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H tho squalid vestments of a hungry mendicant or

B thief.
And there is no, authority for this proposed

Hj legislation in the codas that rule civilized nations,
H or in the law of God as revealed to men.
m: Again It may be said that the chargo that pro- -

f hibltloii does not prohibit is simply an assertion
j unbacked by proof.
t Well here is a carefully compiled statement of

W how similar legislation has resulted in other
j states. Maine adopted state-wid- e .prohibition in

H 1851; it was on her statute books for sixty years
HjL but it was never enforced because it could notIf be.

Vermont followed the lead of Maine for fifty
iI years and then changed to local option and regula- -

HU tion of the liquor traffic.
R New Hampshire passed the same law, tried

i it for thirty-fou-r years and then by an overwhelm- -

f ing majority adopted license and regulation of
HI the traffic.

H Massachusetts tried her best for fifteen years
E, to enforce prohibition and then repudiated the

H state-wid- e prohibition policy, and when an attempt
V was made in 1889 to engraft a prohibition amend- -
' ment upon the constitution, the amendment was
' defeated .by a majority of 44,552. In that cam- -

H paign the curious fact was developed that the
JH- - saloon men supported the amendment while the
mi church men and temperance societies opposed it.

B Rhode Island adopted prohibition in 1853. The
H results were so injurious that in 18G3 the law
H'j was repealed. In 188G the state again adopted

C1 prohibition, but in 1880 tho state again repudiated
HT it by a vote of three to one.

L Connecticut adopted state-wid- e prohibition in
H; 18G4, repudiated It in 1872, and in 1889 defeated

B an attempt to place It in the state constitution by
V a vote of over three to one.

Ej New York passed prohibition laws in 1851,

Bf' tried them for two years, and gave up the at- -

l tempt as hopeless.
Ki Pennsylvania, in June, 1889, by tho greatest

H'? majority vote ever cast on any subject in the
H state since the foundation of the Union, declared

m that that solution of the temperance question was
Hj hopeless and foolish.
Bl ' Maryland adopted prohibition in 1855, but tried
HI it for only a few months, rejudiated it, and has
Wm never again tried the experiment.
V Delaware tried it in 1855, but gave it up in

H 1857, and has never tried it again.
H Ohio also tried it in 1855, ibut wiped the law
Kug off the statute books the same year, and is govern- -

1 ing its liquor traffic under a local option law.

Hu Michigan adopted a state-wid- e prohibition law
1 in 1853, tried for twenty-tw- o years to enforce it

Ml by extraordinary police regulations under the
w whole power of the state, then abandoned it in

"You cannot talk prohibition to the peopleS1872. said General Russell A. Alger,

Ht "they have tried it and know what a dire failure
it is."

H Indiana passed a state-wid- e prohibition meas- -

H ure in 1855, but it was never enforced, and was
H soon abandoned. In 1882, another effort to Im- -

H pose state-wid- e prohibition upon the state was
KjjJ defeated by the biggest majority over given on
HH any question in the state for twenty years.
Hn Nebraska adopted prohibition in 1855, soon re- -

Hl pealed the law, and in 1880 defeated a second
Hi effort at it by a majority of 45,000. The cowboy
H mayor of Omaha was nominated for governor by
H j tho Democrats this year on a platform that does
H not even stand for local option, and William J.
Hj Bryan has bolted the ticket because ho insists
B upon county option.
K In 1885 tho legislature of Illinois enacted a
H state-wid- e prohibition law, but it was so unpop- -

H ular that in the fall of that same year, the voters
H of the state hurled the law and its champions.
H Governors of Wisconsin have twice vetoed
H state-wid- e prohibition bills with the approval of

the people; tho people of Iowa saw state-wid- e

prohibition, beginning in 1884, tried it for some
years, then modified and practically abandoned
the law because of the demand of tho great mass
of the voters.

Kansas has been under state-wid- e prohibitory
laws since 1882, the state is full of secret dens
and open joints, and it has never been a success.

Texas refused in 1887 to stand for prohibition,
and Tennessee, having many times refused It, has
now a state-wid- e prohibition law. So dire are
its effects in Memphis, there are 700 open saloons,
one to every 200 persons, and tho federal govern-
ment has been appealed to close them. Ten-

nessee gives a sample of Democratic prohibition.
South Dakota adopted state-wid- e prohibition

in 1889, but in 189G overwhelmingly rejected it,
and returned to the license system. North Da-

kota adopted state-wid- e prohibition in 1899, and
the law has never been enforced there.

These are the experiences of some of the
states of the Union with state-wid- e prohibition.

.Sixty thousand qualified voters of Oklahoma
petitioned the courts to order a vote to remove
the state-wid- e prohibition law from the statute
books. They found that state-wid- e prohibition
added to, rather than decreased the evils of the
liquor traffic, and they found taht they had all
the expense of taking care of the liquor traffic
without any revenue with which to reimburse
tho state. Experience is a dear school, but it
seems that they will not attend any other in
Oklahoma.

