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L INTRODUCTION

Since the end of Prohibition, cities and counties have received

 distributions of quﬁbr-related revenues from the State, due in pé'rrt%tigﬂ

concerns about the impact of liquor consumption on public safety. For
decades, local governments have paid and continue to pay substantially for
the police, courts, and jails necessary to enforce liquor-related laws,
| During the election campaign, most cities and counties did not take
a bosition on whether Initiative 1183 should be approved. However,
- parties opposing 1-1183, ihcluding Appellant Washington Association For
Substance Abuse and Violence Prevention (WASAVP), argued that
expanding the availability of spirits would result in increased burdens on
public safety: “The initiative will burden Washington with a double
whammy-—the economy has reduced available resources for public safety
and prevention at the same time alcohol problems increase.”"

The Office of Fiscal Management projects that I-1 183 will increése
liquor revenues by more than $25 million per year. The Initiative itself
provides that local governments receive “no less” than the amount
historically allocated from state Liquor Board operations, plus an

additional $10 million “for public safety.” § 302,

‘ WASH. ASS’N FOR SUBSTANCE ARUSE AND VIOLENCE PREVENTION, Easily
Accessible Alcohol Undermines Community Safety and Health,
http://wasavp.org/Documents/Community%20Safety%20Fact%20Sheet.doc-
1.pdf, .
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Given the long-held view (and practice) that a portion of liquor

revenues should be allocated for local government public safety, and given

[-1183 opponentrs; argument [-1183 will increase public safe;y
requirements, it is surprising that Appellants argue that the allocation of an
additional $10 million for local govefnment safety is an “unfettered gift,”

I-1183’s funding provisions were not interpreted by the Legislature
as a gift. Though the Legislature enacted a bill adopting 1-1183’s
requirement that local éovernments receive “no less” than historic
amounts plus $10 million from one liquor-revenue account, it
simultaneously reduced allocations from the other account by $10 million.
Local governments end up with no additional funding.

Recognizing.the need for a continuing dialogue about the impacts
of I-1183 on local public safety funding, the Législature authorized a joint
select committee to make recommendations on liquor revenue
distributions. The framework for the dialogue is clear: 1-1183 has been
approved by the voters; and, it is projected to provide for greatly expandéd
funding that could be allocated to local governments consistent with
historic revenue-sharing formulas,

This Court will recognize local governments’ interests in receiving'
its share of available funds to ensure public safety needs are addressed.

The debate about the merits of 1-1183 during the election and the ongoing



discussion between local governments and the Legislature about the

proper allocation of liquor-related funds to local governments demonstrate

the logical, rational connection between the measure and the $10 million

additional allocation it provides for local government public safety.

11, IDENTITY AND INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE

This amicus curige brief is submitted by the following city and

county-elected officials from across Washington state: Maureen Atkison,

Yakima Cif[y Council and Deputy Mayor; Steve Buri, Newcastle City

Council; Don Gough, Lynnwood Mayor, Lenny Greenstein, Lacey City
Council; Mark Lamb, Bothell Mayor;, Richard Muri, Pierce County
Council; Lynn Schilaty, Snohomish City Council, and Kevin Wallace,
Bellevue City Council. These amici are interested in the implementation
of I-1183 in their communities, particularly the allocation to local
governments of liquor-related revenue for pubiic safety purposes.

II. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A, I-1183 Allocates Funds From The Private Sale Of
Liquor To Local Governments.

Nearly 60 percent of participating Washington voters approved
I-1183 in November 2011, The Initiative modifies liquor distribution
laws, including closing state-run liquor stotes and allowing private parties
to sell and distribute spirits. Starting June 1, as state-run stores close,'

retail licensees may begin selling spirits to consumers. I[-1183, § 102.



More than 1000 grocery stores and other retailers have applied for the

right to sell spirits.> The State recently auctioned the rights to operate

private liquor stores at the sites of current state-run stores, earning nearly

$31 million from final bids.?

Fees from the spirits distribution and retail and licensees will
~ replace state liquor'store revenues. See I-1183, § 103(4). State liquor
store revenues are currently deposited in the Liquor Revolving Fund, and
excess amounts are allocated 50 percent to the State General Fuﬁd, 40
percent to Cities and 10 percent to Counties (after Liquor Board expenses
and distributions for drug and alcohol research, m.unlicipal research
services, and to border areas). RCW 66.24.190.

Initiative 1183 requires that local governments continue to receive
“no less” than their historic allocation from the Liquor Revolving Fund - |
about $39.4 _milliom4 ~ plus an additional $10 million for public safety.

11183, §302. However, I-1183 is projected to increase revenues

? Nick Schiffler, Who Has Applied for Most Liquor Sale Sites? Safeway, PUGET
SOUND BUSINESS JOURNAL, Mar, 15,2012,

http://www .bizjournals.com/seattle/news/2012/03/15/who-has-applied-for-most-
liquor-sale.html.

3 WASH. STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BD., State Liquor Store Auction Totals $30.75
million (Mar. 5, 2012), http:/liq.wa.gov/retail/auctions.

* WASH., OFFICE OF FIN. MGMT., ESHB 2823: Local Government Fiscal Note,
(Apr. 18,2012), https://fortress.wa.gov/binaryDisplay.aspx?package=32593,

This source is included for the Court’s convenience in the attached
Supplemental Appendix (“SA”) at SA-1 -3,




available to local governments from the Fund by much more than $10

million; an increase of $25 to $55 million per year is projected.’

B. The Trial Court Found Section 302 And The
Remainder Of I-1183 Constitutional,

The parties submitted cross-motions for summary Ajudgmcnt to the
trial court on the constitutionality of 1-1183, E.g., CP 444-541; 222246,
Following oral argument, the trial court ruled that one sentence of § 302 of
the Initiative violated Article II, §19 of the Washington State
Constitution. CP 1614-25; The court ruled that the “$10 million per year
from state coffers to public safety programs .., is neither germane to nor
has any rational unity with the rest of the initiative.” CP 1622,

Respondents moved for reconsideration. CP 2068-81; 1748-52,
The trial oouﬁ granted reconsideration, explaining that he was mistaken
and that Sécﬁon 302 was, in fact, rationally related to Initiative'1132.
CP 1988-91; VRP (3/19/2012 at 23:9-13),

C. Washington Has A Long History Of Allocating Liquor

Revenues To Local Governments Based On The
Relationship Between Liquor And Public Safety.

The connection between liquor consumption and public safety has

been a consistent part of the policy debate throughout Washington’s

> WASH., OFFICE OF THE SEC’Y OF STATE, 2011 General Election Voters’ Guide;
Initiative 1183 Fiscal Impact Statement,

http://wei.secstate. wa.gov/osos/en/PreviousElections/201 1/general/Pages/OVG_2
0111108.aspx?Election]D=42&sorttype=Measures#ososTop. (A copy of the
Voters’ Pamphlet is also located at CP 234-44.)




history - from territorial days, through Prohibition and its repeal, to the

-1-1183 campaign and the last legislative session. This theme demonstrates

a rational relationship- between liquor laws and funding for local
government public safety, including criminal justice and land use.

