
mination. For this reason we do not believe 
that Prohibitionists can ever consistently take 
any part in asking the legislature for a local 

wrrption law, or can consistently support a party 
7 or a candidate because of any local option pledge 

or platform. The second point is that local 
option is in practice and the granting of local 
option is commonly intended to be, not an ad- 
vance toward Prohibition, but a salve for the 
public conscience, a retarding force upon prog- 
ress. The anxiety of the liquor interests to get 
local option, whenever real Prohibition is seri- 
ously considered, is a pointed pointer in this 
matter. If local option had not kept the “tem- 
perance” sentiment of Georgia safely segregated, 
that state would have passed a state Prohibition 
law ten years ago. If New York’s honest citi- 
zens were not given the practically worthless 
privilege of voting “no” in local option, heads- 
I-win-tails-you-lose contests, the Prohibition 
party vote in that state would be at least a 

hundred thousand at the next election and the 
Prohibitionists would be thundering at the doors 
of the capitol in less than two years. If Ohio’s 
local option laws, that still leave the liquor traffic 
in full possession of the centers of population 
and influence and under which the traffic in the 
Buckeye State has grown by leaps and bounds, 
were wiped off the statute books, the good people 
of Ohio would enact a state Prohibition law to 

wipe out the whole traffic between the Ohio 
River and Lake Erie, in less than twenty-four 
months and put the law in the hands of Pro- 
hibitionists for enforcement. 

The growing movement toward local option, 
in which Mr. Case sees so much promise, we 

view not only suspicion but with alarm. We 
believe that, in very large.part, it is contrived 
and advanced for the distinct purpose of stay- 
ing the progress of real Prohibition and pre- 

venting the growth of the Prohibition party. 
Ohio’s “county option” law is not a step toward 
state Prohibition but a buffer against it. The 

> local option movement in Pennsylvania, bitterly 
as it seems to be opposed by the liquor inter- 

ests, is, there is good reason to believe, simply 
an attempt to “settle the saloon question” in 
that state by a method that will not materially 
change present conditions as regards the liquor 
traffic and will leave the political situation un- 

disturbed. 
In practice, then, what should the Prohibi- 

tionist do about local option? Toward secur- 

ing a local option law of any kind, NOTHING. 
Stand before the people and the legislature con- 

stantly and always demanding real Prohibition. 
When the legislature has failed to perform its 

duty and has passed a local option law, assume 

the neglected duty, win as much territory for 
no-license as possible, move heaven and earth 
to make the law effective and use its successes 

as an object lesson for Prohibition and its diffi- 
culties to point out the need of something 
better. 

We find ourselves, too, unable to argue with 

some of Mr. Case’s views about the Anti-Saloon 

League. We do not feel clear that the Prohibi- 
tion party has ever shown “foolish jealousy” of 
that organization. It seems to us that, both in 
Ohio and in our other states, the conflict be- 
tween the two organizations has been inevitable 
and based upon a principle. Rightly or wrongly, 
honestly or otherwise, the League has been 

chiefly engaged in persuading the citizens of our 

states not to do the one thing that Prohibitionists 
have been trying to persuade them to do—to 

^leave their old, saloon-owned parties. The Pro- 
hibition party says to the voter: You can not 

settle the liquor issue in your old party; come 

out of it and help a new party to power. The 

League says to the voter: You can settle the 
question in your old party; stay there and vote 

as we tell you to. 

One of these teachings must be wrong, and 
between the two conflict is inevitable. When 
you add to this that the League has constantly 
won away our voters and has cut off our 

financial resources, you have a condition in 
which not mere theoretic conflict but open clash 
is practically unavoidable. The party managers 
in Ohio are not justly open to criticism, as it 
seems to us. They have exhibited fully as much 
patience and tact as could have been expected 
of them. The relations between the party and 
the League in Ohio are not materially different 
from the relations maintained in other states. 
Even where our party officials are diplomatic 
enough to avoid the appearance of hostilities and 
when the League is loudest in it§ professions of 
non-antagonism, hostility—the inevitable hostility 
of vitally opposing methods and principles, exists. 
Even were it true that the League and the 
party “are both working for the same end’’ 
(which is not true) the direct antagonism of 
methods makes their differences unreconcilable, 
regret the fact as much as anyone may. 

Nor do we believe, with Mr. Case, that the 
time has come when Prohibitionists should bend 
to the local option method because it bids fair 
to be popular. For that very reason the Pro- 
hibitionist should the more earnestly contend for 
his own right method. As we have already 

indicated, we believe that the local option method 
at the present moment is fraught with special 
perils to Prohibition progress—is a delusion and 
a snare. But we oppose any disposition to re- 

treat to the local option method now, more than 
ever before, because retreat is unnecessary. The 
hour is ripe for advance. The people are ready 
to consider, not voting “dry” patches, but ridding 
the country of the liquor traffic. The gates of 
real progress are wide open, and the nation 
waits for the Prohibition party, not to follow 
back to little things, but to lead on to great 
victory. 

