
LOCAL OPTION IN 
THE OPEN 

The Philadelphia North American, 
that has been forced by the fight which 
it has been conducting to utter some 

wholesome truths regarding the liquor 
traffic, has always—as careful readers 
of these columns know—contended that 
it is not fighting for Prohibition, but 
for local option, that is, for the privi- 
lege of each community to say whether 
it will keep the evils of the liquor traf- 
fic or reject them. The North Ameri- 
can does its readers and the general 
public a valuable service in again re- 

iterating that local option is not Prohi- 
bition and that the local optionist is 
not a Prohibitionist. Its remarks upon 
that subject are worthy of careful per- 
usual by the friends who find it impos- 
sible to make the distinction, and are 

irresistibly impelled to throw up their 
hats for every politician who happens 
to utter the magic words, “I believe in 
local option.” 

The North American takes for its 
text a remarkable statement made by 
Bishop Bashford in Baltimore during 
the Methodist General Conference. 
Bishop Bashford said—Bishop Bashford, 
who used to be a Prohibitionist, but 
who, of late years, has been following 
the “line of least resistance” in the 
Anti-Saloon camp—said : 

“If I had the power to thrust Prohi- 
bition on a community, I would not do 
it unless I knew the community wished 
it, and just so long as the Anti-Saloon 
League keeps local option as the goal 
of its ambition it can never be said 
that it is open to political compromise.” 

The North American, commenting 
upon this utterance, says in part: 

The bishop who declared that he 
would not favor Prohibition in a 

community where the sentiment was 

opposed took the same position that 
The North American always has tak- 
en. 

The man who honestly believes in 
the use and open sale of liquor is 
bound to be a local optionist, if he 
be a true American. The strongest 
Prohibitionist must be a local op- 
tionist if he be a true American. 

Stamp out everywhere the fallacy 
that local option and Prohibition are 
the same. 

Perhaps no better answer to the ar- 

rant nonsense for which the good, Anti- 
Saloon Bishop and the Republican 
liquor-advertising newspaper contend, 
could be framed than that which is 
offered by the Venango Daily Herald 
whtn it says: 

Cut that editorial out, and paste 
it away for safe keeping. One of 
tjiese days you will pick it up and 
i ad it with unmingled astonishment. 
,por it teaches the absurd doctrine 
that a locality in a state ought to be 
allowed to maintain a plague spot, 
if only a majority of that locality's 
voters wish it. 

The bishop and the editor whose. 
ideas of “home rule” are so hidebound 
that they cannot recognize that to pro- 
tect his home the citizen must be able 
to make his vote potent against crime 
beyond the line of his own township, 
need but to join hands to afford a very 
bad case of the blind leading the blind. 

Bishop Bashford’s utterance would 
commit him, if, for example, he had 
been assigned to episcopal residence in 
the city of Chattanooga, to opposing a 

state Prohibition law in Tennessee be- 
cause Nashville and Memphis and Chat- 
tanooga, plague spots upon the map of 
th^* South, spreading devastation on 

every hand, are not yet ready to vote 

no-license for themselves. Or, if the 
good Bishop lived in Chicago, his logic 
would compel him to support Sunday 
liquor selling, gambling and prostitu- 
tion for the first ward, since, beyond 
doubt, a law prohibiting any of those 
evils would never find support from the 
voters, there. 

mcrcial-Appeal would be guilty of. The 
position is simply at variance with the 
facts in the case, known to all men, 
and one can almost fancy the editor 
snickering behind his sleeve as he puts 
this stuff before his readers. Everyone 
knows that where the saloon is licensed 
all its influence is brought to bear to 

protect its customers who have the 
“misfortune” to become intoxicated. In 
many saloon cities the police are under 
practical orders not to make arrests for 
drunkenness. The back rooms of many 
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THE “BLIND TIGER” AS A 

BENEFACTOR 

The Commercial-Appeal of Memphis, 
.Tenn., attempting to argue away the 
force of the great decrease in arrests 
for drunkenness in Prohibition territory, 
says: 

The licensed saloon, to protect it- 
self, causes its drunks to be arrested. 
The blind tiger, on the contrary, to 
protect itself, conceals its drunks. It 
is natural, then, that arrests for 

K jlrunks should be fewer where the 
'‘blind tiger” holds sway than where 
the licensed saloon is in operation. 

