
Without the slightest hesitation, and 
with full assurance that the fact is as 
clearly demonstrated in the history of 
the state of Iowa as any fact of the 
state’s history, it can be asserted that 
Pr^dffibJtion in Iowa was a magnificent 
syfccess. In spite of statements made to 
the contrary by the liquor interests, the 
record clearly shows that the state pros- 
pered in every material respect, that for 
several years the sale of liquor was re- 
duced to a minimum and that crime al- 
most disappeared in a large part of the 
state. In short, Prohibition, though ad- 
ministered by half-hearted officials, did 
tvas it was expected to do, in a very 
large degree. 

In the year 1885, the year following 
the going in force of the Prohibition 
law, the people of Iowa elected Wil- 
liam Larrabee governor. Mr. Larrabee 
had been an opponent of Prohibition 
and his election shows clearly that up 
to that time it had not dawned upon the 
people of the state, though they were 

by a large majority in favor of the 
prohibitory law, that the administrators 
of the law must be in sympathy with 
it to secure good results. Governor 
Larrabee, however, proved to be an 
honest and more thar "hirly efficient 
administrator. Finding the law upon 
the statute books he believed that it 
ought to be enforced, and watching its 
results he became convinced of its value 
to the state, and in his letters and state 
papers are found some of the most val- 
uable testimonials of the results of the 
law. Two of these statements follow. 
On February 16, 1899, Governor Larra- 
bee wrote: 

I think more than half of the jails in the 
state are entirely empty at the present time. 
There are 98 less convicts in our peniten- 
tiaries than there were three years ago, not- 
withstanding the growth of the population. 
Expenses in criminal courts have decreased 
very largely during the last five years. The 
wives and mothers of the state, and especially those of small means, are almost unanimously 
in favor of the law. The families of laboring 
men now receive the benefits of the earnings 
.that formerly went to the saloons. There is 

question in my mind but what the law is 
doing good for the people. My views hereto- 
fore advanced in favor of the law are 

strengthened and confirmed by added experi- 
ence. 

At another time during his governor- 
ship, Governor Larrabee made the fol- 
lowing written statement: 

The assertion that Prohibition has been ruin- 
ous to the business interests of Iowa, and that 
real estate and values of other property are 

depressed, and that people are leaving the state 
to escape the “blight of Prohibition,” is too 
absurd for notice. The beneficial results of 
Prohibition are. observable on every hand 
where the law has been enforced. Moral, 
intellectual and material welfare have been 
advanced. Money is now spent for the neces- 
saries of life and for legitimate uses instead 
of being spent at the saloon. The banking 
business of a state is perhaps as fair a bar- 
ometer of business as can be found. The 
number of banks in the state has increased 
from 186 in 1883 to 244 in 1888; deposits 
have increased from $27,321,719.74 to $39,935,- 
362.68 in 1888. 

In 1885 a number of the newspaper 
men of Iowa joined in an excursion to 
the Pacific coast. While they were in 
Portland something was published in 
one of the daily papers derogatory to 
the Prohibition policy of the state of 
Iowa. This called forth a statement 
which was signed by thirty-eight Iowa 
editors, headed by C. F. Clarkson, well 
known in political circles, and then the 
editor of the Des Moines Register, the 
leading Republican paper of the state. 
This statement said: 

The undersigned, members of the Iowa Press 
Excursion to the Pacific coast, have found one 

report here which is unjust to the state which 
we love and honor. It is that the statute 
incorporated in its law prohibiting the common 
sale of intoxicating liquors as beverages is not 
and can not be executed. Representing differ- 
ent parts of the state, we testify that the pro- 
hibitory statute/ considering the short time 
since it was enacted, is as well enforced 
throughout the state generally as other laws, 
and it is daily growing stronger in public 

■ timent and will become the permanent 
policy of the state. We ask the attention of 
the press of the Pacific coast to this correction 
of erroneous and unfair statements. 