1. Prohibition Through The Enactment Of 1-1183.
Even before statehood, the Prohibition Party used public safety
issues to campaign for a dry Washington Territory. The party argued for
prohibition in its campaign textbook because “liquor traffic” is the “citadel
of the forces that corrupt politics [and] promote poverty and crime. . . 26
An initiative brought Prohibition to this State five years before the
18™ Amendment was ratified. During the 1914 campaign for Proposition
3, the impact on crime rates from alcohol consumption was widely
debated. One prohibition advocate asserted in the Voter’s Guide that “the
cause of criminality ... was the same old arch-troublemaker—alcohol....”’
Eighteen years later, in 1932, Washington voters repealed

Prohibition by passing Initiative 61, CP 1035, For a short time, liquor

sales were essentially unregulated. Local governments, like Seattle,

however, stepped in to license drug stores to sell spirits in bottles and

8 WASH, STATE CENT. COMM., Prohibition Party Campeu gn Text Book for the .
State of Washington 3 (1892). SA-4 -7,

"W ASH., OFFICE OF THE SEC’Y OF STATE, The State-Wide Prohibition Initiative
Measure No. 3, Official Arguments For and Against as Filed with the Secretary
of State 39 (1914). SA-8 —31.




licensed and taxed beer taverns, CP 546-55.% When government-owned

liquor stores were proposed as a model for distribution, “city officials,

especiallywin Seattle, wefé calling for oity«ovsi/n;edrlfiqﬁof stores.”’ N

In 1934, the Legislature determined that the State, not local
governments, would regulate and sell liquor through government-run
stores when it enacted the Washington Liquor Act (“Steele Act”).
CP 1051-1100. Cities and counties lobbied to divide liquor taxes and
profits with the State, arguing tha‘; local government “had police authority
and they had some additional police duties because of liquor.”'

For a time, the State and local governments split the net profits
from operation of the state-run liquor stores 70-30, with the majority going

to the State.!' In 1937, local governments lobbied the legislature to

increase their share of the profit to 50 percent, largely “based upon the

$ 'W. J. Rorabaugh, The Origins of the Washington State Liguor Control Board,
1934, PACIFIC NORTHWEST QUARTERLY 159, 161-62 (Fall 2009),

1d. at 162. See also WASH. STATE ARCHIVES, Records of the Liquor Control
Board, 1934-93: History of Washington State Liquor Control Board 1,
http://www.sos.wa.gov/archives/FindingAidXML/AR80.xml. The Association
of Washington Cities had been formed in 1933 for the purpose of influencing the
Legislature’s consideration of liquor legislation, UNIV, OF WASH., Twenty-Five
Years of Governmental Research and Service (Apr. 1959).

1 YWASH, STATE ARCHIVES, LEGISLATIVE ORAL HISTORY PROJECT, Charles
Hodde: Mr. Speaker of the House, Vol. 2 72-77 (1986). SA-32 ~33,

" J.W. Gilbert, Liquor-By-Glass Campaign Lost, SEATTLE SUNDAY TIMES, Jan.
24, 1937, at 8. SA-34,




facts that they must furnish the ‘poliée protection and that they formerly

had all the profit from licenses.” Id.

In support of this 1937 legislation, House Bill 175, the Association

of Washington Cities “sent a questionnaire to a number of representative
cities regarding increased cost of police department since repeal of
prohibition,”"* The surveyed cities reported an increasé in public safety
costs from 11 percent (in Anacortes) to 300 percent (in Pasco). Id. The
City of Seattle also found a significant increase in liquor-related arrests
after the end of Prohibition."?

While the arguments for allocating state-run store profits to local
governments centered on public safety, when House Bill 175 was enacted
it did not direct how the local Agovernment allocati‘oﬁ would be spent. See
Chapter 62, Laws of 1937 (HLB. 175) (SA-35 — 38).

Recently, local governrﬁents have received liquor-related revenues

from two State sources, Liquor Excise Taxes and the Liquor Revolving

- Fund, Liquor Excise Taxes are distributed 80 percent to cities and 20

"2 Bulletin from Ass’n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Mayor and City Council
and Commissions of all Cities and Towns of Washington, 3 (Feb. 8, 1937),
SA-39 - 42, ‘

1 See SEATTLE POLICE DEPT., Seattle Police Department Annual Report Jul. 31,
1936 (available in the Municipal Reference Division, Seattle Public Library)
reporting arrests for drunkenness and offenses due to drunkenness or the liquor

~ business for pre-prohibition, prohibition, and post prohibition years. SA-43 — 46,



| percent to counties (based on population). RCW 82.08.170. Two percent

of these distributions must be spent on alcoholism treatment programs. Id.

The Liquér Revolviing Fund includersr revenues from state liqu;>r
stores, certain beer and wine taxes, and permit fees, RCW 66.08.170."
After payment for costs to operate the Liquor Control Board, distributions
are made first to specific stéte accounts (such as for university drug and
alcohol research), and to border communities, E.g., RCW 66.08.190. The
remainder is allocated 50 percent to the staté general fund, 40 percent to
cities and towns and 10 percent to counties, Id.

In recent years, cities and counties received about $54 million per
year from the two funds: $14.5 million per year from the Liquor Excise
Fund and $39.4 million from the Liquor Revolving Fund."” The Fiscal
Impact Statement for I-1183 projected an increase in local government
revenues from the Fund of between $25 and $56 million per year, and it

assumed proceeds form the Liquor Excise Fund would remain constant.'®

' See also OFFICE OF FIN. MGMT., ESHB 2823: Local Government Fiscal Note
at 3. SA-3.

IS_I_d_.“

16 OFFICE OF THE SEC’Y OF STATE, 2011 General Election Voters’ Guide:

Initiative 1183 Fiscal Impact Statement. It also assumes an increase in local B&O
taxes of $3 million over six years, or $§500,000 per year.




2. 1-1183 And Subsequent Legislation.

Initiative 1183 was approved by a wide majority of the voters in

November 2011, It eliminates liquor store profits because it closes state-

run stores., The Initiative replaces liquor store revenues in the Liquor
Revolving Fund with spirits licensing fees, which are to be distributed to:
border areas, counties, cities, towns, and the

municipal research center ... in a manner that

provides that each category of recipient receive, in

the aggregate, no less than that it received from the

liquor revolving fund during comparable periods

prior to the effective date of this section.

[-1183, § 302. In addition to its continuing local law enforcement
authority, local governments’ public safety control over land use issues is
maintained. 1-1183, § 101(2))."”

The Initiative also requires that an “additional distribution of ten
million dollars per year from the spirits license fees must be provided to
border areas, counties, cities, and towns through the liquor revolving fund
for the purpose of enhancing public safety programs.” 1-1183, § 302.

