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SHALL WE HAVE A NATIONAL CON- 
FERENCE? 

The National Prohibitionist believes that 
the situation now confronting tbe Prohibi- 
tion party warrants a war council of the 
best intelligence and maturest judgment of 
tbe party’s working force. It believes that 
it will be wise to call a meeting of tbe full 
national committee at some date in tbe near 

future and to have in connection with that 
meeting a national conference of Prohibition 
workers. 

At such a conference, matters of party 
work should be discussed : plans of organiza- 
tion should be maturely considered; defective 
organization, wherever existing and for what- 
ever reason, should be carefully scrutinized, 
and suggestions made toward remedying its 
defects. Those states which have won great 
success in the election which is just past, can 

place before us their plans and methods in 
detail for the information of other states 
where success has not been attained, and we 

can all get courage and inspiration from each 
other for the great fight that is before us. 

We feel confident that such a meeting can 

be made to result in very great good for the 
party and we present this as a suggestion to 
the party at large, and shall be glad to hear 
from the readers of The National Prohibi- 
tionist and to place their views before the 
party. 

Shall we have a- national conference ? 

MR. HUGHES AND DR. RUSSELL 
It seems to us important that there be left no 

doubt in the public mind concerning the veracity 
and accuracy of the charge made by the Prohi- 
bitionists during the campaign that Charles E. 
Hughes, the Republican candidate for governor 
of Now York in the recent election, was at one 

time a director of a liquor selling company. Of 
course, Mr. Hughes has been reelected and what- 
ever he has been or has done, he will now be 
governor of New York for another term, but the 
enemies of the Prohibition party shall not have 
the pleasure, if we can help it, of declaring the 
Prohibition party and its papers liars in a case 

where we bravely told the plain truth. 
We are somewhat insistent upon this point, be- 

cause what looks like a superinduced correspond- 
ence is now in progress and this office is in re- 

ceipt of letters from eastern clergymen, of most 
of whom we never heard before, and to whom we 

have never sent our paper, so far as we know, up- 
braiding ns for what they term our “slander” of 
Governor Hughes. The inspiration of this cor- 

respondence is unquestionably the circular letter 
sent out by the Anti-Saloon League of the state 
of New- York over the signature of Dr. Russell, 
the League’s superintendent, in which the state- 
ment that Governor Hughes had been a director 
of a liquor selling company is denounced as a 

“lie” and a “falsehood.” 
That document was analyzed and reproduced in 

facsimile in The National Prohibitionist last week 
and we trust that our readers gave it careful 
study, both because of its bearing upon this pres- 
ent question, and because it is a sample and illus- 
tration of the methods employed by the Anti- 
Saloon League to secure votes for the Republican 
party and prevent temperance men from support- 
ing the Prohibition party. 

1 he circular first declares that the statement 
that Governor Hughes was a director of a liquor 
selling company is a “lie.” It then introduces a 

letter from the secretary of Governor Hughes, 
admitting that he was a director of such a com- 

pany, but setting up an alleged extenuating cir- 
cumstance which, whether it extenuates or not, 
certainly does not change the fact that Mr. 
Hughes was a director of a liquor selling com- 

pany. Concluding, the circular again pronounces 
the story, which it has proved true, a “falsehood” 
and calls upon the preachers to “brand it” as a 

“lie” in their private conversation and in their 
pulpits. And certain New York state ministers, 
shutting their eyes to the facts, have been shout- 
ing “liar” from pulpit and street corner at the 
Prohibitionists ever since. 

We repeat that a clear understanding of this 
seems to us to be highly important, both for the 
matter directly in hand and as an illustration of 
the methods of the Anti-Saloon League. 

We do not believe that any intelligent man for 
a moment hesitates in his own mind to pronounce 
the method followed by Dr. Russell as unfair 
and dishonest—as well as foolish. Dr. Russell, 
to prevent men from voting the Prohibition ticket 
and secure their votes for a pro-saloon, anti-Pro- 
hibition party, denounced as a lie a statement 
which he knezv to be true, and of the truth of 
which he had documentary evidence before him. 