It would be easy to fill, not merely 
pages, but volumes, with similar testi- 
monials from public men. Only one 

more will be added in detail, but at-1 

tenlion may be called to a few facts. 
In 1889 fifty-four prosecuting attorneys of the state testified that their counties 
were absolutely free from the saloon. 
The officials of seventy-three counties 
in the same year reported a decrease in 
crime and criminal proceedings under 
the Prohibition law, varying from twen- 
ty to sixty percent. Railroad officials 
testified that not one barrel of whisky 
went into Iowa at that time, where 
formerly a carload had been imported. 
Judge Harvey of Leon, judge of the 
third district of the state, is on record 
with a carefully prepared document 
showing that criminal expenses under 
the prohibitory law in the counties of 
his district decreased more than fifty 
percent. The population of the state’s 
prison of Iowa decreased markedly dur- 
ing the Prohibition years, and what was 
more significant, began at once to in- 
crease when the government of the 
state came into the hands of the rebels 
who nullified the prohibitory law. 

The one detailed statement which 
may be added here is that of the Hon. 
E. H. Conger, then representing the 
state of Iowa in Congress and since 
that time widely known to the world 
as United States minister in China dur- 
ing the Boxer insurrection. In 1890 
M'r. Conger made a public statement in 
which he said: 

In my home city, Des Moines, the popula- 
tion has doubled under it (Prohibition), prop- 
erty has continually appreciated and a consid- 
erable majority of our citizens are delighted 
with the operation of the law and would 
strenuously and bitterly oppose its repeal. 

In a certain railroad town with which I am 
very familiar, when operating the license sys- 
tem, it was with the greatest difficulty that 
merchants secured payment of their accounts 
at pay-day, but under Prohibition the cases of 
non-payment are rare indeed, and merchants 
easily collect the entire bills from these rail- 
road employees. Prohibition does pro- 
hibit drunkenness and crime, but it does not 
prohibit or retard prosperity and growth. 

It, of course, is well known that there were 

certain sections of the state of Iowa where 
the law was not well enforced all of the time. 
It may be well remarked that in those same 

sections of the state Iowa’s present liquor law 
has never been well enforced, although no 

clamor has ever been heard over that fact 
from the people who were so shocked at the 
failure of the enforcement of the prohibitory 
law. Even Governor Larrabee does not seem 

to have had the moral courage to bring his 
power as state executive to bear upon the rebel 
river counties. It resulted, of course, in the 
shipping of liquor from these counties through- 
out the whole state, in addition to the ship- 
ments which came from other parts of the coun- 

try. Some of the time liquor, manufactured 
in rebellion against the law in the river coun- 

ties, was shipped across the Mississippi river 
into Illinois, and then shipped back into Iowa 
under the protection of the federal interstate 
commerce laws. In these counties, of course, 
the clamor for the repeal of the Prohibition 
law was always strong. The would-be liquor 
dealers in other parts of the state joined the 

clamor and the politicians, as soon as they 
became convinced that such a course could be 
followed with safety, began to play into the 
hands of the liquor interests. Under the 
leadership of A. B. Cummins, who is now the 
Republican governor of Iowa, a faction of the 
Republican party joined with the Democrats 
and elected governor the notorious anti- 
Prohibitionist, Horace Boies. I* refutes the 
story of the treason of the Prohibitionists to 
the Prohibition principle to note that in that 
year only thirteen hundred men voted the 
Prohibition ticket. All the rest of the Pro- 
hibitionists of Iowa supported the Republican 
candidate, and two years later, in 1891, when 
Boies was reelected against a Republican op- 
ponent who was squarely committed to Prohi- 
bition, only 915 men voted the Prohibition 
ticket. 

All this time it needs to be remembered 
that outside pressure was being brought to 
bear upon the politicians of Iowa. Their fel- 
low partizans in national politics kept it before 
their minds that the devotion of the Republican 
party to Prohibition in the state of Iowa was con- 

sidered a reflection upon their Republicanism. 
Particularly Senator Allison, who at that time 
had Presidential aspirations, was worked upon 
with this idea, and in the fall of 1891, at a 

dinner party at the home of Senator Gatch, 
what was known as the Gatch-Allison plot was 

entered into, to repeal the prohibitory law and 
enact a high-license statute. This was at- 

tempted in the winter of 1892, but failed. But 
the attempt met with so little resentment at 
the hands of the people of Iowa that the Re- 
publican party became convinced that it could 
hold the moral element of the state without 
loyalty to the Prohibition law. The result was 

the adoption of a resolution in the Republican 
convention of 1893, declaring that “Prohibi- 
tionism is not a test of Republicanism.” In 
that year the Republicans returned to power, 
Frank B. Jackson being elected governor, and 
immediately proceeded not to repeal the Prohi- 
bition law, which they did not dare do, but to 
enact the so-called mulct law by the terms of 

which, in effect, the payment of a fine or mulct 
in advance becomes a bar to prosecution under 
the Prohibition law and makes the state prac- 
tically a high-license state. 

