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ern counties of the state, but there have been sev- 
eral good conferences held. Finances have not 
been up to the grade in the northern part of the 
state, but the people seem willing to work. At 
the Eldorado conference S. M. Blades of Mc- 
Leansboro was elected chairman of the legis- 
lative committee. J. Harry Eisenhower of Har- 
risburg was nominated for representative and 
stands a good show of election. At Mt. Carmel, 
June 3, the conference selected a good senatorial 
committee for the Forty-eighth district. The sen- 
timent in this part of the state is very strong, and 
several of our candidates should be found in the 
legislature from these southern towns. 

ILLINOIS CHAUTAUQUAS 

The Way of the Big White Tents on Their 
Third Week 

[From the Illinois’ Headquarters Bulletin.] 
Olney, III., June 1—At this town on Memo- 

rial Day a special memorial address was given 
at the Chautauqua, and the old soldiers, were all 
admitted free. The plan proved very successful. 
Mr. C. E. Hudson of Greenville college arrived 
this week to act as assistant superintendent for 
Glenn Merry. With his help Superintendent 
Merry hopes to be able to do even better work 
than he is doing now. There is an urgent demand 
Olney was well pleased with this year’s talent. 

Newton, III., June 1—The Chautauqua at this 
place, which closed Sunday night, was well at- 
tended. Mr. Regan’s political exposures took so 

well that even some of the draymen in town, who 
had been hauling liquor which has been shipped 
in, now refuse to handle it any longer as a result 
of Mr. Regan’s address. Superintendent Good- 
win, who is himself an able chalk talker, gave one 

afternoon entertainment, the meeting being espe- 
cially for young people. The high school students 
attended in a body, and the tent was crowded. 
Mr .and Mrs. Sutfin sang at the meeting. The 
local people say that much good has been accom- 

well pleased with all the talent. 

Robinson, III., June 1.—Last year the Chau- 
tauqua struck Robinson just about the time that 
Robinson struck oil. At that time the town was 

booming and there was plenty of money in cir- 
culation. As a result the 1907 assembly here was 

one of the best in the state, nearly 500 season 

tickets being disposed of. But this year the panic 
and several other causes conspired to keep the 
Chautauqua from reaching the mark set last 
year. Nevertheless, the assembly was a good 
one, well attended, and the people say they are 

well pleased, and much good has been done the 
cause throughout this county. 

Marshall, III., June 1—Everybody here is tell- 
ing how well they liked the Chautauqua Assem- 
bly. They say it was better than last year. This 
was one of the hot beds in the local option 
fight, and as a result the financial strain upon the 

temperance people was very great. This kept the 
Chautauqua from being a greater success than it 

was, although this year’s assembly was also a 

good one. The people say Mr. Regan made many 
votes while here. 

Casey, III., June 1—This is one of the oil 
towns which was visited by the Chautauqua last 

year when it was at the height of its success. 

Although the financial situation was not so bright 
this year, the Chautauqua was well patronized, 
and the people seem pleased with the talent. On 
the night when the Meneley Quartet was the at- 

traction the tent was full and crowds were turned 

away. 

A CHAPTER. OF HISTORY 

The Story of Iowr Retold—How th© People of a Great State Have 
Saddled upon Them the Evil They Hatve Repudiated— —w 

A Tale of Party Treason 
Editors Note:—One of the great difficulties that the Prohibition propaganda has to con- 

tCv ,S ^e Hquoi* interests to secure a wide hearing for the misrepresentations which have been constantly spread before the people regarding the results of Prohibition where 
that policy has been tried. The daily papers, for reasons that are best known to their editors— 
unless it be that they are better known in the business office and the editor takes his orders with- 
out asking questions—give much space and much prominence to the stories told by representa- 
tives of the liquor interests; writers in magazines perpetuate the falsehoods and give them wide 
currency, until a great number of very fair-minded people have come to accept the story of the 
failure of Prohibition as fact. 

At a recent public gathering in the city of Chicago the presiding officer, a man known to be 
hostile to the saloon and prominent in certain phases of temperance work, took occasion to refer 
to what he called “the failure of Prohibition in the state of Iowa.” And at the same occasion a 
prominent physician from one of the largest cities of the Middle West said to the editor of this 
paper, ‘I heard one of the most prominent judges in our city the other day demonstrate from a 
mass of statistics that Prohibition has been a failure wherever it has been tried. How do you 
account for that fact?” 

