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WILEY DENIES. 

Government Official Did Not Advise Drinking 
—Believes Alcohol Always Harmful. 

The following letter to the editor of the Record- 
Herald, published in that paper, is an interesting 
commentary upon the views attributed to Dr. 
Wiley, the government chemist, in recent pub- 
lications 

Washington, March 5.—To the Editor: In 
some manner you have misrepresented the state- 
ments which I made in the address before the 
University Club in Washington on Saturday 
evening, the 29th of February. The greater num- 

ber of things which you alleged, in your issue of 
the 2d of March, I believe, :in a dispatch from 
Washington, as to what I said in my address, are 

unwarranted by the facts. What I did say was 

correctly reported in other journals. 
I stated that I believed that the general effect 

of alcohol on mankind zvas wholly bad; that it 
zvas bad even in small quantities; that if distilled 
beverages, such as whisky, brandy and rum had 
any good effects they were due to the fact that 
the aromatic and fragrant substances therein 
stimulated the digestive secretions and thus over- 

came the bad effect of the alcohol which they 
contained. 

1 further stated that I was :in theory a Pro- 

hibitionist, but that there were practical questions 
in the way of Prohibition and that a better plan 
would be to abolish the saloons, and that if peo- 
ple wanted to drink distilled beverages they 
should do so quietly at their homes and with their 
foods and not in saloons. 

I made no reference whatever in my address 
to the term mollycoddle, nor did I advise young 
men to drink liquor, as reported in your paper. 

H. W. Wiley. 

From “High Joe’s” Author 

Editor of The National Prohibitionist:— 
I cannot express my appreciation of The Na- 
tional Prohibitionist. The old Defenders were 

excellent and did excellent work, but the new 

paper is simply at the top notch. It reminds one 

of the old Voice when it was at its heighth of 
excellence and usefulness. What a change in 
sentiment greets the new paper! Tens of thou- 
sands will read The National Prohibitionist with 
favor, who would not read The Voice or The 
New Voice or the Defenders. The sowing of 
those papers is now bearing fruit and doors are 

opening everywhere for the real truth. The new 

paper ought to have 250,000 readers, if not sub- 
scribers, before the close of the campaign in 190S. 
No greater and better work can be done than to 

get subscribers for the paper. The printed truth 
sticks as the truth sticks in no other form. The 

liquor men are awakening to this and we may 
now expect to have all kinds of liquor literature, 
false and misleading, to meet. A strong Prohibi- 
tion paper is needed to nail the falsehoods and tell 
the truth. J. Burritt Smith. 

Madison, Wis. 

IMPORTANT ANNOUNCEMENT 

Owing to the suspension of “Tlic Willard,” which was 

published at Delavan, N. X., the former publisher, Miss 
Claire L. Darte, has transferred her subscription list to 
The National Prohibitionist. Those whose subscrip- 

y fions for The Willard are paid in advance will receive 
The National Prohibitionist for a proportionate num- 

ber of issues. Those who are in arrears should send pay- 
ment at once to Miss Darte, at 809 Morgan Building, 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

They are urged, further, to read The National Pro- 
hibitionist carefully. We are confident that they will 
be pleased with this paper and will appreciate its value 
to the Prohibition reform. Their subscriptions are solic- 
ited. Subscriptions should he sent at once to The Na- 
tional Prohibitionist, 87 Washington street, Chicago. 

THE NATIONAL MODEL LICENSE LEAGUE 

Address to the People of the United States from the Louisville 
Liquor Organization that Attempts to Reform the 

Saloon into Tolerable Guise 

[The document which appears below is the address of the National Model License League to the 
voters of the United States. It was sent out, last week, from Louisville to be "released” for publi- 
cation upon March 5. Our regrets are tendered to the League that we failed, by a few hours, to 
receive it in time to give it the advance publication which we should have been happy to favor it 
with. Accompanying the copies of this address, as they were sent to the various newspaper offices 
of the country, was the statement that during the latter part of the present week copies of the ad- 
dress would begin to go out with a view to reaching "every voter in the United States.” We take 
pleasure in laying it before a large number of voters, and, in addition, we append a series of running 
comments upon its subject matter which may enable the voter to form a more intelligent conclusion 
concerning its merits and will certainly cause its authors to blush for their own stupidity in making 
their falsehoods so transparent.—Editor’s Note.] 

To the PEOPLE of the UNITED STATES: 
—In urging the passage of sumptuary laws the 
professional Prohibitionist and those who have 
fallen under the spell of his fervid oratory pic- 
ture the evils of inebriety and p^int to the li- 
censed saloon as a dire menace to society. 