This $10 million allocation is less than half of the projected increase in

amounts available to local governments under the initiative,

"7 Washington Const. art, XI, § 11 refers to city and county authority over “local
policy, sanitary and other regulations.” This “police power” encompasses the
complete range of local governments’ authority (including criminal, zoning and
licensing codes). Article X1, § 11 is a “direct delegation of the police power as
ample within its limits as that possessed by the legislature itself.” Haas v, City of
Kirkland, 78 Wn.2d 929, 932, 481 P.2d 9 (1971),

-10-



governments. WASAVP argued that:-

In cainpaigni-ng against the initiative, Appellant WASAVP asserted

that 1-1183 would increase the need for public safety funding to local

e 1-1183 would “result in a five-fold increase in outlets for
hard liquor across the state, lead to an increase in drinking
and jeopardize community safety.”

e “An increase in alcohol outlets leads to more crime,
violence and other harms.”

o “I-1183 will hit at a time when law enforcement has
reduced resources. The initiative will burden Washington
with a double whammy - the economy has reduced
available resources for public safety and prevention at
the same time alcohol problemq increase.” CP 1634,

I-1183 went into effect on December 8, 2011. Soon after, the
Legislature changed liquor-related distributions to local government to
address the State’s budget deficit, See ESHB 2823, ESHB 2127,

The Legislature eliminated Liquor Excise Tax distributions to local
governments for fiscal year 2013 entirely, and reduced future distributions
by $7.5 million (2014) and $10 million (2015 and thereafter) annually.
See ESHB 2823." The Legislature adopted the 1-1183 formula for local

government distributions from the Liquor Revolving Fund, including the

'® WASH, ASS’N FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND VIOLENCE PREVENTION, Easily
Accessible Alcohol Undermines Community Safety and Health,

http://wasavp. org/Documents/Commumty%2OSafoty%ZOFact%ZOSheet doc-
1.pdf (emphasis added).

' OFFICE OF FIN, MGMT., ESHB 2823 Local Government Fiscal Note at 3.
SA-3.

-11-



additional $10 million for public safety. Id. at § 8. As a result, by 2014

local gbvernments will receive “approximately the same distribution of

liquor févenues (liquor exc'isre taxes + liqﬁo?rir’évrblving fund) as in 2011,
To address concerns about these budget changes on local
govemmenfs, the Legislature authorized a joint select committee to
“review the impact of the péssage of Initiative Measure No. 1183 on
public safety needs, and provide a sustainable plan for use and
disbursement of excess liquor revenues.,” ESHB 2127, § 101. Citing
cohcerns about “public safety and health costs at the local level” due to
increased access to alcohol, Washington cities and counties have asked the

Governor to veto the revenue-reducing provisions of ESHB 282321

IV. ARGUMENT

A, A Rational Relationship Exists Between 1-1183 And The
$10 Million Allocation For Public Safety.

Article 11, § 19 requires that “[n]o bill shall embrace but one
subject, and that shall be expressed in the title.” Wash, Const. art. 11, § 19.
Whether 1-1183 covers more than one subject is determined by analyzing

whether there is a “rational unity” among the provisions of the law.

® ASS’N OF WASH. CITIES, City Liquor Revenue Impacts 1,

http://www.awenet.org/portals/0/documents/legislative/LiquorRevenuelmpacts04-
2312.pdf. :

2! Letter from Ass’n of Wash, Cities to The Honorable Christine O, Gregoire,
Governor of Wash. (Apr. 20, 2012),
http://awenet.org/portals/0/documents/legislative/ESHB2823Partial VetoRequest.
pdf. .

-12-
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Citizens for Responsible Wildlife Mgmt. v. State, 149 Wn.2d 622, 631

(2003). “Any reasonable doubts [about an initiative] are resolved in favor

of constitutionality.” See Citizens for Responsible Wildlife Mgmt., 149

Wn.2d at 635; State ex rel. Tunstall v, Bergeson, 141 Wn.2d 201 (2000)

(statutes must be proved unconstitutional “beyond a reasonable doubt™),
Section 302°’s $10 million allocation responds to new and
additional burdens that WASAVP itse]f acknowledges are plaéed on local
government by I-1183. It is inconsistent for WASAVP to argue that the
$10 million allocation is a “gift” to local government when it asserts that
additional burdens would be placed on the local governments, Appellant’s
Brief 23. A rational relationship undoubtedly exists between liquor
reform and the $10 million allocation for public safety expenses.
~First, Section 302’s funding provision was intended to offser
additional public safety-related expenses WASVAP argued local
governments may face when spirits sales are allowed by private parties,
Second, the Legislature has interpreted Section 302, not as & “gift,”
but as a limitation on funding that would otherwise be allocated to local
governrhents from the Liquor Revolving Fund. Ten fnillion dollars
represents less than half of the $25 million in projected increases from that

fund. Coupled with other changes the Legislature has made to liquor

-13.-



revenue distributions, local governments will likely receive no more total

liquor proceeds (of any type) than before the Initiative was enacted.

Téi};d, as has been permitted sincé tiﬁe end of Prohibition,r
Section 302 allows local governments flexibility to ﬁse liquor-related
funds for any public safety-related purpose, rather than tying up funds
through a complex analysis of what is “alcohol-related.”

B. The $10 Million Allocation Addresses The Possible
Increase In Public-Safety Expenditures,

WASAVP admits that an initiative satisfies Article II, § 19°s single
subject test if the challenged “subject within the measure .., bear[s] a
close interrelationship to the measure’s primary objective.” Appellant’s

Brief 20 (citing Fritz v. Gordon, 83 Wn.2d 275, 290 (1974))..

During the campaign, WASAVP made spirited arguments that
demonstrate the rational relationship between the increased availability of
alcohol under 1-1183 and the additional burdens that may fall on local
governments, WASAVP has repeatedly argued that increased access to
alcohol through privatization will lead to more drinking and reiated-crime,
which could “overburden[] police and first responders” and other local

government law enforcement.” WASAVP based its opposition to I-1183

22 WASH., OFFICE OF THE SEC’Y OF STATE, 2011 General Election Voter’s Guide;
Statement Against Initiative Measure 1183, -
http://wei.secstate,wa.gov/osos/en/PreviousElections/2011/general/Pages/OVG_2

0111108.aspx?ElectionlD=42&sorttype=Measures#ososTop.

-14-



on a “more consumption, more problems” motto, stating: “An increase in

alcohol outlets leads to more crime, violence and other harms,”*

Local govérﬁments will bear the cost if WASAVP is cci)rrectr." ”
Violations of liquor sales lgws are enforced by county and municipal
peace officers, who have the “duty of investigating and prosecuting all
violations,” RCW 66.44.010(1); see also RCW 36.27.020 (requiring
county prosecutors to provide the Liquor Control Board with a written
report of all prosecutions brought under the state liquor laws).

District and municipal judges have concurrent juxjisdiction with the
Superior Courts over violations. RCW 66.44,180. Most liquor sales
violations are punishable as misdemeanors. Misdemeanor sentences are
served in jails operated by cities and counties, See RCW 9A.20.021
(“Every person convicted of a misdemeanor ... shall be punished by
imprisonment in the county jail ... or by fine.”); RCW 35A.11.020 (code
city criminal law jurisdiction).

The increase in crime and public safety impacts predicted by

WASAVP under 1-1183 will burden local government planning, as well as

2 WASH. ASS’N FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND VIOLENCE PREVENTION, Easily
Accessible Alcohol Undermines Community Safety and Health,
http://wasavp.org/Documents/Community%20Safety%20Fact%20Sheet.doc-
1.pdf.
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- police, courts, and jail resources.”* WASVAP cannot meet its burden to

show beyond a reasonable doubt there is no relationship between increase

Indeed, WASVAP has asserted that there is a relationship between I-
1183’s subject and the need for additional public safety funding.