It is this state of affairs that makes it necessary to repeat again and again the history of 
those important experiments in Prohibition that have demonstrated the correctness of the contention 
of the Prohibitionist, the impossibility of securing the advantages of prohibitory law without plac- 
ing the government in the hands of the Prohibition party. 

The state of Iowa is one of those states of the Union which are commonly pointed to by repre- 
sentatives of the liquor interests when they desire to demonstrate the failure of Prohibition, and 
also serves as an object lesson for the anti-Prohibition politician when he desires to prove the in- 
herent wickedness and consummate folly of Prohibitionists. 

Two stories are told—frequently are told by the same people—seemingly without the discovery 
of the fact that they are mutually contradictory. 

The first story runs somewhat like this: 
Prohibition was enacted in the state of Iowa at the instance of a handful of fanatics who 

forced their will upon the state. It proved an utter failure. The population of the state decreased, 
crime was rampant, poverty was widespread and the whole state was rapidly going to the dogs, 
when the common sense of the people asserted itself and the prohibitory law was repealed." 

The second story runs in this fashion: 
“The great Republican party, always mindful of the best interests of the people, placed the 

state of Iowa under Prohibition law, but the party Prohibitionists of that state, in mad folly, per- 
sisted in maintaining a separate political organization, drew away strength from the Republicans 
and were the means of delivering the state over to the mercies of the Democratic party with the 
result that the law was repealed and Iowa lost the great blessing that the Republican party gave 
her." 

Each of these stories is just as true as the other, and each of them is as true as the unques- 
tionable mathematical proposition that two times two is five, though, to state the case with perfect 
clearness, it ought to be said that the anti-Prohibition politician has neither the first “two” nor 
the second “two” of his multiplication, but makes the story up out of whole cloth. 

The state of Iowa, as it might have been expected from the character of the people who 
settled it, was one of the first in which the Prohibition revival after the Civil War began to show 
itself. As early as 1877 more than ten thousand Iowa citizens cast their votes for Elias Jessup, 
the Prohibition party’s candidate for governor. The Prohibition party movement was already a 

nightmare in the dreams of Republican politicians, who very well knew that a great majority of 
the voters of their party entertained sentiments antagonistic to the saloon and bitterly feared 
that the new movement might draw into its ranks enough of these to wipe the Republican party 
out of existence. To avert this dire calamity Republican politicians in various parts of the country 
began a process that might properly be described by Governor Horatio Seymour’s expression, 
“pandering to the moral elements of society.” In harmony with that policy the Republican plat- 
form in Iowa in 1879 made the promise of the submission of a prohibitory amendment to the vote 
of the people of the state. 

This promise very largely succeeded in the purpose for which it was made, and in the election 
of that year all but three thousand of the Prohibitionists of the state went back into the Repub- 
lican fold. Those three thousand outstanders, however, were enough to convince the Republican 
politicians that something more than promises was necessary, and in 1880 the legislature passed 
the necessary laws providing for the submission of a Prohibition amendment to the people of 
the state. That amendment came to vote in June, 1882, and the proposition was carried by a 

large majority. It may be proper to say here that from that day to this there has never been 
any doubt in the mind of any well-informed person as to the attitude of the majority of the 
people of the state of Iowa upon the Prohibition question. Iowa is in sentiment a Prohibition 
state. 

It was noted as a significant fact that when the Republican party of Iowa met in state 
convention five weeks after the election which put a Prohibition clause into the constitution, it said 
not a word in its platform upon the question. The significance of this appeared a little later when 
the constitutionality of the amendment came to test, and it was discovered that, by a carefully 
supervised mistake, three wholly unimportant words had been omitted from the submission bill 
in one of its recordings in the legislature, and upon the strength of that flimsy technicality the 
courts declared the election void. 

The people showed something like signs of revolt against the Republican party for what was 

rightly regarded as a piece of unqualified treachery, and in the Congressional election of that year 
the Republicans lost three Representatives. With excellent political cunning, however, the g. o. p. 
politicians hastened to recover their standing and the legislature enacted statutory Prohibition. 

The slander of the charge that the Prohibitionists during this time were embarrassing the ^ 
Republican party is manifest in the fact that the great Prohibition campaign of 1884, following short- 
ly after, hardly attracted any attention in Iowa, and that in 1885 only 1,400 men voted the state 
ticket of the Prohibition party. 