The foregoing are some of the reasons why
we, interested in every cause which concerns
the welfare of the state of Utah protest against
this proposed legislation as Impractical, impolitic,
unwise and unjust, and which in practice would
bo Impotent to accomplish the results desired, be-

cause the experience of civilization after cen-

turies of trial has established that the vices and
crimes of mankind can be restrained but never
cured by statutes.

The Ways of Politics
THE speech of Mr. Mann, the Republican house

charging that the president was ma-

neuvering to obtain a renomination next year,
which was wired west a week ago, was a most
significant one. It is worth keeping in mind. A
part of it was as follows:

"I notice on every side that the distinguished
gentleman who now is president of the United
States is building up a personal machine, as far
as he can, to secure his renomination. With such
eminent office holders as Judge Folk and Mr.
Davles (commissioner of corporations and men-

tioned for federal trade commissioner) In proml-ne- t

positions, mainly engaged In trying to build
up a personal organization for the president, with
the president quarreling with the joint appointing
power at the other end of tho capltol, and con-

stantly refusing to listen to advice from Demo-

cratic members of this house unless they agree
to do what ho wants, I ask you, gentlemen,
whether you think he is following the pledge of
the Democratic convention in respect to the prin-

ciple of one term. He has it within his power to
keep one plank of the platform at least. Will he
do It?

"Just before the Baltimore convention, Rep-

resentative Clayton, now a judge in Alabama, In-

troduced and had reported favorably from the
committee on judiciary a joint resolution propos-
ing an amendment to the federal constitution to
provide that no person who has held the office of
president shall be elected to that office or hold
offiqo again. This resolution was reported on
June 13. Tho 'Democratic platform was erected
within a month after that time, containing a plank
favoring a single presidential term.

"I might refer to other planks in the Demo-

cratic platform, not one of which do they pretend

to keep; but here Is a plank whore they pledged
tho candidate to the principle of ono term for
president. It Is true that the Democrats aban- - B

doned the resolution of Judge Clayton for one
term, but the abandonment of that by tho house
Democrats does not excuse the president, who
was pledged to the principle upon a platform
which says 'Our platform is one of the principles ,

'which wo bellevo to be essential to our national
welfare, our pledges are made to be kept when in
office as well as relied upon during the cam-
paign.' "

It is admitted by a good many Democratic pa-

pers, that no senator, wlho opposes any proposi-
tion of tho president, can get desired appointment
for any man to any office in his state, which in
our thought is the most contemptible feature of
any president. That ns what caused Conkllng
and Piatt to resign the - places in the senate in
1880.

Senator Conkllng and General Grant elected
President Garfield after, his close friends had prac- - J
tlcally given up the fight. J

President Garfield told Conkllng1 that he would
bo consulted when It came to making appoint-
ments In New York, to which Conkllng replied
that ho had but one request which was that no
man should be appointed simply because he was
his (Conkllng's) enemy.

The very next morning when the senate con-
vened tho name of Conkllng's most bitter enemy
was sent in, nominated for collector of the port
of New York. When he was confirmed Conkllng
and Piatt resigned, averring that in no other way
could they look their constituents in the face. It
was the political death-blo- of all who engaged
in it.

Business
DEOPLE by thousands are asking every day:

(1) Why, in a country like ours times
are so hard?

(2) Why is there depression in business In
every state?

(3) Why are there so many men and women
who need work, idle?

(4) Why is the cost of living so high?
The answer to the first question is the money

is not equally divided; those who have the bulk
of the money are afraid to use it in business,, and
the rest are necessarily short of cash.

To this may be added that the volume of
money is too small which gives a fictitious value
to what money there is.

One result of this is that a great many men
who have money ,prefer to loan it for the inter
est it will bring rather to risk it in any business,
with the result that nearly all the community is
at work to pay the bulk of their earnings to
those who own and loan the money.

That is altogether legitimate and there is but
one way to change it, which is to increase the
volume of money.

If Utah were an Island In the sea and obliged
to depend solely upon Itself, and could a great
gold mine be discovered which would double its
money volume, In fifteen years Interest would
fall 50 per cent, and so would the cost of living.

So well was this understood even In poor, un-

happy Mexico, that the government, up to a few
years ago, paid a man a premium who found a
gold or silver mine.

In 1873, when the government and the rail-

roads owed an interest-bearin- g debt amounting
to more than all the money In the world, in or-

der to make that debt perpetual and keep the
people .paying interest forever, the men who held
the bulk of that indebtedness in New York, and ' ;

London raised the cry that silver was becoming
so plenty that there was danger that our coun-
try would shrink to a silver standard, and by a
sneak worked through congress a bill, one clause
of which demonetized silver. Naturally gold,


