
They are Jumping Hurdles
We have before us our esteemed contemporary,

the Champion of Fair Play, the official liquor paper
for Illinois. This particular copy is dated April 5,
1913, and under scare headlines on the first page and
in the first column we find a report made by the con-
gressional committee of liquor dealers, Hugh F. Har-
vey, chairman. This report is dated January 21, 1913.
It proves that the committee were pretty good
prophets. They expected the enactment of the Webb
bill into law, and they got what they expected. If the
rest of their prophesies prove to be as true, namely;
that “the enactment of the Jones-Works bill spells
the end of the lawful manufacture, sale and consump-
tion of intoxicating liquors in this great, glorious,
supposed-to-be-free country, of which we are so
proud,” the good people of this country will be satis-
fied. . It will be noted that this committee confesses
that they are literally jumpinghurdles. We call upon
the enemy of the saloon to keep them on the jump.
One honest confession, at least implied, is found in
this report, to which we wish to call attention especi-
ally. It is this sentence, “How many men do you
think on account of environments in dry communities
could afford to publicly go into court and proclaim
the ownership and intention of using two gallons of
whisky?” If this means anything, it means that this
honorable committee of liquor dealers acknowledges
that there is something disreputable about the whisky
drinking habit. That a man couldn’t afford to con-
fess, for the sake of his reputation, that it was his de-
liberate intention to drink two gallons of whisky.
Well, here is their report in part. It is good reading.
Remember that it was made on January 21, 1913, be-
for either the Webb bill or the Jones-Works bill be-
came law.:

Your committee has had its hands full'since last we met.
No stone has been left unturned by our enemies in their at-
tempts to have the many bills now in possession of the various
committees enacted into law. The manner and methods of
those who seem to live for the purpose of fostering on others
their ideas of reform and advanced theories are so numerous
that it requires constant vigil and almost perpetual sprinting
to even keep track of their operations. The regular and con-
stant attempt to make the city of Washington dry was
pulled off on schedule time. From February 26 to March 7,
1912, a sub-committee of the Senate District of Columbia
committee, composed of Senators Jones, of Washington;
Dillingham, of Vermont; Works, of California; Johnston, of
Alabama, and Lee, of Tennessee, listened to arguments for
and against the legalized liquor business of the nation’s
capital. This committee submitted a report of its findings to
the whole committee of thirteen, among whom were Senators
Gallinger, of Newr Hampshire; Curtis, of Kansas; Kenyon, of
Iowa; Martin, of Virginia, and Pomerene, of Ohio. Os course
there was no trouble in securing a favorable report to the
U. S. Senate from a committee so constituted. On the 20th
of April the Senate passed the bill by a vote of 39 to 2,
fifty-four senators not voting. The two senators voting
against this most unjust proposition were Senator Martine,
of New Jersey, and Senator Chilton, of West Virginia. The
bill as it passed the Senate is now in the house committee on
the District of Columbia. It is known as the Jones-Works
bill and when called up for consideration we hope the twenty-
one men composing the house committee will be fair, open
and broad minded enough to see that this is simply another
effort to make the Congress of the nation express itself in
favor of Prohibition.

Your committee has made special mention of this matter,

not for the sake of the Washington dealers, but in order that
your attention may not be diverted from the fact that the
U. S. Congress makes the laws for the nation’s capital and
that the city of Washington is the one place in this great
country of ours where the representatives of all the people
at one time can be compelled to vote on the liquor question.

Will Spell “The End.”

You can readily see that to make the city of Washington
dry it requires the vote of the U. S. Congress. The U. S.
Congress represents officially every man, woman and child
in the United States, and when every citizen of this country
is on record through his representative as having voted for
the destruction of the legalized sale of liquor at the nation’s
capital it will not only become a national act, but a nation-
wide calamity spelling “the end” to the lawful manufacture,
sale and consumption ctf intoxicating liquors in this great and
glorious, supposed to be, free country of which we are so
proud. On a parallel with the Jones-Works bill for the city
of Washington is the Webb-Kenyon bill to deprive shipments
of intoxicating liquors of interstate commerce protection. Jf
the bill would do no more if enacted into law, than to punish
violations of the dry laws of the various states we feel
satisfied no very serious objection would be offered, but that
in our opinion is not all. The language of the bill says: “You
shall not ship intoxicating liquor into dry territory when in-
tended for unlawful purposes.” How easy it is for some
people to suspect that the law is going to be violated when-
ever the word*“liquor” is mentioned.

John Smith’s Predicament.

For instance, John Smith living in a dry state sends $5
to you, a licensed dealer, in a wet state for two gallons of
whisky. You ship the package in good faith—a perfectly
legitimate transaction—when the goods arrive at John Smith’s
town some meddlesome person or perhaps an employee or
agent of the law and order or some other league of lily-
whites charges that he believes the whisky is intended to be
used unlawfully. The official complained to, under the law,
seizes or arrests the whisky. That ends the transaction unless
John Smith wants the liquor he has paid his money for. In
that case he hires a lawyer and. proceeds to prove to the
satisfaction of the court that he intends the liquor for his
own private use and is not going to violate the law of the
state in so using it. How many men do you think, on account
of environments in dry communities, could afford to publicly
go into court and proclaim the ownership and intention of
using two gallons of whisky? And after John Smith had the
experience, trouble, delay and expense of one case do you
think he would have any desire to again pass through the
same ordeal and how many John Smith’s fellow townsmen
would take a chance of being harrassed in the same manner?
It is the opinion of your committee that if the Kenyon bill
is enacted into law, and it surely appears from a personal
observation and conversation with members of Congress that
our enemy has the votes to do it, it will have the effect of
stopping the shipment of intoxicating liquor from wet to dry
states whether intended to be used lawfully or unlawfully and
this appears to be the real object of the original projectors of
the bill. We have mentioned two important measures, now
in the hands of Congress and trust you will see the true
reason why the anti-liquor forces are using every means at
their command to force Congress {o give them the laws that
will be national in effect.

County option is right because the cities are in-
terested in the farmer. He supports their stores, their
churches and their schools. He subscribes to their
papers and deposits his money in their banks. His
welfare is their success. His failure means hard times
in the cities. Hence the cities cannot afford to deny •

him a vote on the saloon question.


