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A Place where Almost Anybody can 

say Almost Anything about the 
Principle, the Policy, or the Party' 

I [Editor’s Note.—We do not understand why 
§*Mr. Sheen calls his communication a “discord- 
Fant note.” If we made anything plain in the 
* editorial referred to it must have been our ad- 
1 vice to Prohibitionists to use local option laws. 

We do not even understand that Mr. Sheen dis- 
agrees with us in our position that Prohibi- 
tionists can not consistently ask for local op- 
;ion laws. In one point only we wish to en- 
ter a word of caution: The best way to have 
people go the right way with us never is to go 
with them when they are going wrong.] 

LOCAL OPTION AND OTHER 
THINGS 

Vn Illinois Leader Speaks His Mind 

Upon Matters Under Discussion 
Editor of The National Proiiibi-1 

tionist:—You recently discussed an im-; 
portant subject, the proper attitude of 
the Prohibitionists toward the local op- 
tionists. I dislike to be a kicker, but 
kicking is sometimes necessary (for in- 
stance, that is the only way a chicken 
can get out of the shell) and it is a good 
way to break the crust of prejudice; and 
so I sound a seemingly discordant note. 

Prohibition aims to abolish saloons 
because they deal only in alcoholic bev- 
erages; and Prohibitionists seek to con- 
me the manufacture and sale of alcohol 
o useful purposes, such as the arts, sci- 

ences and manufactures. The local op- 
tionist is a Prohibitionist, except on 
state and national election days; and, on 
those days lie is a partizan, who stands 
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for the perpetuation of the old rum 
soaked Demo-republican aggregation in 
the belief that his dear party can be 
saved, and the saloons destroyed. Of 
course, this is folly; but, those who think 
they can put “new wine into old bot- 
tles,” or “new cloth into old garments,” 
by infusing new ideas into old parties, 
or give control to the enemies of law 
and expect to have them enforce a law 
that they despise will be convinced of 
their errors only by practical experience 
and repeated observations. Some people 
learn only that way. Whether the “water 
wagon” had better be made all at once, 
or part at a time, illustrates the differ- 
ence of opinion between the Prohibition- 
ists and local optionists. When the parts 
are made, they can, so the optionists 
claim, be put together, and when the 
thirty-five counties now “dry” are added 
to some sixty-six more, there will be 
state Prohibition. And when to the now 

“dry” states are added a sufficient num- 
ber of others, we can have national Pro- 
hibition—that is real Prohibition, or pro- 
hibitory law properly enforced. State 
Prohibition is local option on a large 
scale; and township, county, village or 

city local option is Prohibition on a small 
scale. Why ought we not, as believers 
in national Prohibition, to go with the 
city,“county, or state Prohibitionists as 
far as they go in our direction, and then 
invite them to accompany us to the goal 
they seek? Why waste our ammunition 
on friends when there are so many foes? 
If gradual growth, or evolution, is the 
destined process of Prohibition develop- 
ment, why insist that we shall have fruit 

before we have buds, or blossoms, or 
shoot at the fog, or fail to recognize 
the historical fact that results seldom 
come according to human plans? Your 
paper mentions the fact that the Hon. 
A. E. Wilson, state chairman of Illi- 
nois, E. W. Chafin who ought to be the 
next governor of Illinois, the “Black 
Knight,” J. H. Hector. Robert Patton, 
and myself took an active part in the re- 
cent local option campaign. I think all 
these gentlemen will agree with me in 
saying that we made genuine Prohibi- 
tion speeches, and that the only differ- 
ence between them and the ones we will 
deliver next fall was the omission from 
them of party considerations. We all 
had good audiences and gave A. B. C. 
lessons that were more suitable than to 
ask our audiences to leave the ground 
and fly to some of the higher branches 

f the tree of knowledge. Local option 
stands for popular sovereignty; for 
the rule of the people, instead of the 
rule of the politician, and the political 
boss; and, while the vote should be co- 
extensive with the territory that is taxed 
to care for the criminals, paupers, and 
lunatics, that saloons furnish, we must 
crawl until we learn to walk and stay 
with the procession even if it does move 