C. The Legislature Interpreted Section 302 As A
Limitation On Local Government Funding, Not A Gift,

When faced with multiple interpretations of an initiative, courts
construe the legislation in favor of constitutionality. See Amalgamated

Transit. Union Local 587 v. State, 142 Wn.2d 183, 205, 11 P.3d 762

(2000) (any reasonable doubt or ambiguity is resolved in favor of finding

initiatives constitutional); City of Seattle v. Webster, 115 Wn.2d 635, 802

P2d 1333 (1990) (the presumption of constitutionality “should be
overcome only in exceptional cases”).

Thé Legislature has interpreted [-1183, not as requiring additional
funding to local governments, but as a /imitation on distributions from the
Liquor Revolving Fund. With the recent budget shortfall, the State turned
to liquor revenues as a source of additional funding and made significant
changes to distributions from the Liquor Excise Tax fund and the Liquor

Revolving Fund. See ESHB 2823, ESHB 2127.

2 See generally Letter from Ass’n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Christine O.
Gregoire.
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The Legislature determined that local governments would receive

distributions from the Liquor Revolving Fund only as.outlined in [-1183 —

that is, historic levels, plus $10 million for public safety expenses. See
ESHB 2823 § 8(2) (incorporating RCW 66.24.065, the codiﬁcation of
1-1183, § 302)* The remainder is to be .transferred to the State’s general
fund. Id. at § 8(3). In light of the projected increase in Liquor Revolving
Fund revenues from 1-1183’s fees, this legislation imposes a significant
limitation on thevliquor revenues allocated to local governments.

The Legislature also eliminated Liquor Excise Tax distributions to
local governments for fiscal year 2013 entirely, and reduced future
distributions by $7.5 million (2014) and $10 million (2015 and thereafter)
annually. See ESHB 2823.% The impact of these changes to the Liquor
Revolving Fund and Liquor Excise Tax distributions is that local
governments are now projected to receive (after 2014) the same amount of
liquor-related distributions from the state affer 1-1183 as before.

1-1183 should have been interpreted to increase the allocation of

liquor-related funds to local governments. The initiative states that local

% The Legislature’s adoption and incorporation of Section 302 into ESHB 2823
also constitutes “a later amendment to or reenactment of the statute” which

“ ‘cure[s] any defect’ in the earlier legislation,” including an alleged violation of
Article I1, § 19. Morin v. Harrell, 161 Wn,2d 226, 231, 164 P.3d 495 (2007)
(citing Pierce County v. State, 159 Wn.2d 16, 39-41, 148 P.3d 1002 (2006)).

2 See also OFFICE OF FIN. MGMT., ESHB 2823: Local Government Fiscal Note
at 3. SA-3.
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government funding should be “no less than ... received from the liquor

revolving fund during comparable periods prior to the effective date of

this section” plus an additional $10 million for public safety purposes.
1-1183 § 302. The Legislature, however, disagreed, at least for this year,”

D. Section 302 Addresses An Otherwise Unfunded State
Legislative Mandate On Local Government Services.

Funding provisions in legislation, including an initiative, that offset
the costs of meeting that legislation’s mandates are rationally related to its
subject.28 vWashington requires that state legislative mandates to local
governments designate the funds necessary to pay for those new or

‘expanded programs. RCW 43.135.060;%° see City of Tacoma v. State,

117 Wn.2d 348, 816 P.2d 7 (1991) (relating to domestic violence).
Initiative 1183 imposes new and expanded responsibilities on local

government.  See, e.g., 1-1183, §209 (liquor seal possession); § 210

(unauthorized sales); § 211 (adult supervision of spirits sales). Liquor

outlets are predicted to expand from about 400 to over 1400.°° If

?” This may change in the future. In its budget bills, the Legislature created a
joint select committee to now “review the impact of the passage of Initiative
Measure No. 1183 on public safety needs, and provide a sustainable plan for use
and disbursement of excess liquor revenues,” ESHB 2127, § 101,

% Initiatives are legislative acts and should be subject to the same unfunded
mandate concerns. Seg Wash. Const, art. II, § 1(a) (initiatives are a legislative
power of the people).

» RCW 43,135,060 was adopted pursuant to Initiative No. 62 (1979).
* Letter from Ass’n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Christine O. Gregoire.
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WASAVP is correct, and such expansion results in more crime, [-1183

will expand local governments’ law mandatory enforcement obligations.

Cities and counties will also deal with land use permitting of new retail
and wholesale liquor retailers.’’ |
Whether or not RCW 43.135.060 applies to 1-1183, the public
policy it expresses demonstrates the rational relationship between the
mandates on local government in the initiative and the allocation of
additional $1Q million to meet any increase in public safety requirements.
E. Restricting Section 302’s Allocation To “Alcohol-

Related” Expenses Would Be A Burdensome Departure
From Washington Practice,

Despite the long-standing public discourse on liquor consumption
and local government public-safety funding, the allocation of Liquor
Revolving Fund revenues to cities and counties has generally not been
restricted to a particular purpose. E.g.,, RCW 66.08.190, With the
exception of funding for alcohol abuse programs, distributions from the
Fund are contingent only on whether the sale of liquor is “forbidden” in
that jurisdiction. RCW 66.08.210.

This makes sense. Local governments are enti,tleci to discretion in

managing their financial resources and burdens. See generally American

L CITY OF LAKEWOOD, A Brief Review of Local Government Issues in
Washington’s Liquor Privatization 8-12 (Feb, 2012),
http://www.cityoflakewood.us/documents/community _development/current_proj
ect_documents/liquor_privatization.pdf,
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Legion Post No. 32 v. City of Walla Walla, 116 Wn.2d 1, 7, 802 P.2d 784

(1991) (city not constitutionally required to use gambling tax primarily for

the enforcement of gambling regulations). -Local government work related
to liquor touches on many aspects of public safety, not just the police
force. Public safety is a term that addresses all “police power” activities
of governments, including police, fire, public health, building and zoning
regulations. See Washington Const. art. XI, § 11.** Revenue from liquor
programs support local governments’ public safety efforts to deal with
liquor and other community burdens,

V. CONCLUSION

A direct and rational unity exists between liquor and funding for
public safety in Washington. Section 302 of Initiative 1‘183 does not .
violate Article IT, § 19 of Washington’s constitution,

A
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 4.) day of April, 2012,

L pe- S
Hugh{D. Spitzer, WSBA 827 '

P. Stephen DiJulio, WSBA No. 7139
FOSTER PEPPER PLLC

1111 Third Avenue, Suite 3400
Seattle, Washington 98101-3299
Telephone: (206) 447-4400
Facsimile: (206) 447-9700

Email: spith@foster.com,
dijup@foster.com

2 See also Hugh D, Spitzer, Municipal Police Power in Washington State, 75
WASH. L. REV. 495, 496 (2000) (describing traditional concepts of police power
as including the “general governance of the community™),
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT FISCAL NOTE

Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development

Bilt-Number:- -

-—2823-B §-HB- ——| Title: --State-revenves/keneral-fund—--- -

Part I: Jurisdiction-Location, typo or status of political subdivision defines range of fiscal impacts.

