
great national Prohibition paper which shall be, 
not only a safe and sound exponent of the cause, 

but a good and stable business proposition com- 

manding the respect of all those who come in 
contact with it. 

Kindly remember, that after all is said and 

done, it is not praise nor appreciation that a 

pater needs; it needs the payment of its sub- 

scription bills. A score of good Prohibition 

papers have died in the past, praised and lauded 

by their readers—and killed by the neglect of 
those same readers to pay their bills. 

It is not “contributions” that are here asked; 
it is not subscriptions for the Extension Fund. 
That has been asked for by the Extension Com- 
mittee and has met with generous responses. 
What is here mentioned is the simple business 
and every-day honesty of paying justly due ac- 

counts and thus enabling this paper to accom- 

plish the great work to which it has been called. 

GLENN TO CAMPAIGN 

North Carolina’s Governor Will Take to 

Stump in Behalf of Prohibition 
Proposition 

Raleigh, N. €., February 1—(Special corre- 

spondence).—In his final message to the legisla- 
ture today Governor Glenn, in the matter of the 

law which has just been passed submitting the 

question of Prohibition to a popular vote, says. 

“Asked by the Anti-Saloon League and believ- 

ing myself that over eighty per cent of the entire 
territory of the state having already endorsed 
Prohibition, it would be too costly and only en- 

gender strife to have a general election upon the 

question throughout the state, my message fa- 
vored state Prohibition by the legislature. In 

your judgment, however, you thought it best to 

submit the question to vote of the state and I 

cheerfully approve your course and I will offer 

my services as a volunteer to carry your law be- 
fore the people and ask them by their vote to 

ratify what you have enacted. 
“In my judgment state Prohibition will win by 

an immense majority and will prove the greatest 
blessing that has ever been given the people.” 

MORE “AWFUL RESULTS” 

People of Birmingham With Saloons Closed 

Rush to Throw Away Their Money in 

Shoe Stores and Restaurants 

Birmingham, Ala., February 1—(A press dis- 

patch).—The march of Prohibition as a beautifier 
of Birmingham was accentuated Friday by the 
commencement of repairs on the Wilson house 
and the Palace Royal, the two oldest hotels in 
the city, for use upon the ground floors as dry 
goods establishments, where never before in the 
history of the city has there been anything but 
saloons. They are opposite one another on the 
corner of Second avenue and Twenty-first street 

in the heart of the city. One will be occupied by 
Weinstein Brothers & Co. and the other by 
Charles W. Miller’s department stores, both of 
which will expand upon location in the new quar- 
ters. 

Very few of the old saloon quarters remain 

vacant and the record of the probate office shows 
the issuance of more business licenses up to this 
time this year than up to the same time last year 
.under saloons. Shoe stores are more numerous 

than any other class of new business except res- 

taurants, which are in the majority, and all of 
which appear to be doing well. 

The city seems to have gone to eating more and 
drinking less. 

“What do you make,” writes a corre- 

spondent, “of the news dispatch to the effect 
that it has been discovered in the German 

army that sharp-shooters shoot better after 

they have had a draught of alcoholic 

liquors?” We make fun of it—the only 
thing that it is fit for. 

In the main, the credit for Prohibition that 

prohibits is to be given to the underlying and 
dominating common sense of the American peo- 

ple.— Atlanta Constitution. 

PROHIBITION IN IOWA 

An Instructive Passage of History Worthy of Careful Study at 

Present Moment ^ 

GEORGE C. HADDOCK 
Iowa's Martyr to the Prohibition Cause 

By the pathway of martyrdom, the Rev 

George C. Haddock became the deathless hero 

of the Prohibition movement in the state of 
Ioiva. Haddock was a Methodist minister, a 

man of profound convictions and unshakable 

courage, and was stationed in Sioux City during 
the conflict for t\hc enforcement of the prohibi- 
tory law. In both his pulpit utterances and his 

private discussion, Haddock was an outspoken 
Prohibitionist. A large part of the work of 
enforcing the law in Sioux City, where there 

zvas a large hostile clement of the population, 
rested upon his shoulders. In spite of repeated 
threats from the liquor interests, the abuse of 
the daily press and the lack of support of the 

people whose battles he was lighting, Haddock 

kept straight on his zvay. On the evening of 
August 3, 1886, in the public streets, returning 
from an errand connected with the enforcement 
of the lazv, the brave and faithful minister was 

set upon by a gang of saloon supporters. He 

was unarmed, the court having refused his 

request for permission to carry a weapon and 

he feeling under obligation to obey the statute 

which disarms the honest man and leaves the 

pistol in the hands of the thug. The assassins 

shot him down in the street and escaped. They 
were well known and the authorities were forced, 
for very shame, to make arrests, but the trial 

zuas a mere farce. A jury that zvas unquestion- 
ably packed failed to agree and the murderer 

escaped. 