Conceding the indisputable fact that the lazv- 
less saloon is a fruitful source of human ^wretch- 
edness, let us ponder over the proposed cure— 

Prohibition. 
Assume that in a given community the saloon 

has just been abolished. What degree of fulfill- 
ment of the glorious prophecies of the Prohibi- 
tionist has the community a right to expect, judg- 
ing from the experience of other communities in 
recent and more femote times? It may be taken 
for granted that President Eliot of Harvard Uni- 
versity would not express himself on such an 

important question unless he had studied the mat- 
ter thoroughly. President Eliot says : 

“There has been concurrent evil of prohibi- 
tory legislation. The efforts to enforce it dur- 
ing forty years have had some unlooked-for 
effects on public respect for courts, judicial 
proceedings, oaths and, laws in general, and for 
officers of the lazv, legislators and public ser- 
vants. The public has seen lazv defied, a whole 
generation of habitual lazv-breakers schooled in 
evasion and shamelessness, courts ineffective 
through fluctuations of policy, delays, perjuries, 
negligencies and other miscarriages of justice, 
officers of the lazv double-faced and mercenary, 
legislators timid and insincere, candidates for 
office hypocritical and truckling, and office- 
holders unfaithful to pledges and reasonable 
public expectation. Through an agitation which 
has always had a moral end, these immoralities 
have been developed and made conspicuous.” 
Abram Lincoln expressed his views on the sub- 

ject as follozvs: 
“Prohibition zvill work great injury to the 

cause of temperance. It is a species of intem- 
perance within itself, for it goes beyond the 
bounds of reason in that it attempts to control 
a man’s appetite by legislation, and in making 
crimes out of things that are not crimes. 

“A Prohibition lazv strikes a blow at the very 
principles on which our government zvas 

founded.” 
General U. S. Grant zvas opposed to Prohibi- 

tion and gave the follozving example to illustrate 
his znezv of the matter: 

“I knozv from my own experience that when 
I zvas at West Point the fact tluat tobacco in 
every form zvas prohibited, and. the mere pos- 
session of the zveed severely punished, made a 

majority of the cadets, myself included, try to 
acquire the habit of using it.” 
General Grant died of a cancer, caused by ex- 

cessive smoking; the result of a habit cultivated 
because of a prohibitory rule. 

John Quincy Adams said: 
“Self-government is the foundation of all our 

political and social institutions and it is by self- 
government alone that the law of temperance 

can be enforced. Seek not to enforce upon 
your brother by legislative enactments that vir- 
tue which he can possess only by the dictates 
of his own conscience and the energy of his 
own free-will.” 
Thomas Jefferson laid dozen the follozving 

principles: 
“No man has a natural right to commit ag- 

gression on the equal rights of another; and 
this is all from which the laze ought to restrain 
him; every man is under the natural duty of 
contributing to the necessities of society and 
this is all the lazes ought to enforce on him. 
When the lazes have declared and enforced all 
this they have fulfilled their functions and the 
idea is quite unfounded that on entering into 
society zee give up any natural right.” 
Jefferson Davis spoke of Prohibition in the fol- 

l.ozeing terms: 
“Our sires rejected all such pretensions, their 

system being: ‘Government by the people, for 
the people, resting on natural, inalienable 
rights.’ You have already provision for local 
Prohibition. If it has proved the zvooden horse 
in which a disguised enemy to state soz>ereignty 
as the guardian of individual liberty zuas intro- 
duced, let it be a zvarning that the progressive 
march would probably be from village to state 
and from state to United States and result in 
governmental supervision and paternity instead 
of the liberty the heroes of 1776 left as a legacy 
to their posterity.” 
Judging from the utterances of these men the 

community has little to hope for in the way of 
wise or honest government under Prohibition. 

What can it reasonably hope for in the matter 
of sobriety follozmng the abolition of the licensed 
sale of liquor? The United States Census Bu- 
reau has tabulated the number of deaths attrib- 
uted to drunkenness in the various states. The 
following figures tell the number of such deaths 
for each 100,000 of population for the year 1000 
(the last census) : 

PROHIBITION STATES 

Maine..2.16 
Nezv Hampshire.2.18 
Vermont .3.20 

LICENSE STATES 
Alabama .. 
Indiana ...-.2.22 
Kentucky 1.68 
Missouri .1.70 
Nebraska .1.50 
North Carolina .1.64 
Oregon .1.21 
Texas.1.31 
Tennessee ....1.03 
West Virginia .1.67 

The average of deaths in the Prohibition states 
is 2.41 and in the license states it is 1.63. No en- 
couragement is offered here for the hope tlvat 
Prohibition zvill decrease inebriety. 

Is there any ground for the belief that abolish- 
ing the saloon lessens the number of liquor deal- 
ers? Reference to the records of the United 
States Commissioner of Internal Revenue zoill 
shozo the number of retail liquor licenses in the 