Legislation Impacts:

Cities)

Citles, counties and special districts would alse experience substantial reductions in Public Works Asststance loans,

Counties:  Same as above

Speoial Distriots:
D Specific jurisdiotions only:

I:] Variance ocours due 1o

Part1I; Estimates

Same as above

Clities and countics would experience substantial reductions in liquor excise tax fund and liquor revolving fund distributions,

D No fiscal impaets,

D Expenditures represent onestime oosts:

D Legislation provides local option:

[:I Koy variables cannot be estimated with certainty at this time:

Estimated revenue tmpnets tos

Jurisdiction FY 2042 FY 2013 201113 201315 201547
City (24,785,280 (84,690,680} {109,476,160) {98,379,913) (73.688,167)
County (688,480) (15,456,880} {16,146,360) (11,433,612) {10,174,281)
Special District {8,950,240) {9,288,240) (18,238,480) (20,674,884) {13,361,995)
) TOTAL $ (34,424,000) (109,436,000 (143,860,000 (128,388,309) (97,124,463)
GRAND TOTAL § (369,372,772)
Estimated expenditure impacts tol
Jurisdietion FY 2012 FY 2013 2011443 2013-15 2015417
City {24,786,280) (84,680,080} {109,476,180) 196,379,913) (73,688,187)
Counly (688,480) (16,456,860} {18,146,360) (11,433,612) {10,174,284)
Special District (8,960,240) (9,280,240) (18,238,480) (20,674,884) {13,361,996)
TOTAL S (34,424,000) {109,436.000) {143,860,000) (128,368,309} {97,124,463)
. GRAND TOTAL $ 1369,372,772)
Part IIT: Preparation and Approval
Flscal Note Analyst: Jaime Kaszynski Phone:  360-725-2717 Date;  04/18/2012
Leg, Committes Contaot: Phone: Date:  04/11/2012
Agency Approvali Steve Salmi Phonet  (360) 725 5034 Date:  04/18/2012
OFM Review:  Cherie Berthon Phoung!  360-902-0659 Date:  04/18/2012
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Part TV; Analysis
A. SUMMARY OF BILL

Provide a clear, sucelnct description of the bill with an emphasis on how it impacts local gevernment,

Seotion | amends RCW 43,135,045 to suspend the annua) transfor of $102 miilion from the Ceneral Fund to the Edueation Construction Fund
during the biemmtum ending June 30,2005 ——~—— T T T T T

Section 2 amends RCW §2.18.040 to direct solid waste collection taxes to the Genetal Fund (rather than the Public Works Assistance
Acoount). The entire amount would be directed to the General Fund for Fiscal Year 2012 through Fiscal Yoear 20135, and one half of the
amount would be deposited in the General Fund in subscquent years, with the remainder deposited in the PWAA,

Seotion 3 amends RCW 82,08,160 to provide that, for Fisoal Year 2013, all receipts from the liquor sales tax and liquor excise tax be deposited
int the General Fund (rather than being distributed (o local governments),

Seotion 4 amends RCW 82,08.170 to provide that $2.5 milllon dolars per quanter be transforred from the liquor excise tax fund to the Genoral
Fund (rather than being distribured to local governments),

Sections 5, 6 and 7 deleto provisions and seotions of RCW 43,110 that pertained to the Clty and Town Research Services Account and
County Research Services Account,

Section 8 amends RCW 66.08.190 10 provide a now process for distributing liquor revolving funds. Funding for municipal research and
services, border areas, counties, cities and towns would be distributed as provided in RCW 66.24,065 (Section 302 of Initiative 1183), and
remaining funds would-be deposited in the general fund (rather than being distributed to Joeal governments),

Section 13 provides that Section 2 takes effeot immediately,

Section 14 provides that sections 1 and 3 through 12 take effect on July 1, 2012,
B, SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURE IMPACTS

Briefly describe and quantlfy the expendipure Impacls aof the legislation on local governments, identifyiing the expenditure provisions by
section number, and when appropiiate, the detall of expenditures, Delineate between cily, county and special disivict impacts,

The proposed legislation would reduce the availability of Public Works Assistanee Account (PWAA) loans to local governments, resulting

in reduced expenditures to repay those loans and construct public works projeots, The reduction of solid wasts taxes in the PWAA would
total $188,522,000 between FY 2012 and RY 2017, as shown in the Department of Revenue fiscal note, and repayments on those loans would
have totaled $12,152,452 (estimated by the Department of Commeree Public Works Board staff) between FY 2014 and FY 2017,

As diseussed fyrther below, reduetions in the distribution on liquor excise laxes and liquor revolving funds to local governments would total
approximately $73 million in the current biennium, $49 milllon In the next blennium (fisonal years 2014-2015), and $46 million in the subsequent
biennium (fiscal years 2016-2017), for a total reduotion of $169 million during the period covered by this fiscal note, Local government

‘exponditures funded through this revenue include, but are not limited to, aleoho! treatment, provention and cducation, and law enforcement,

C. SUMMARY OF REVENUE IMPACTS

Briefly describe and quantify the revenie impacts of the legistation on local govermnents, identifving the revenue provisions by sectiom
number, and when appropriate, the deail of revenue sources, Delineata between city, county and special district impacis.

The propased legislation would reduce local governiment revenues by approximately $144 million in the current biennium, §128 million in the
next biennium (fseal years 2014-2015), and $97 million in the subsequent bioanium (fiscal yoears 2016-2017). OF this total $369 miltion
reduotion over six years, approximately $200 million would represent reduced loans from the Public Works Assistance Account and the
remainder would represent reduced distributions of shared liquor excise tax and liquor revolving fund revenues, (Please note: Thaso figures
do not include reductions in funds transferred 1o the Education Construction Fund pursuant to Section 1)

Public Works Assistanoce Loans:

Section 2 would reduce funding available from the FWAA, which would in turn result in reduced loan repayments for jurisdictions that would
atherwise have received the loans, This results in an additional decrease in revenue that would be available 1o loan 1o loca! governmenis of
the same magnitude as the reduced expenditures disonssed above, In total, this section would therefore reduce funding available to local
govermments by the following amounts:

Page 2 of 3 Bill Number: 2823 ES 1B
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FY 2012 - FY 2013: $70,148,000 (ro-directed solid waste tax funds only)

FY 2014 - FY 2015; $79,134,167 (ro-dirccted solid waste tax funds, plus $2,587,167 in reduced rcpuymonts)

FY 2016« FY 2017: $51,392,285 (re-dirscted solid waste tax funds, plus $9,565,285 in reduced ropayments)
Total: $200,674,452 ($188,522,000 in re-direeted solid waste tax funds, plus $12,152,452 in reduced repayments).

In past years, approximately 72 percent of PWAA funds have been lent to cities, 26 percent to special districts, and 2 percent to counties.

These figures were used to estimats mpacts by type of jurisdistion. Actual impacts would vary baged o (ig priorilizatiohn of projectsin Co
future years,

Liquor Revenua Distributions:

Eliminating the FY" 2013 distribution of liquor sxeise taxes would rcduc«, eily and county revenuo by aboul $28,767,000 in the current

biennium, as shown in the fisoal notes prepared by the Department of Revenue and Offics of the State Treasurer, InFY 2014 this distribution
would be reduced by $7,5 million and in future years this distribution would be reduced by $10 million annually. Eliminating the sharing of
liquor revolving fund revenues (beyond those mainfained by I+1183) would reduce distributions {o cities and counties by $44,945,000 in FY
2013, $18,990,703 in FY 2014 and about §13 million each in fiscal years 2015, 2016 and 2017, as shown in the fisonl notes prepared by the Office
of the State Treasurer and Liquor Control Board, (This estimate assuroes that distribution othuor xevolvmg funds to local governments

during the remainder of FY 2012 are not impacted.)

