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propodtioo, the doetrine and plan ot prohibiUon m spplM

}u^aTT^ '". ^^*^T^ ^'?^' *• ^ Wattert. addraMiiic a labor mwt.dnnai^ not aUy raduoUon of Uooum in OtUwa, but th^"aboUUon of^ban —t»»t k prohibiUon. Dtwpite theM facta, Rev. W. B. ThompMm, aa
reported in the kMMd paperi for December 1ft «id, "I would Ulce to knSwwho
r.!!!I

"»«t««»^P~wGaoo." We are fiffhtin<, for a nduction in the number of
ItoeMM, but no^inihae been said about ^r>. bition." It ia certainly too bad
that the sopd Mr. Thompaaa failed to raaci hat MoElroy and Watten and
Uaroprd and Rev. Brown eaid about

'

' wipina u all Ucenaee within three yean,"
;outting the don't taU off jurt behind bia ear»," • -^^ - • '•

ilete hu denial that prohibitio '

ing,

atTb

and
oompl(

.— —~ , too bad that he could not
tion ia the iaaue in thia campaign, without contra-

dict&i himaelf. A little later in the aame apeech, Mr. "fil^ieon aaid. in d^
npunciu the anumenU printed in the local papen ant. idgned ' 'OtUwa BuauieMMen a Aaaociation—in dBnouncins the writer of thow articlea, the Reverend
gentleman declared: "To what deptha haa that man fallen; haa the peraon apark oi manhood left who can bring himaelf to write over hia own rijmature
that it ia an immoral and una riatian principle to PROHIBIT a timffiTthathe
knowa U deatroymg human Uvea. " The good man, trying to wear a maak, leU
it faU in the preaenoe «rf the people. He declarea for prohibition erf thia traffic
and denounoea the r an who attempta to defend it, or to write theae artieka and
argumenU, ae a apeuimen of fallen manhood, becauae he darea to attack pro-
hibitiwi. He udd that he knew it would destroy human Ufe. Well, can you
pnriitbit everything that deatroya life?

'

Look at the railwaya in thU country. We believe In regulating the lail-
waya, not in abpliahing them. Licenae meana regu' ion ; prohibition, abolition.
Fire haa a dual nature, cauaea great loaa of property and much auffering; but
fire ia a good thing whm regulated, when confined in a atove or in a furnace.
The hotel keeper ia the regulator. Uoenae, Udiea and gentamen, ia the inatru-
ment or furnace by which we control the liquor buaineaa. (Applauae

)

Again, water cauaea neat auffering and much loaa of liife. What are you
going to do about it? Prohibit the uae of water? Hardly. Lode at the Jt^na-
town flood in the Uuted Sutea, the Galveeton tidal wave, thv flooda in the Ohio
valley laat aprmg. You remember the flood recorded in the Bible. There waa
only one mm and hia family aaved; and Noah, after the tidal wave, planted a
vueyard, laiaed aome grapea, made some wine, misjudged his capacity and got
drunk. Which goee to prove that the only man aaved from that tfood wa'* a wet
man. (Applauae). The Lord drowned all the proWbiUoniata. (Launhter)
They wanted water, and he gave them watw-, but the fact that they got toomuch
water ia not a good excuse for prohibiting ita uae.

License of the Honor traffic corresponds with the banka of a river; it means
reguIatMm, control. Prohibition would build a dam ri^t across the tide. What
do you think that means? Well, go out in some of the dry seoUons, and you MM
see it means an overflow. If it ia reasonable to have banka and ditches to confine
the flow of a river, why, it ia unreasonable to build prohibition dams accoaa the
flood. (Applause.)

. .
I ^. ""»^ y**" *'"'* **»•« >» nothing in the prohibition idea, not a blessed

thing. Oh, but you say that lives are lost on account of alcoholism, and we
have some wonderful figures on this point. You hear one prohibition orator
and he tells you that '^50,000 people die annuaUy in Canada and the United
States on account of alcoholism". You hear another the ne)rt day and he puts
the number at 76,000. Go to another dry meeting the third nijAt, and the orator
wiU tell you the number is 100,000. Go aeam, and the orator will tell you the
number is 125,000, and if you should hear Hobaon, Congressman from Alabama
in our country, he would tell you that the number ia 700,000. Now, wh jon't
they agree? If they were quoting from any reliable, any official recoil, they
would have to agree. They deceive people. If you befieve one, you cannot
beneve the other. They ought to get together and have a joint debate on that
Sueatimi, and determine the true number that do die annually on account of
leoholism,.and then go before the people and tell the simple truth and not de-

ceive them.
Whether a man says it is 50,000 or 700,000 depends on the degree of his

intoxic^on on prohibition. Now, do we have any reliable figures on the ques-
tton? Wdl, the most rdiable, and I have them rig^t there in my grip? are
figUTM furnished by the United EUites Census Bureau, and we are informed that
lees than 3.000 people die per annum from alct^ollsm in the United States

—