New York is not annually spending twelve mil- 
lion dollars on the maintenance of a police force 
for no other purpose than to enforce Mr. Raines’ 
preposterous law.—The Brooklyn Citizen. 

“And you can kiss the Book on that.” New 
York hasn’t made even one attempt to enforce 
the aforesaid law in the whole twelve years since 
it was placed on the statute books. 

Few persons realize the far-reaching economic 
contraction that would result if New York fol- 
lowed the lead of Georgia and went dry.—Colonel 
Jacob Ruppert, President of the Lager Beer 
Brewers’ Board of Trade of New York. 

But almost anyone, Colonel, can realize what 
feature of the contraction it is that worries you. 

THE PRAIRIE STATE 
[From Illinois State Headquarters, April 6.] 

Prohibitionists over the state have been fully 
absorbed in the local elections under the new 
local Prohibition law. The Prohibitionists have 
co-operated heartily with the Anti-Saloon League 
and hundreds of Prohibitionists have volun- 
teered their services, made schoolhouse cam- 

paigns, have done the work and paid the money; 
in many towns the fight has been made by the 
Prohibitionists, ably supported by the W. C. 
T. U. 

The state committee has within the past few 
months held eighteen hundred meetings in the 
towns that vote this week on the question; prac- 
tically all of the Chautauqua towns will go dry 
largely because of the Chautauqua meetings. 

State Chairman Wilson, E. W. Chafin, W. A. 
Brubaker, Robert H. Patton, Dan R. Sheen and 
John H. Hector have been effective in making 
votes for no-license. The whole campaign has 
been in the main helpful to the Prohibition cause. 
The state has been mightily stirred for Prohibi- 
tion and hundreds of those who have got into 
the fight see they must keep on and vote against 
the saloon in the fall as well as in the spring, 
and also that national Prohibition is needed. 
Enormous crowds have turned out to these meet- 
ings and the interest has been intense; the enthu- 
siasm has been immense, the like of which has 
never before been seen in the state. 

The Anti-Saloon League has done well by put- 
ting such speakers as the Hon. Seaborn Wright 
of Georgia, Governor Hanley of Indiana and 
Attorney-General Trickett of Kansas over the 
state; they have made a very fine impression, 
particularly Mr. Wright, who has dealt sturdy 
blows for Prohibition, and assailed the records 
of the old parties on the liquor question. 

The state committee during the last week of 
the campaign sent out more than a half-million 
pages of literature, free, to the local campaign 
committees. This literature was very effective 
in answering the arguments of the liquor men. 

There have^ bebii .many exciting incidents in 
the campaign, peeper sprinkled upon the floors 
of halls where Prohibition meetings were to be 
held, other halls closed against the temperance 
forces, compelling them to hold meetings in tents. 
Factories have been burned, newspapers dyna- 
mited, windows broken in homes where temper- 
ance posters were displayed, and many men have 

lost their positions because of liquor influence. 
Prohibition workers have also been threatened 
with death, but no deaths have occurred up to 

date. 
The Tuesday vote will be only a skirmish; 

the real battle will be fought November 3. The 
issue in Illinois this fall will be state Prohibi- 
tion; that is irresistible—the liquor men cannot 

stem the tide. 

Now that the local elections are over Prohi- 
bitionists will turn their attention to the com- 

ing state convention at Springfield, May 6. It 
promises to be a great gathering of all forces 
opposed to the liquor traffic in this state. It 
will be a thanksgiving service with much re- 

joicing over the victories attained this week. 
The few counties that have not yet elected their 
delegates will be closed up as quickly as pos- 
sible. 

Kendall county held its convention last Sat- 
urday, attended by Mr. Chafin; he will also be 
at the Moultrie county convention at Lovington, 
Friday, April 10, and Logan county convention 
at Lincoln, Saturday, April 11. He will then 
go to Leavenworth, Kansas, and Oklahoma for 
several engagements, returning in time for the 
Monroe county convention at Renault, April 17. 
and the Jackson county convention at Murphys- 
boro, April 18. Fayette county will meet at 

Vandalia, April 20. 
Wm. A. Brubaker will attend the following 

conventions: 
Kane county at Geneva, April 9. 
Kankakee county at Kankakee, April 11. 
Lake county at Waukegan, April 13. 
Douglas county at Tuscola, April 14. 
Effingham county at Effingham, April 15. 
Cumberland county at Greenup, April 16. 
Clark county at Marshall, April 17. 
Crawford county at Robinson, April 18. 
Lawrence county at Lawrenceville, April 20. 
Richland county at Olney, April 21. 
Jasper county at Newton, April 22. 

Edward E. Blake is exceedingly busy with 
the legislative campaign, engaging county or- 

ganizers for the summer work, and recently has 
visited several colleges. Last week he was at 
Westfield college. He also represented the state 
committee at conventions in Shelby, Marion and 
Wayne counties. Sunday he delivered two fine 
addresses at Grand Ridge. 


