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History often repeats itself. It is doing so now 

in American politics. In 1852 there was a rap- 
idly rising tide against slavery. The opponents 
of slavery in 1840 saw that the old parties, Whigs 
and Democrats, would not take up the question, 
formed a new party and nominated James G. 
Ilirney for President, who received 7,059 votes. 
I'he same candidate received 62,390 in 1844, and 
drew so many votes from the Whig party in New 
York that it defeated Clay and elected Polk, 
though Clay and his party were much more favor- 
able to the non-extension of slavery than Polk 
and his party. 

This incident was repeated in 1884 when John 
P. St. John received 25,000 votes in New York 
on the Prohibition ticket which defeated Blaine 
and elected Cleveland. 

In 1848, Martin Van Buren, on the Free-Soil 

ticket, received 291,263 votes and his candidacy 
was largely the cause of the defeat of Lewis 
Cass of Michigan, the Democratic candidate and 
the election of Zachary Taylor of Louisiana, 
Whig candidate and a slaveholder. The Abolition 
element then became dangerous to the success of 
both parties; so they got together and attempted 
to settle the whole question by the “compromise 
measures of 1850.” 

This was the “high license” and “local option” 
period of the slavery fight. And it put to sleep 
a lot of Abolition sentiment. So much so, that 

the Whig and Democratic national conventions of 

1852 endorsed the Fugitive Slave law, and re- 

solved that the slavery question was settled and 

that it should not be discussed in or out of 

Congress. 
Under those conditions, favorable to driving 

the anti-slavery voters out of the two old par- 

ties, the Free Soilers nominated John P. Hale 

of New Hampshire for President and he re- 

ceived only 156,149 votes, being 135,114 votes less 

than they received four years before. 
The vote was so small that it cut no figure in 

the choice of President. This at first would seem 

sufficient to have killed the Abolition party. In- 

stead of doing that, it killed the Whig party, 
which had elected a President four years pre- 

viously. The reason was that the slaveholders 
overdid it by committing both old parties irre- 

vocably to slavery, and then going over in a body 
to the Democratic candidate, only two slave 

states—Kentucky and Tennessee—going for the 

Whig candidate. 
Exactly the same thing has occurred in 1908. 

The rising tide of public opinion against the liquor 
traffic for the past four years drove the old 

parties into local option legislation to prevent the 

growth of the Prohibition party. This legislation, 
on one hand, put to sleep and eased the con- 

sciences of millions of our temperance people, 
and, on the other hand, scared the life out of 

the whisky traffic. The whisky men then took 

control of both the old parties and committed 
them by platform and candidates irrevocably to 

the liquor traffic. They then went into the pri- 
maries and conventions and clubbed the brains 

out of every respectable temperance non-par- 

tizan, local option candidate in both Republican 
and Democratic parties. If one escaped there 

they caught him on November 3 and tanned him 

to a finish. So few escaped that they are not 

counted “scattering.” 
Then, to make the downfall of the liquor traf- 

fic certain, they did not have any more sense 

than to go over in a body to the Republican 
party. 

Then the earthquake.. Not a whisky state left 

in the Democratic column. Non-partizan local- 

option buried, in the language of Blackstone, 
“without the benefit of clergy.” Out of the wreck 

only two things are found to be alive—virtue and 
vice; the Prohibition party and Republican- 
Whisky party. 

The Democratic party is as dead now as the 

Whig party was after the election in 1852. 
There is now but one method left for dealing 

with the liquor traffic worthy of the time and 

effort of any temperance man and that is na- 

tional Prohibition by a political party made for 
that purpose. For the first time in this reform 
the way is now clear for victory. The political 
events of this year have done more for our cause 

than all that have occurred in the past forty 
years. Our party is the only one this year that 
has done anything that will live in history. 

We have elected our issue. 
We have knocked the scales off the eyes of 
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the blind temperance men who have voted their 
last old party whisky ticket and driven the blind 
whisky traffic into the last ditch. 

Now for a “long pull, and a strong pull, and 
a pull altogether,” and we will land our Prohi- 
bition President in 1912. 

IN MEMORY OF LATIMER 

Trustees of Prohibition Trust Fund Associa- 
tion Adopt Resolutions of Respect 

New York, November 20—(Special correspond- 
ence)—The board of trustees of the Prohibition 
Trust Fund Association at its meeting in this 
city on Wednesday adopted the following reso- 

lutions in view of the death of Dr. Charles E. 
Latimer, for many years the secretary of the 

association: 
Whereas, death has taken from among us our friend 

and comrade, Dr. Charles E. Latimer, long identified 
with the Prohibition party and its struggles against the 

saloon and the license system and for many years a 

faithful and efficient secretary of the Prohibition Trust 

Fund Association, to which he, with the acquiescence of 

his wife, has left substantially his entire estate, after 

proper provision for his wife during her life, to be used 
to continue the battle in which he had borne a con- 

spicuous and effective part, be it 

Resolved, that we, the trustees of the Prohibition trust 

Fund Association in session in the city of New ork, 
on November 18, 1908, do hereby record our sorrow in 

the loss which we individually and our cause have sus- 

tained. Dr. Latimer was a man, in all the best things 
which that term implies. In his relationships with men 

he manifested sweetness of spirit and broad charity. 
His confidence in the ultimate triumph of our cause, 

based upon his profound faith in God, was unswerving, 
his desire to help unlimited, and his example in remem- 

bering that cause and providing for it beyond the term 

of his own life must commend itself to all. 
We extend our sympathy to his bereaved widow, whose 

pride it was to be his companion and counselor and to 

join with him in mutual plans for the advancement of 

those principles in which they believed, and be it 

Further resolved, that these resolutions ^e spread on 

the records of this Association and that an engrossed 
copy be sent to Mrs. Alice M. Latimer. 

JUBILEE AT BELLAIRE 

Stewart Asks the Ohio Workers for Dry 
Counties, “What Next?” 

Bellaire, Ohio, November 23—(Special corre- 

spondence)—Yesterday in the opera house a 

splendid audience which filled the building, at- 
tended a jubilee in celebration of the carrying of 
Belmont county for local Prohibition. Mr. T. F. 
Rodefer, who was largely instrumental in bring- 
ing about the result, worked up the jubilee meet- 

ing. 
The orator of the day was the Hon. Oliver W. 

Stewart of Chicago, who was heard in all parts 
of the county during the campaign and to whom 
much credit is given for the success of no- 

license. Mr. Stewart’s address was entitled 
“What Next”? and was a strong Prohibition 
party argument, pointing out the futility of the 
no-license policy in the hands of a political party- 
pledged to the saloon. The audience received 
the speech with enthusiasm and at the conclusion 
contributed a handsome collection to the local 
Prohibition party committee. 

“Cold Harbor” 

Editor of The National Prohibitionist:—I 
have before me your paper of November 12. I 
thank you for your editorial “Cold Harbor.” It 
is an inspiration and an uplift. I earnestly pray 
you may live to see the incoming of the day when 
we shall journey to Washington for the inaugura- 
tion of a Prohibition President. 

Portland, Oregon. I. H. Amos. 

Mrs. Carry A. Nation sailed on Saturday for 
Scotland, where she will address a series of meet- 

ings in the interests of the Scottish Prohibition 
party, under the direction of Mr. Scrymgeour, 
the Scottish Prohibition leader who addressed the 
national convention at Columbus last July. 


