
tto wntrary. Thw* to aaaOwr VMoltority with rtftrtne* to th* rabmlwlon
o( thte quMtiOB tb«t M tar Ml hAV* nottc«4—I do not now irlvo tbto poa-
Itlv^X—M tar M i havo notlotd In my' hurried conalitcrfttloa of thto bum-
miro and thta Itoolr in th« nwjorltjr nf cum. I bolUv* In all oaaaa. th<»
otaa takan by tha paopla on dlffarant nubjecta, conatltutloaal amtndmanta.
and otharwlaa, hava baan taken on tha day thara waa another aleotloa gotac on.
That to tha caaa In lCaaa8<:huaatta. New York, and Arkanaaa.

THE VARIOUS VOTES IN THE UNITED STATES.

In tha State o( Maaaaohuaetta ther* was a conatltatlonal amendment pro-
poaed to the people on which llS.ooo In round numbera voted for It, and
uralnat It Ml.OOi^ the total votea beinir 27<,0OO. For the Prealdentlal elec-
tion ot the anme year there were M'.OOO people voted, ao that the num-
ber of thoae who voted on the referendum waa 124,000 leaa than the vote
at the general election. So that there they do not aak the people who
are in favor of the amendment propoaerl to Ret a majority of the votea
caat at the laat general election, or at any other election, and In thla caa >

they sot 1M,000 leaa than the numl>er of votea caat at the general election.
New. York State fumlahea aliqllar proofa of the point I am now making,
via., that the vote In all theae caaea la much leaa on queatlona aubmltted
to the vote of the people than the votea cai>t In the State electlona which
are held at the aame time. In the cane of New York State. 320,000 voted foi
an amendment, and 710,000 agalnat It, making In all 1,030,000. The vote for
the Prealdentlal electora waa 1,423.000 or 391,000 more than the votea caat on
the conatltutlonal amendment.

Take the caae of the State of ArkanHaa. A liquor Ilcenae law waa voted
on and waa carried, though the majority was leaa by 5,878 than a two-
thlrda vote. The vote atood: for, 86,088; agalnai. 61.862; or a majority of
24,226. In the State of Texaa two amendmenta were voted on, one being
carried and one defeated. The one which waa carried had a large major-
ity, but there waa no provlalon requiring anything more than a bare ma-
jority. In the State of Miaaourl four amendmenta were voted on and all
defeated. The higheat vote on any of them fell 20 per cent. l>elow the vote
for the Prealdentlal electora. In the State of Minnesota, while voting upon
lawa and amendmenta a majority were voted on and carried because they re-
ceived a almple bare majority. Now, if the honorable gentleman had con-
eulted thla book, he had before hia eyes every word I have said here, and
could not poaaibly have been mistaken In every ln.<«tance I have brought be-
fore the House. In the State of North Dakota a prohibitory liquor law wa.s
voted on and carried, the vote being: for, 18,562, and against, 17,393; or a
majority In favor of It of 1,159. This was carried and had the force of
law at once without a further majority. The vote at the political election
was 38,083, ao that with what I may call the Ross handicap the prohi-
bition law would have been defeated by a large majority. In 1894 an amend-
ment prohibiting lotteries was carried on the following vote: for, 10.579 and
against, 6,309, or a majority of 6,270. Here, though the opponents of lot-
teries were victorious by nearly two to one, they would have been beaten
by 8,920, alnce the vote for Congreasmen that year totaled 38,997, had thf
Itoaa handicap prevailed.

Then, let me refer to the book Itaelf in one or two cases. Take the case
of Nebraska (on page 176): "More th.tn one-haif—to be exact, an average ot
51.16 per cent.—of thoae voting for Presidential electora did not vote on the
amendment. Thip varied from 45 to S3 per cent." Then in Colorado (page
176): " The vote stood 25.327 In ' •- and 39,790 against, or a total of 65.117.
It was thus defeated by o , -r cent, against, to less than 40 per
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