The quibble which is attempted in introducing 
the statement, true or false, that Mr. Hughes 
was not a stockholder but was acting as attorney 
for a stockholder, is mere pettifogging. The 
White Label Ale company was selling liquor for 
a profit. Mr. Hughes and certain other gentle- 
men were the directors, managing the business of 
selling liquor. The other gentlemen, presumedly, 
had their part of the profit from dividends on 

stock. Mr. Hughes had his part of the profit 
from a fee paid by a stockholder. If the moral 
quality of Mr. Hughes’ action differed in the 
slightest degree from the moral quality of the 
action of his fellow liquor sellers, it must require 
a moral microscope of hitherto unknown power to 
discover the difference. 

Had “Tim” Woodruff, the odiferous Republican 
“boss”, who, under compulsion, supported Mr. 
Hughes, signed the document which Dr. Russell 
signed, we should not hesitate for a moment to 

pronounce him a despicable liar. Had Senator 
White, the brewery owner, another notorious 
political corruptionist, who ran with Mr. Hughes 
on the Republican ticket, signed that document, 
we should have pronounced him a despicable liar. 
Perhaps the fact that Dr. Russell, who did sign 
it, is a clergyman, a doctor of divinity and an 

Anti-Saloon League superintendent, instead of a 

Republican “boss” or a brewer, makes it improper 
for us to call him a liar. At least we refrain from 

the use of the term to characterize his conduct. 
But if Dr. Russell will tell us wherein his con 

duct differs from lying and by what term, other 
than liar, he should be denominated, vve shall be 
very glad to make use of that form of expression. 

THE TRUST FUND 

Elsewhere in this paper will be found the reso- 

lutions which were adopted by the trustees of the 
Prohibition Trust Fund Association in view of 

the death of Dr. Charles E. Latimer, the secre- 

tary of that organization. 
Readers of The National Prohibitionist will re- 

member that it already has been announced that 
Dr. Latimer made such disposition of his for- 
tune that the whole will ultimately go into the 
treasury of the Trust Fund Association for the 
furtherance of the Prohibition cause. In this Dr. 
Latimer set an example worthy of imitation, and 

any Prohibitionist who feels moved to make tes- 

tamentary disposition of property in behalf of the 
Prohibition cause should correspond with the 
counsel of the association, Alfred L. Manierre, 
Esq., 31 Nassau street, New York. 

RESPONSIBILITY 

The average Prohibitionist is keenly alive as 

to his responsibility for voting the Prohibition 

ticket, but it sometimes seems that some of us 

do not so clearly recognize our obligations in the 
matter of political duties that are really just 
as imperative as our duty to vote. 

The man who recognizes his duty to vote the 
Prohibition ticket ought also to recognize his 

duty to see that that vote is counted and prop- 
erly recorded. Hopelessly thrown away is that 
vote which is cast for righteousness by a voter 
too indifferent to use the legal means at his 
command to secure its proper recording. In the 
election just past thousands of votes, numbering 
possibly a total almost as great as the vote that ^ 
will be credited to us in the final returns, were 

cast for the Prohibition candidates, but, through 
the indifference and carelessness and criminality 
of old-party election officials, were not counted 
for the candidates for whom they were cast. 
This was possible because we lacked the local 
organization that should have put watchers in 
every polling place and because, in the absence 
of such watchers, our own people lacked devo- 
tion to the cause, willingness to sacrifice rest 

and the necessary “nerve” to face the unpleas- 
ant surroundings and perhaps insolent abuse 
which they knew they would find in the polling 
place, if they appeared there as watchers. 

ihe man who recognizes his duty to vote the 
Prohibition ticket ought also to recognize his 
duty to support the Prohibition propaganda. 
There is a great host of generous Prohibitionists, 
men who have given gloriously for the Prohi- 
bition cause, some of them for many years. Per- 
haps in no other great movement in the world’s 
history have there ever been so many illustra- 
tions of unselfish generosity. On the other hand, 
the Prohibition party contains thousands of men 

who, partly because they are never approached 
by the representatives of our committees, partly 
because they do not appreciate the importance 
of party contributions and partly because they 
think that other things are more important, give 
little or nothing to the work of propagating the 
principles of the party. This ought not so to be 
Every man who sees political duty clearly enough 
to vote the Prohibition ticket, ought to be will- 
ing to help to pay the expenses of the organiza- 
tion that makes it possible for him to vote, and 
to pay also toward placing the facts which make 
him a Prohibitionist before other men. Yet it 
ought to be said in passing that the deficiency 
of contributions is often due to our defective 
organization. If we had live local committees 
in each municipality and each township, thou- 