In other words, the licensed 
saloon, by causing the arrest of its 
drunks, has a tendency to prevent 
crime; while the “blind tiger,” by 
concealing its drunks, promotes the 
character of crime over which the 
superior courts of the state take 
jurisdiction. 
This is a descent to a species of petty 

pettifogging that only a paper of the 
mental and moral caliber of the Gom- 

saloons are used for sobering-up places 
for “respectable” drunks. Upon the 
other hand, the “blind tiger,” with nar- 

row quarters, afraid to allow customers 
to loiter about, selling frequently in 
small bottles that are to be hurried 
away as quickly as possible, neither 
affords facilities for concealment nor 

has influence for protection. 
It is worth while to know that these 

people who are now trying to explain 
to us why Prohibition reduces arrests 
for drunkenness are the same people 
who in the past have been vociferously 
asserting that arrests for drunkenness 
are greater in Prohibition territory than 
anywhere else in the world. 

PRAISE FOR METHODISM 
The gentlemen who secured from the 

General Conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal church the endorsement of 
the Anti-Saloon League’s theory of local 
option, are doubtless highly enter- 

tained by the newspaper commendation* 
which they are receiving. For example. 
The Commercial-Appeal of Memphis, 
Tenn., a paper that has been specially 
bitter in its opposition to Ffofcil^ion 
and is at the present moment fighting 
the movement which is on foot in 
Tennessee to enact a state Prohibition 
law for the purpose of wiping out the 
few foul blots where the saloon still 
exists in that state, says: 

A great church has prepared the 
way for the only solution of the 
liquor problem. We have no idea 
that the consumption of liquors will 
ever be abolished. We be- 
lieve that local option is the limit to 
which a state should go. The 
General Conference of the Methodr* 
church represents a religious body of 
2,000,000 members, and it now goes 
on record as occupying the same posi- 
tion as this paper does. 
The Daily Oklahoman, too, which op- 

posed the adoption of Prohibition in 
Oklahoma and openly advocates a re 

turn to the license policy in that state, 
praises the Methodist General Con- 
ference in language that must fall like 
balm upon the souls of the men who 
pulled down Methodism’s Prohibition 
flag. The Oklahoman says: 

The Daily Oklahoman has always 
advanced the idea that local option 
offered the only practical solution of 
the liquor problem. It has further 
advocated high license in connection 
with that idea. It is both gratifying 
and consolatory, therefore, to find' 
that one of the leading religious or- 

ganizations of the country has lately 
endorsed the local option plan. Such 
was the expression of the Methodist 
Episcopal General Conference recently 
in session at Baltimore. A great 
church has thus paved the way for^ 
the only solution of the vexing prolT 
lem, and its action is in line with the 
thought of the day. 
The American of Nashville, Tenn., 

another paper which is fighting state 

Prohibition, and using its best efforts to 
save the liquor traffic in Tennessee’s sa- 

loon cities, behind the cover of a local 

SPEAKS FOR ITSELF 

Experience of a Southern Man 
“Please allow me to thank the origi- 

nator of Postum, which in my case, 
speaks for itself,” writes a Fla. man. 

“I formerly drank so much coffee 
during the day that my nervous sys- 
tem was almost a wreck. My physician 
told me to quit drinking it but I had to 
have something to drink, so I tried 
Postum. 

“To my great surprise, I saw quite 
a change in my nerves in about 10 days. 
That was a year ago and now my 
nerves are steady and I don’t have those 
bilious sick headaches which I regulfrlyfl 
had while drinking coffee. 

“Postum seems to have body-build- 
ing properties and leaves the head clear. 
And I do not have the bad taste in my 
mouth when I get up mornings. When ... 

Postum is boiled good -and strong, it is 
far better in taste than- coffee. My ad- 
vice to coffee drinkers is to try Postum 
and be convinced.” “There’s a Reason.” 

Name given by Postum Co., Rattlg 
Creek, Mich. Read “The Road to Well- 
ville,” in pkgs. 

Ever read the above letter? A new 
one appears from time to time. They 
are genuine, true, and full of human 
interest. 


