
To Vote on Kenyon-Sheppard Bill February 10
While Senator Smoot, on Dog Watch For the Blind Pig Interests Wr as Talking Politics, Senator Sanders

Got Unanimous Consent to Vote on Bill January 20—Fight Renewed and Compromise Made—
Vote To Be Taken February 10—Smoot’s Terrific Fight For the Dive Keepers

Washington, D. C., January n.—The temperance
forces in the Senate yesterday outwitted the blind pig
defenders of that body with the result that the Kenyon-
Sheppard-Sanders measure was ordered to a vote on
January 20. This is the measure prohibiting the inter-
state shipment of intoxicating liquors when they are
intended for illegal purposes. The bill does not affect
in any way liquor intended for lawful purposes. The
bill was made a special order for December 16 but the
debate thereon was not concluded at the time and it
has since dragged along. Every time some friend of
the bill would ask unanimous consent for its consider-
ation, some senatorial representative of the blind pig
interests would object and thus defeat consideration.

Yesterday, Senator Reed Smoot, of Utah, was on
“dog watch” for the blind pig interests, ready to object
when anybody should ask unanimous consent for con-
sideration of the interstate proposal. But yesterday
while Senator Smoot was talking earnestly with a col-
league about legislation affecting the Government
Printing Office, Senator Sanders, of Tennessee, quietly
asked unanimous consent that the Kenyon bill be voted
upon January 20 before 6 p. m.

There being no objection, Senator Gallinger, of
New Hampshire, who was presiding, announced the
motion carried. This was soon after the Senate con-
vened for the day.

A few minutes later Senator Smoot
one of the liberal group that had
undertaken the task of blocking a
vote as long as possible and who was
on guard today, discovering what
had happened made a vigorous pro-
test.

He contended that unanimous
consent really had not been given,
because had he heard the motion he
surely would have objected.

An acrimonious debate began,
which was suspended at i o’clock
by the resumption of the Archbald
impeachment case.

Later in the day, the matter came
up again but Senator Galiinger
hered to his decision and Senator
Gronna secured the floor and held it
until adjournment, thus defeating
the blind pig cohorts. Senator
Smoot is full of wrath because he
fell down in his efforts to protect
the blind pig interests.

Today, the fight was renewed in
the Senate, Senator Smoot protest-
ing vigorously. Finally a compro-
mise was made in which the order
to fix the date at January 20 was re-
considered, the vote being 40 to 17.
Thereupon Senator Galiinger imme-
diately asked unanimous consent for

a vote on February 10 to which no objection was made
and the vote will accordingly be taken on that date.

It is Senator Smoot’s theory that by succeeding
in getting the date postponed until then that he may
be able to fight the thing off until after adjournment
of Congress, and thus save the blind pigs.

The pressure of the various liquor organizations
on Congressmen is simply enormous. The blind pig
interests are moving heaven and earth to avert this
calamity to their business.

E. C. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent of the
American Anti-Saloon League as well as of the various
temperance allies, urges all friends to rush in letters
and telegrams to their Senators as rapidly as possible
between now and the date for the voting.

The liquor men and. their allies frequently say that “if
you will give us licensed saloons it will prevent blind tigers.”
In the first place, so far as we are concerned, if we had to
meet a tiger at all, we would rather meet a blind tiger than
one with two eyes wide open. In the second place, the claim
of the liquor men is not true, as shown, for instance, in Bir-
mingham, Ala., where sixty warrants were issued in one day
for the arrest of men charged with illegal selling, and that,
too, in a community in which there are eleven licensed sa-
loons. The liquor traffic is illegal. It is against the law
of God, and so is against the law of men whenever it dares
to be.

Much Vaunted Home Rule
[Geo. F. Cotterill, Mayor of Seattle, in The New Republic.]

I am thoroughly familiar with the Kenyon-Sheppard bill which
has been favorably reported to the senate and made a “special order”
for December 16.

This bill emphasizes and asserts what ought to be considered
a fundamental principle in our American administration, namely—-
that the United States ought not either by any act of legislation,
or omission to properly legislate, to do, or permit anything to be
done under the guise of interstate commerce, which breaks down or
defeats the purpose of legislation by the people of any state for
1heir own protection.

Under existing conditions half the people of the United States,
inhabiting two-thirds of our geographical area, by either state-wide
Prohibition laws or by state legislation providing for local option
areas, have made it possible for the people by their own vote to
prohibit the sale, and in many cases the manufacture and sale, of
intoxicating liquors within their borders.

Having thus deprived their own citizens of the legal right
to engage in this traffic because of their belief in its injury to human-
ity, it is certainly most reprehensible and almost beyond belief that a
condition should exist whereby, the citizens of other states, under
the protection of the United States laws in the operation of what we
call “Interstate Commerce,” should be permitted to ship in intoxi-
cating liquors and break down the will of the people.

I most sincerely hope that the Senate will enact this just bill,
and that it will be speedily followed by similar enactment in the
House of Representatives, in order that we may at least have some-
thing of the much vaunted “home rule” principle in our supposedly
free America.