Into the results of this action, in detail, there 
is not here space to go. Sufficient is it to say 
that the saloon took possession again of a 

large part of the state, some of the counties 
keeping it out by a species of local option 
provision, the courts were again busy, the 
jails were again full, the population of the 
state’s prison at once began to grow, and in 
the rebel counties to this day the regulative 
provisions of the mulct law have been scorned 
and defied as the Prohibition law was formerly 
defied. 

This is a valuable and instructive piece of 
history, not for the people of Iowa alone, but 
for the careful study of the nation. 

“When the liquor traffic has paid its 
debts to the state and to its citizens and 
to humanity, it will have nothing left 
with which to fight anything.” 

_rt 

Uncle Josh:—Jehosophat! Them water- 

wagins is gettin’ so all-fired pop’lar that I’ve 
sartin got to git one myself. 

ANOTHER CASE IN POINT 

What McKenzie, Tennessee, Has Ex- 
perienced as Results of No- 

Saloon Policy 
The Nashville Tennessean in an edi- 

torial recites the results of nine years 
of local Prohibition in McKenzie, Tenn. 
It says: 

“Despite the dismal prophecies of va- 

cant houses, decreased property values 
and business stagnation, the result has 
been just the opposite. Property values 
have increased 50 percent, fourteen busi- 
ness houses have been erected and sixty- 
nine residences built. Merchants agree 
that business is better and collecting 
easier. A waterworks system has been 
installed, streets have been graveled and 
graded, concrete sidewalks laid in half 
the business sections, and two modern 
cotton ginning plants, a large warehouse 
and a $5,000 public school building have 
been put up. The McKenzie Home Tel- 
ephone company is putting in a plant, 
the three banks report four times as 
much on deposit as nine years ago. 

“As to arrests and crime generally, 
the record shows that there were in 
three years with saloons, ninety-six 
more arrests than in nine years without 
saloons, and that while there were over 
a dozen murders in McKenzie in twenty 
years prior to the doing away with sa- 

loons, there has not been one in the past 
nine years. 

“An interesting item of progress 
among the negroes is noted in the fact 
that thirty-four colored people have 
bought homes since the saloons went 
out.” 

A Good Templar Reception 
The Good Templars of New York city 

and vicinity held a public reception in 
honor of the international officers and 
delegates and visitors en route to the 
International Supreme Lodge at Wash- 
ington, on the evening of May 30. The 
reception was held in the Metropolitan 
Temple. The chairman of the meeting 
was Grand Chief Templar Leffingwell. 
Dr. Chas. H. Mead and the Rev. Mon- 
tague Shipman, assistant pastor of the 
Temple, delivered addresses of welcome, 
and responses were made by Interna- 
tional Chief Templar Edward Wavrin- 
sky of Stockholm, Joseph Malins, past 
international chief templar of Birming- 
ham, Eng., Colonel B. F. Parker, inter- 
national secretary, and George F. Cot- 
terill, national grand templar of Seattle. 

Representatives were present from In- 
dia, Australia and almost every country 
of Europe. 

Personal Liberty 
[From the Chattanooga Star.] 

The personal liberty plea that is now 

being worked so assiduously by the 
liquor gang is about the most hypo- 
critical of all that have ever been put 
forth in that interest. 

Who loses his liberty so quickly and 
completely as the one who drinks? Who 
becomes so veritable a slave to appe- 
tite and passion as the victim of the 
liquor traffic? Who suffers so thorough 
a change from noble manhood to abject 
debasement and cringing servitude to 
all that is low and vile as the one that 
indulges his “personal liberty” most in 
drink? 

This is the kind of “personal liberty” 
that the liquor traffic would perpetuate, 
and yet it is one of the most fiendish, 
the most hellish in its enslaving power 
that ever cursed the sons of man. 
There’s no darker tyranny, no fouler 
wrong that can be inflicted on man- 

kind, and it is freedom from these evils 
and a thousand others of a similar na- 
ture that Prohibition promises to a long- 
suffering people. Which “liberty” is 
preferable? 