These reductions would lotal about $73 million in the current biennium, $49 million in the next biennium (fiscal years 2014.2015), und $46
million in the subsequent blenmium (fiscal years 2016-2017), for a total reduction of $169 million during the period coverad by this fiscal note.
City revenue reductions would be about $135 million (80 percent of the total) and county revenue reductions would be about $34 million (20
peroent of the total).

Background:

Liquar excise tax revenues fund cities and counties, with 80 peroent going to cities and 20 percent going to counties. (Individual jurisdictiong
fecelve these revenues according to their population.) Two peroent of the total distributed to any Jocal government must be spent on
alooholism treatment programs, Liquor revolving funds are distributed to 40 percent to cities and 10 percent to counties. (Individual citles
reoelive these revenues based on population and individual counties based on unincorparated population.) Two pereent of the total
distributed to any local government must be spent on aleoholism freatment programs, Certain cities and counties (border areus) receive 0.3
porcent of Hquor profits based on border area traffic totals, border-related crime statistics, and per oapita law enforeciment spending.

The recent passage of Initiative 1183 provided thal local distributions of liquor profils must remain al the lovel of prior comparable time
periods before the passage of the Initiative, and that an additional $10 million be distributed to local jurisdictions for publie safety purposes.
(This "hold harmless" provision does not impact the distribution of revenues from liquor taxes.) OFM staff indicate thal a (ola] of $39.4
million in liquor profits were distributed to local governments during the four quartors from December 2010 to September 2011, Therefore, the
initiativa requires that at least $49.4 million be distribwted to local governments on an annual basis. The above estimates of local liquor
revenue distribution reductions that would result from the proposed legislation are assumed not to reduce local liquor rovenue distributions
beyond this figure,

SOURCES:

Department of Revenue fisoal note

Office of the State Troasurer fiscal note

Liguor Conlrol Board fiscal note

Association of Washington Citles

Department of Commerce, Public Works Board Staff and repayment model
OFM caloulations of 11183 "hold harmless" provision '
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INTRODUCTORY-
- Tms TexT-Boox needs no introduction from o.ther sources thanxi;ss;:;nd -
Tis strength lies in the facts and principles it containg, the nghtev:m&;l;g 2ol "
justice of which have been recognized for years by the grandest, bess
. ¢ 2]l political parties as frue—noto °
:tud re&%estrospen‘ me'];yoind ;}ez:petuity of our Government depend Hpon the czn'y"
i damental principles. — L
e ?éﬂftht::ezrtn belie:}'lmg {It;z.t the best imterests of our co;ntry I:?EI; )
se great and : 5 ing from past bisto: E
: ost mecessary reforms, and }mg.wmg e ek .
meiigm::n@bi I:merm‘ ed of these reforms being -s?ncnsly attem) 1;;_631;::; )
ooy fe the “how organized pémﬁ%, except the Probibition pariy, ptr; e -
jiil:, giving our DN&ﬁoml and State plzﬁorms——&acuments sebting fort

saet] Hshed - -
more and-greater.needed reforms than any similar document ever pub.

Jaghiiiv i

nly true, but that the; _L

National Platform, 1892.

The Prohibition Party, in Nationsal Convention assembled, acknowledg-
ing Almighty God as the source of all frue government and His law as the
standard to which human enactments must conform fo secure the blessings

. of peace snd prosperity, presents the following declafation of principles:

- 1st. The Hquor fraffic is a Toe te civilization, the-arch enery of popular
government and a public nuisance. It is the citadel of g forces that cor-
ript politics, promote poverty and erime, degrade the mzﬁfion’s home life.”
thwart the will of the people and deliver our couniry inte the hande of
rapadious class interesta. All laws thas, under the guise of regulation, legal-
jze and protect this traffic, or make the government share i its ill-gotten

ing, are “vicious in principle and powerless a8 a remedy.” We declare
anew for the entire sappression of the manuiacture, sile, importation, ex-

etters tance from our leaders, whose docamments are s -
—faaiktzgli as 'L:l:f;f :ﬁ:;};rho wrote them; clear, logical and wmangwerable, .
zey stand forth appealing to the better Jadgment oliﬁ all e ot ot
- «ing the frue policy of government. Also a short‘ ogra o
Ehowm%ida 0 that all may know who and what Kind oimef:. il bosz
jhey ;33: ticket. While the sketch of each has. of ~necessi»‘y,» I een

) }_)lwced . -eteenough has been writtén o show the character te s.nd @gpqsggo;}.

. abndged’ﬂymt they have 411 shown themselves men of abilify m.the__\_r;?cu; )
o_i. e::}:;ns -of fe; that each in his sphere has proven ]:nmse’iz :ggalwgm
i:;resent the Iiri;dples advocated in our platforms, and, if elected, 1

faithially make and enforce

such laws as would most speedily bring ajbg"pt

" these great reforms. - ) T
the?ZngIet;e:e with somé facts and figures per’mxent to the ’prm(:s;es g{e;n r

ate, we p;ese:m‘, for the candid consideraﬁlox.l and carefal inv ﬁiz o
. :_licw]:b love country, home and family, for these area}l t%uﬁsse -y
" nust, of necessity, be settled by the voters of the Nation, $he settlem g

must, ¥ : ; g : =e
of which will decide the Jestiny of this Govem:_nent. .

S W. H. Gilstrap, -
Secretary of Commiitee. :

pr9sP

) 8GR

&5{,4.

- ~i-pertetion-and transportationof alcoholic Houtis #¢ ¢ GEverags, by federal

, and StateJegidlation. The full powers of government should be exerted to

i, gecure this result. No Party that fails to recognize the dominant nature of
" this jssue in American politics deserves the support of the people.

"\j}f " 2d. No citizen should be denjed the right o voteon sceownt of sex, and
. ©qual labor shoald receive equsl wages withont regard fo sex.

B 3d. The money of the ¢ouniry should consist of gold, s:l'éiver and paper,

: and bé issued by the general government only, and In suficient guantity to
meet the demands of business and give full opportunity for the employment
of 1abor. To this end an incresse in the volume of mcnéy is demanded.
No individaal or corporation should be allowed to msake any profit through
its irsue. Tt should be made 2 legal tendet for the payment of 2l debts,
public and private. s volume should be fixed at o definite sam per caplia -
and made-to increase with cur increase in population. !

_ 4th. Teriff should be levied only as a defence against foreign govern-

‘ments which levy tariff upon, or bar out our products iz-om' their merkets,

- revenue being incidental. The residue of means neceszary to an economical

administration of the government should be raised by levying the burden
on whit the people possess instead of wpon whet they consume,

" _pth. Railroad, telegraph and other public corporations should be con-
Fholled by the government in the nterests of the people,/and no higher
- =3 charges allowed than necessaxy $o give fair interest on the capital sctually
vested. ~ - ) _ |
-"gth. Foreign fmmigration bas become a burden upon indistry, one of
the factors in depressing waged and causing discontent; therefore, our im-
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igrail i i forced. The time of resi-
migration laws should be revised and strictly ex L
Jence for me ization should be extended, and mo naturalized person

should be allowed io vote until one year atter he becomes & citizen.

