the same week and both arc in effect, and 
all over the state part of the 18,000 election offi- 
cials have been appointed by one body and 
part by the other. 

Not being able to bring two actions at once 

against the two separate appointing powers, the 
Prohibitionists elected to “go after” the “board 
of canvassers,” and accordingly commenced man- 

damus proceedings against the town clerk and 
justices, to compel appointment of Prohibition 
inspectors. Under advice from the Democratic 

attorney-general, and by the directions of the 
Pemocrat county committee, the Republican offi- 
cials of those two towns, obeying the instincts of 
old party politicians who always hang together 
if the pinch comes, met as a “town board” in 
each town, and appointed Democrats to the offices 
belonging to the Prohibitionists. 

Upon the argument before Judge Andrews, 
the town boards contended that the appointing 
power lay in them, that they had appointed 
Democrats and filled the offices, and that, the 
Prohibition application being against the wrong 
board, tbe case should be dismissed with costs. 
The Prohibitionists contended that the “can- 
vassers” were the proper people, and that a writ 
of mandamus should be issued. But asked, that 
in case the court found that the “town board” 
was the proper board, the court should not dis- 
miss the case, but permit the party to serve 
amended papers and bring in the supervisors as 

defendants, give them a hearing, and then de- 
cide on the law. 

This last course is exactly the one followed 
by the Judge. 

Although no decision was made on the second 
point, the refusal of the court to dismiss the 
proceedings, which he would doubtless have done, 
had he been decided that the Prohibition party 
had not the right to the officials, the fact that 
he allows the additional defendants to be brought 
into court, and the further fact that he refers 
to the necessity of haste in settling this question, 
all noint to the conclusion that Judge Andrews 
“takes strck” in our claim. 

The party’s attorneys will at once serve the 
new papers on the supervisors, and push the 
case to a conclusion. Chairman Pitts states to 
a local reporter: 

“We have now gotten the vexatious question 
of who appoints settled, and will soon have a 
decision on who is entitled to the appointment. 
Thousands of future officials depend upon this 
decision, and by resolution of the state executive 


