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Better Know
What You Are
Talking About

A history and a concise analysis
of the intricate relations of the
Federal Government with the
liquor traffic is what you must have
if you are to hold your own in dis-
cussions with your neighbors.

That is just what you get in the

Federal Government and
the Liquor Traffic

The book puts you on the inside
of the involved Interstate Com-
merce problem; it reveals the ins
and outs of the Internal and Cus-
toms Revenue; it explains the Fed-
eral Relations with Indian tribes
and makes plain all the relations of
the Government with the traffic,
showing the limitations of Federal
power and the prerogatives of the
state.

By
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Indian Service.

What the Reviewers said:
“A Strong Book by a Strong

Man.”—lndian’s Friend, N. Y.
“It is a singularly luminous his-

tory of the relations between the
National Government of the United
States and the trade that burdens
all trades.”—Alliance News, Man-
chester, Eng.

“This is the very best book we
have had the pleasure to review
in these columns.”—National Good
Templar.

“He writes from a close study
of the whole subject; this is evi-
dent on every page of his book.”
—Minneapolis Journal.

“No one could rightly feel safe in
the discussion of the duty of gov-
ernment with reference to liquor
who had not paid careful attention
to the facts and arguments sub-
mitted by him.”—New York Times.

“It presents a careful and valu-
able study of the relation of the
United' States Government to the
liquor traffic from the very be-
ginning.”—The Continent, N. Y.

“Those who arc interested in the
liquor traffic will be glad to know
that such a compact treatise on
the subject is available.”—St. Paul’s
Pioneer Press.
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| The President and the Liquor I
1 BiH 1

D [From Washington Times, Feb. n.] 8
g There is strong intimation that President Taft will insist §

g upon “being shown” before he signs the bill to regulate inter- 8
§ state transportation of liquor. The constitutional question S

has been raised, and our President, as one of the foremost 8
g guardians of the sacred instrument, is said to be fearful that g
8 violence may be done it. §

It has never been apparent why a President should 8
§ assume the prerogative of deciding whether acts of Congress g
8 are constitutional. Without doubt, his veto power fully au- 8

thorizes him to interpose his negative against legislation on 8
§ the ground of its public policy. But on constitutional ques- §
8 tions, if the decision of the legislative authority is to be 8
d overridden at all, it should be done by the supreme court. a

There has always been a conflict of opinion as to whether g
8 the supreme court itself was intended to be empowered to 8
8 nullify an act of Congress; but there is no room for difference 8

of opinion as to the propriety of the President interfering 8
g on constitutional grounds. 8

B The constitution is become a tremendous bugaboo, and g
this very liquor legislation illustrates how it is used to sus- 8

g tain opposition that would not dare to argue the actual merits g
S of legislation. This measure has been opposed in house and 8

in senate on the ground that its constitutionality is doubted. 8
g The constitutional argument has, as usual been recognized g
8 as the excuse for opposition that in truth is directed against
S the substance of the measure itself. Now that opposition a
S on that particular pretext, is to be transferred to the White 8
g House, in the effort to get the President to usurp the function 8
8 of the court, and deprive it of the opportunity to decide an 8
g issue that it alone can and should decide. 8

g In this case, we are loath to believe the President will &

interfere.. He would be peculiarly unbecoming of him to do 8
so, in view of his record of support for the liquor interests.
In the famous years-long debate on “What Is Whisky?” g

8 the President overruled everybody in two administrations in
B order to decide that question as the rectifiers wanted it 8
§ decided. g
8 Dr. Wiley decided that whisky meant straight whisky, 8
D not a combination of whisky, neutral spirits, and coloring o
8 matter. The pure food board acquiesced in that view. At 8
8 torney General Bonaparte took the same view, and Theodore g
8 Roosevelt, as President, indorsed it. g
8 Then the Taft administration came in, and the case was 8
g reopened. The Solicitor General, Mr. Lloyd Bowers, was g
8 directed to make a thorough investigation and report. He 8

devoted months, and reported sustaining the general opinion 8
g that had been advanced by all the authorities before him. g
g Down to this time, the Wiley decision had been, broadly 8
D speaking, indorsed by all the reviewing authorities. 8

Q But here, for the second time, the matter went up to the o
White House; and there, for the first time, the contention g

8 of the rectifiers was sustained. President Taft himself wrote
8 the decision which won their victory. 8

With that record at his back, the President would make g
g a poor appearance if he should now, in the last weeks of his g

administration, take occasion to veto the interstate transpor- <5
tation measure on constitutional grounds. By all means, even 8
if doubtful of its constitutionality, he should let the courts g

8 decide the issue. 8
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