7th. Non-resident atiens should nof be %Ilo.we& tp sequire Jand In ﬂllS
country, 2nd we favor the limitation of individoal and corpcira#.e ownersnip
of land. Al upearned gramts of land to railroad companies or other cor-
porakions should be zeclaimed. - . :

ath. Years of inaction and treachery on the part of the Republican, an
Democré.ﬁc paxties have resulied in the present Teignm of mob law; apd we
demand that every cilizen
tional tribumgls. -~

. gth. Al men should be protected by law in theirzight fo one dayofrest

in sevemw- . .
19th. Arbitrationis the wisestand most ecoromicatand bumane method

of settling nancmal difierenices. . .
11th- Spscalations in margins, the cornering of grain, money 2nd pro~

ducts, and the formation, of pools;
advancement of prices should be seppressed.

12th. We pledge that the Probibition Party, elected to power, will - -

ever grant just pensions o Gisabled veterans of the Unien Army and Navy,
their widows and: orphans. : )

18th. We stand uneguivoezally for the

posed to any appropristion of public moneys for. sectarian ,schools. We

- detiare that only by united support of such common schocls, taughtin the

English language, can we hope to become and remain a homogeneous. and

harmenions people. T .
14th. We srraign Tﬁ:.e Republican and Democratic Fariies as false - to

the standards-reared by their fonnders; as faithless to the principlesofthe- -

i i ‘s of 1 : ] homage with. the lips; as
{Itustrions leaders of the past to w}:on} the;: do b S e s
recresnt to the higher law which is as infexible in political affaire &s in

ersonzl life; and a8 no longer embodymg_ 3 nerican
geople ar inviting the confidence of enlightened, progressive patriotism.

Their protest against the admission of “‘moral issnes™ info polilies is a con-

session of their own moral degeneracy. The declarstion of an eminent

iiv that municipal misrule is :
i:;h:gm” follows a_fi naturél consequence of such degeneracy, and is
true alike of cities under Republican and D by o
cuges. the other of extravagence in Congressional appropristions, znd both-
are slike guilty. Fach prolests, when out of power,
+the ¢ivil service laws, and each whep in power violates tho law
&nd in spirit. Each professés fealty to the interest of the toiling. masses,

be protected in the right of trml by mqsﬁ@- -

s, trusts and combinafionsfor the-arbitmary————

American public schoal a.m'ipp- )

the aspirstions of the American -

“4the one conspicuous aflure of Ameri- .
emoeratic control. Each ae” = :

ageinst infragtion of =
se, laws.in letter = .-

e sk 2

but both covertly truckle to the monéy péwhinsf éi-:g ‘adminigtration. of
public affairs. Even the fariff issuej<as wpresented r fthe Democratic
Mills Bill and the Republican McKiuley Bill, is no longer treated by them
as an issue between great and divergent prineiples of government, butisa
mere catering %o different sectional and class interests. The atfempt in
any States to wrest the Ausiralian ballot system ﬁ:om,it[s irue puipose,
gnd so to deform it as to render it exiremely difficult for new parties to ex-
ercise the right of saffrage, is an-outrage upon popular government. - The
competition of both old parties for the vote of the slums, =nd their assidir-
ous courting of the liqguor power and subsérviency o the woney powet,
have resulted in placing those powers in'the position of praciical mrbifers
of the destinies of the nation. We renew our profest agatist thése pefilous
tendencies, and invité all ciiizens to join os'in the upbuilding of 2 party
tbat has shown, in five nationsl-campaigns, that it prefers femporary defeat
“to wn abandonment of the ¢laifg of justice, sobriety, personal rights ‘ahd
tire prolection of American homes. T

15¢h. Recogrizing and declaring that Prohibition of the Yguor traffie
has become the dominant issue #h nationsal politics, we mvz[i:e to foll paxrty

~-—feHowship all those who, on this one dominant issue, are with usagrééd; in

the full belief that this Party can and will remove Secﬁol‘zal differénces,
promote nationsl unity #nd insure the best welfare of our a'nﬁre latid.
K

Dicta of the T. S. Supreme Court.

““No legislature can .bargain away the public healthior the public
mérals. The people themselves can not do it, muchless their servants. ., . .
Government is organized with z view to their preservation, and can.not
divest itself-of the power to provide for them.”—Stone vs. J[l’ﬁssirseippi1 101
. 5, 818, . - ) P

- “Tf the publit safety or the public inérals reqiire the discontinuants of

" any mantfachute or traffic, the hand of the legislstiire-can| not be &tayed

from providing for its disconfinuanee by any incidental |intonVentence
which individuals or corporztionssnay sitffer.”=-Beer Co. 8. Massachisetis,
8711, 8., 32. - o

““The State-cannot by any contract imi$ the exercise o?f her power to
the. prejudice of the public heslth and the public morals.’—Butchers’
Union Co. va. Crescent City Co., 111 U. 8., 751

“There 18 no inherent right ip a citizen to thus sell mtoxzcai:ng Fquors
by retail; 1t is mot 2 privilege of & cltizen of a State or of a cilizen of the
‘United States.”—Crowley ve. Christensen, 187 T. 8., 86. .
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TO THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON '

- INITLATIVE BILL No 3, State-Wide Prohibition,

is one of the questions to be voted on at the general

E.LECTION to be held NOVEMBER 3 ]9]45-

. onIy E AIR that each voter shaﬂ be fuﬂy ad—A
vxsed of the FACTS.

In thls booklet WIH“

MENT S, for and agamst.

the.ngh:t of suffrage.

ABLE

the questmn carefuﬂy It merits careful study, for the

1ssues involved strike hOme to every citizen.

Thxs is NOT an appeal to PASSION OR PREJU-
DgCE Read and’ giean the facts for yourself. DO
YOUR OWN THINKING »

_ eund a copy of the PRO- -
POSED LAW together Wzth the OFF ICIAL ARGU-.
Thls is THE RECORD;
and:SHOULD BE READ by every person exercising

g _The ISSUES INV OLVED are set forth FAIRLY ,
and IMPARTIALLY -Evidence is submltted from__
the MOST COMPETENT SOURCES AVAIL-

" READ the BILL and the ARGUMENTS. STUDY -

READ SECTION
|15, STUDY ITS

PROVISIONS. -

Read Section 7.