exasperatingly slow. The local option- 
i sts will soon be given a few practical 
lessons in politics by the colonizing of 
wards in cities, townships, and counties, 
by the liquor traffic, and thus have sa- 
loon influences extend over nominally 
“dry” territory. But if they are “from 
Missouri” we must recognize that fact 
and “keep sweet and keep movin.” But 
let us stay with them as long as they 
are going our way. This does not lose 
dght of party need for work and cash, 
as may be assumed, it recognizes as a 
fact that in politics, as in ailments like 
he measles, small-pox, scarlet fever, etc., 

there is a certain “course” that must be 
completed. We are over with the “high 
license” feature of saloon control and 
are now in the local option phase, and 
we should not oppose local option be- 
cause it is based on popular sovereign- 
ty. The best way to .have people go 
with us is to go with them. We can 
thus show them the true road instead of 
standing aloof and telling them where 
it is. “If you want the Lord to he on 
vour side, get over on the Lord’s side” 
is good advice. We had to try all the 
•political panaceas that could be thought 
T before we finally prohibited slavery. 
Local option is a primary .stage of state 
and national Prohibition. Let us help 
nstead of hinder its progress, and the 

neople will hear us gladly. 
The same idea applies to moral sua- 

sionists. Moral suasion is all right for 
die person, but it will not abolish the 
saloon, brewery or distillery. These are 

things with no brain, heart, or con- 
science; and, hence, can not be reached 
by moral suasion, and so require legal 
suasion. 

Moral suasion for the hquor taker, 
“Legal suasion for the drunkard 

maker.” 
It is folly to license a saloon across 

the street from a church, and expect the 
spirit of wine and the Spirit divine to 
coalesce. If the saloonkeeper can pour 
alcohol into the stomach, there is poor 
show to pour reason into the head, or 

morality into the heart. That is a good 
reason for not licensing the saloon and 
a poor one for not building the church. 
It is important to use moral suasion to 
get the voter, who is a sovereign in a 

republic, to abolish the pitfalls in the 
pathway of civilization, by using legal 
suasion for things that are not amenable 
to moral suasion. 

Some of our newspapers and speakers 
feel called upon to attack the religion 
of others. This is wrong from a Chris- 
tian standpoint, as in disobedience of 
the command, “Judge not lest ye be 
judged”; and, from every other stand- 

j point of reason and justice. When a 1 

j newspaper, or a speaker, identified with 
the cause of Prohibition, goes outside 
of all platform utterances and party pol- 
icy to assail those whose liberty of con- 
science should be a personal and not a 

political affair he is not serving either 
the cause of Prohibition or of progress. 
So, too, when he rails against foreigners 
he is serving his narrow personal preju- 
fice far more than he is the welfare of 

a country that was not long ago settled 
by foreigners, and that is now being 
made wonderful by an admixture and 
infusion of Caucasian blood from every 
zone. Our national gates should swing 
wide open both ways and America 
should be the home of every honest and 
industrious person regardless of color, 
creed or nationality. Of course, foreign 
countries are dumping some “undesirable 
citizens” upon us and this gives us a 

problem in the North as great as the 
negro question is in the South; but, it 
is as unfair to charge the viciousness and 
ignorance of emigrants upon foreigners 
generally as it would be to charge the 
doubts of Thomas, the denials of Peter 
and the betrayal of Judas upon the other 
apostles. Catholicism and Judaism will 
fit some people as the other “isms” will 
fit others; but, it should be the fixed 
purpose of the Prohibition party to stand 
for liberty of conscience and equal rights 
to all honest and industrious people; and 
this» regardless of nationality, creed, 
color, or sex. 

Dan R. Sheen. 
Peoria, 111. 