The movement which is now on foot in the 

state of Iowa for constitutional Prohibition 
makes pertinent a study of one of the most in- 

teresting passages in the history of that great 
state—a story of juggling with the moral ele- 

ment of the state at the hands of the politicians 
and liquor interests that has hardly been paral- 
leled in any other state of the Union. 

As might have been prophesied from the char- 

acter of its population, settled very largely by 
people of the best old New England stock, Iowa 

was one of the earliest states to respond in 

force to the Prohibition movement of the early 
seventies. By 1877, when as yet few states had 

party organizations, the Prohibition party move- 

ment had grown to such proportions in Iowa 

that more than 10,500 men cast their votes for 

Elias Jessup, the Prohibition candidate for gov- 

ernor. This carried consternation into the ranks 

of the party that then was posing, even more 

than now, as “the only party that ever did any- 

thing for temperance.” The result was that at 

the state convention of the Republican party in 

1879 a platform was adopted which promised 
the submission of a constitutional amendment 
for the Prohibition of the liquor traffic to the 
popular vote of the people of Iowa. This ac- 

complished the desired result. The Prohibition 
vote of that year fell to 3,000 and the opponents 
of the liquor business arrayed themselves almost 
solidly with the Republican party. 

In the following winter, the legislature passed 
the resolution providing for the submission of a 

constitutional amendment, to be voted on at a 

special election to be held in June of 1882. The 
result of this election was a large majority for 

Prohibition; but a clever trick had been worked 

upon the people, and it was soon discovered that 
in one of the legislative records an unimportant 
amendment of three words had been omitted in 

recording the passage of this bill, and the su- 

preme court promptly declared the whole pro- 

ceedings unconstitutional. That the people of 
the state of Iowa believed that the Republican 
leaders had tricked them was evident in their 

voting that fall, for the Republican party lost 
three Congressmen. 

The lesson was not unheeded and the legisla- 
ture straightway enacted a prohibitory statute 

which so satisfied the people that even the great 

campaign of 1884 aroused but little interest in 

Iowa, and in 1885 only 1,400 men voted the Pro- 

hibition ticket. 
It hardly needs to be recited here how, over 

the greater part of the state of Iowa, the pro- 

hibitory law was a magnificent success; how the 

saloon was closed and with it the jail; how the 

schools prospered and business flourished, and 

the homes were happy.. There is no fact of his-^^ 
tory better authenticated than the success o/ 
Prohibition in by far the greater part of Iowa. 

True, there were sections of the state, particu- 
larly the river cities, where the liquor element 

was in rebellion against the statute and the 

people’s authority. The rebels were abetted by 
high state officials and by the federal govern- 

ment, under the interstate commerce law, and 

their rebellion was in considerable measure, 

supported by the party press, the support of the 

press growing stronger as the dominant party 
came more and more to take position against 
the prohibitory law. 

At length, in 1889, the anti-Prohibition senti- 

ment, allied with certain railroad interests, se- 

cured the nomination of Horace Boies, a noto- 

rious anti-Prohibitionist, upon the Democratic 

ticket.. The present governor of the state, A. B. 

Cummins, though then, as now, nominally a Re- 

publican, led a revolting wing of the Republican 
party into the Democratic camp under the anti- 
Prohibition banner and secured the election of 
Boies. 

It is sometimes charged that the Prohibition 

party was responsible for this defeat of the 

Republicans and that it thus drove many of the 

Republicans to the repudiation of Prohibition. 
There could be nothing more untruthful than 
this statement. The Prohibitionists, almost 

unanimously supported the Republican party. 
In that year only 1,300 men voted the Prohibi- 
tion state ticket, and at the following election 
in 1891, when Boies was re-elected against a 

Republican opponent, the Prohibition party vote 

was only 915, all the other voters of the party 
voting the Republican ticket. 

The Republicans of Iowa seem now to have^- 
become discouraged in their hope of gaining 
and holding power upon a Prohibition platform. 
In addition to that, Senator Allison was at that. 
time hearing the buzzing of the Presidential bee 