A PHASE OF DEVELOPMENT 

A New York Prohibitionist Reasons 
of the Local Option Theory 

and Practice 

Editor of The National Prohibi- 
tionist :—I was much interested in Mr. 
George L. Case’s discussion of local op- 
tion in The National Prohibitionist of 
April 9 and your editorial comments 
thereon. I agree with you that the leg- 
islature has no moral right to pass a 
law which grants the people the privil- 
ege of voting an evil up or down. Nor 
would it be consistent in third party 
Prohibitionists to ask for or advocate 
such a law. But we cannot discount 
the fact that local option is one of the 
steps in the evolution of Prohibition— 
not a logical step, I concede, but a neces- 

sary step from the standpoint of the 
average development of the human ani- 
mal. 

You say: If local option had not 
kept the temperance sentiment of Geor- 
gia 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 lo- 
cal option heads-I-win-tails-yoti-lose 
contests, the Prohibition party vote in 
that state would be at least 100,000 at 
the next election.” 

But is this not equivalent to saying: 
Tf the good citizens of those states had 
obeyed conscience rather than been influ- 
enced by party fealty, narrow notions 
of expediency, or a disinclination to 

| espouse a cause that gave no promise 
! of success, they would now be much 
| farther on the road to the right solu- 
tion of the liquor problem than they are 

today? 
Local option has been adopted because 

it represents the average moral status 
of the people on methods of dealing 
with the liquor problem. It was not a 
choice between local option and Prohibi- 
tion at all. The people might have 
chosen Prohibition, it is true, but back 
of every man’s choice is his desire to 
choose. The majority desired local op- 
tion because it was in line with the pos- 

sibly attainable and did not require them 
to sever the strong ties which bound 
them to party. Conscience in them sim 
ply was not strong enough, or educated 
up to the standard which might lift 
them above the trammels of partizanship, 
expediency or other influences which the 
few in whom conscience is stronger 
readily overcome. 

In efforts at reform we can not wisely 
ignore existing conditions and standards 
While not lowering our standard in any 
sense, we should seek harmonious rela- 
tions with all who approach our views. 
If we antagonize them, we drive them 
from us. If we are tolerant and consid- 
erate of their undeveloped views we 

may win them and educate them up 
to our standard. And this is a self-evi- 
dent fact that we can not win until we 
have their added strength. 

Just now in this county we are work- 
ing the Venango plan which aims at se- 

curing enough pledged votes to carry 
the town or county when we deem it 
wise to call in the pledges. It is a dis- 
tinctively “third party’ scheme. The 
pledgers agree -to vote the Prohibition 
ticket. They show their interest by con- 

tributing liberally to its support. The 
work is under the management of the 
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Prohibition county committee. The 
county chairman of the Prohibition party 
receives and disburses the funds. There 
is no deception or evasion whatever. 
The men who are signing these pledges, 
and paying out their money for the work 
thoroughly understand that its purpose 
is to build up a third or Prohibition 
party. 

While the work is still young, and I 
can not speak of it from the standpoint 
of accomplishment, it certainly prom- 
ises much. But whatever may be the 
outcome, this is one of the lessons which 
it teaches: That there are hosts of good 
men ready to join the Prohibition party 
whenever it gives promise of success. 
We may justly criticise the moral stand- 
ard of these men. Success ought not 

surely to be made the criterion of effort 
in a matter of morals; but, in.the pres- 
ent stage of evolution of the human ani- 
mal, hope of success is a controlling fac- 
tor with the great majority of men. It 
would be well for us to accept this fact, 
and make a wise use of it. 

James McNeil. 
Hudson, N. Y. 

#-A_ 
No Sidestepping 
fBishop E. E. Hoss ] 

\\ hisky violates every enactment that is 
framed to regulate or suppress it. It seduces 
minors; it tramples under foot the civil Sab- 
bath; it encourages every vice that caii be 
named; it is the abettor of gambling, the no- 
torious patron of lust, the chief source of 
murder. The issue has been made, and it will 
be fought to a finish. Let every man choose 
for himself what he will do. It is no time 
for indecision.. All trimmers and dodgers and 
.'de-steppers and jolly jokers with grave mat- 
ters must fall into litre on one side or the 
other. 