Study It Closely.- -

NEREAS

Read Sections 11

. and 14,

........

hqnors, i PROHIBITNG THE

. MANUFACTURE, kepmg,,sa}e and
,dzsposmon thereof, ejneptin cerkalsd >

.cases, .the soliciting and taking of |
orders therefor, the. advertisernent

staetenients- for the purpose of ob- |
taiming- the same, declaring certain !
places to be nuisances and provid- |
ing for.theic abatament, regulating
the keepmg SALE AND DISPOSI-
TION® OF INTOXICATING LI~
" QUORS BY. DRUGGISTS AND
PHARMACISTS, THE PRE-

- SCRIPTICN - THEREOF EBY’

PHYSICIANS, the transportation
theteof,” " and provzdzng for

tion thereof, prescribing”  the
powers. and dutxes of certzin of-
ficers, and the forms of procedu:re
and the’ rules of evideice in cases
2nd prcceedmgs hereu_uder and
fixing, penalties for violatons here-
of, and the time when this act shall
take effect. Be it enactéd by the

~people of the “State of: Washington:”

“Section 1. Thls ‘entire act shall |
be deemed” am-exercise of the police-
power of the state, for the protection

of the economic welfare, health, peace

and morals of thé people of the state,
~and all of its provisions shall be lib- |
erally construed for the accomplish- |

ment of-that purpose.

A What It ngclﬁdes.

“Sec.- 2. The. phrase ‘Gntoxdcating

ligizor,” wherever used in this act,
shall be held and construed to include
whiskey, brandy, gif, rum, wine, zle,
beer and any spiritdous, vinous,-fer-
mented or fmalt'liquor, and EVERY

_other LIQUOR OR.LIQUID CON-

the |-
search for'and. Seizure and destruc-

|
thereof and the making of falsc§

TAINING INTOXICATING PROP- .
ERTIES, -which is capable of being !

used =25 a beverage,
MEDICATED OR NOT, and 20l
liquids, whether proprietary, patented

355008

EDUCH

WHETHER |

'__Fhe Joker is .

'—i'hére. e

Read Section 15,

- Read it carefully.

So long as the
appetite 1for
Hquor rematus,
means for

satsfying the

appetite will be
found. Education -
is the remedy

and not force. .

Read Sections 7
and 135,
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Stipments of
liguor froem I
withont the state -
are mnot limited .
to the permit
provision of
Section 13.

Read Sections 7
and 15.

If & ds a crime
to manufacturs
and sell Kquor it
is a crime to
buy it and drink
it Imitdative
"Bill Neo. 3 38
only aimed at
the mannfacture

*'in this state

and encourages
the purchase

from other states.

or not,. which contain any alcohel,

 swhich are’ gap

beverags, -
“Sec. 3. The word pe:rson, wher-

 ever wsed in“this ach shall be held
 and comstrued to. mean and include

natural persoss, firms, copartnershxps
and corporations, and all 2ssociations
of natural persons, whether acting by
themselves or by 2 scrvant, ageﬂt or
employe.

Closes Brewenes.

“Sew 4. If shall be UNLAWFUL
for any person TO MANUFAC-
TURE, sell, barter, exchange, give
away, furnisk or otherwise dispose of
any intoxicating ligmor, or to _keep
any intoxicating liquer with intent to
sell, barter, exchange, give away, For-.
nish or otherwise dispose of the same,
except as in this act. promde& Pro-

vided, however, that it shall znot be— -~

unnlawiul for a person to give away in-
toxicating Hquor, to be drunk on the
premises, to 2 guest. in his private
dwelling or apartment, which Is not a
place of public resort. -

“Sec. 5.
any person owning, leasing, reating or
occupying any premises, bmldmg,#ve-
hicle or boat to knowingly permit in-
toxicating liguor to be manufactured,
sold, bartered, exchanged, given-2way,
furpished or otherwise disposed of In
‘yiclation of the provisions e_f this act,
or to be kept with-infent to sell, bar-
ter, exchange, give away, furnish or
otherwise dispose of the same. in vio-
{ation of the provisions of this act
thereon or therein; and 21l premises,
buildings, vebicles and boats whereon
and wherein intoxicating ILiguor is
menufactnred, sold, bartered, ex-
chznged, given awey, furnished or

otherwise disposed of or. kept with in-

tent to sell, barter, exchange, give |

-a2way, furmish or otherwise dispose of

the same in viclation of the provisions -

of this act, zre commion nuisances,
and may be abated 28 such, zud upon
conviction .of the owner, Iessee, ten-

It shall be nulawimt for

great cause of-
political contro-
versy to the
exclusion of con-
sideration of
more serions

and vitally
important
subjects.

Read Section 29.
Another Joker.

carry in from.-
without the state.
«IN EXCESS”
of one-half
galion, 12 quarts
or 24 pits.

 Intiafive Bill
No. 3 destroys
local self-
‘government. and
replaces the .

present adequate

local option.law
with a system

- that is impossible

of eoforcement.

Read Section 1L

fn:itiaﬁve Bill- .
bt ?. 3 offers a2
premivm on.
Bblackmail and -
perjury.

ant or occupant of any premises,
building, vehicle or boat of a viola-
tion of the provisions of this sectiom,
the conrt shall order that such muis-
ance be abated, and that smch prem-
ises, building, vehicle or boat be
closed until the owner, lesses, tenant
or occupant thereof shall give bond,
with .2 sufficient surety to be ap-
proved by the court making the or-
der, in the penal sum of one thousand
dollars, payable to-the State 6f Wash-
ington, znd conditioned that Intoxi-
cating liquor will NOT thereafter BE
MANUFACTURED, sold, bartered,
exchanged, given awauy, furnished or
otherwise disposed of thereon znd
therein, or kept thereon or-therein,
with intent to sell, bartés, exchange,
give away or otherwise dispose of the
same comtrary to law, 2nd that he
will pay all fincs, costs and dama; ges

that may be assessed zgainst him for ~
- any- violation -of-this-act;—and-in-case -

of the violation' of any conditon of
such bond, the whole amount may be

* recovered.as a pemalty, for the use of

the county wherein thé premises are
situated; and in all cases where any
person has béen convicted before a
justice of the peace of 2 violation of
the provisions of this section, 2nd mo
2ppezl has been taken from such con-
viction, an Information or complaint

" may be filed in the Superior Court of

‘the county in whick such convicHon
was had to abate the nuisance, and in
any such action, a certified copy of
the records of such justice of the
peace, showing such conviction, shall
be competent evidence of the existence
of such nuisznce.

“Sec. 6. It shall be nnlawtul for any
person to take or solicit orders for
the purchase or sale of amy intoxi-
cating liguor, either In person or by
sign, ¢rcalar, letter, poster, hand Bill,
card, price IHst,’ advertisement or
otherwise, or to DISTRIBUTE,
PUBLISH or DISPLAY ANY
ADVERTISEMENT, SIGN:-OR
NOTICE, NAMING, REPRESENT-

—_— 5=

i Prohibitdon

: means high °

i taxes, idle men,

lost revenues,

| vacant buildings,

{ barren hop yards

| and barley fields,

| business stagna-
ton, fake drug -

"I stores and. busy

boo'dcggezs,

' Read Section 13.

|
|

'READ THE

|BILL.

. Initiative Bill
No. 3 makes
county auditors,
druggists and
xphysicians liguor
\dzspensors for .-
the state, with
boctleggcrs,
runder guise of
mectiics, 2
'assistants,. | -
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Initative Bill-

-No. 3 prohibits
-legiimate mano-

facture -with ifs

. vast pay .roll and

encourages the
ilficit making

of ‘vile substi-
tutes for properly
manufactured
government- .
inspected ligmor.

READ THE BILL.
' - OR EROM SELLING-ALCOHOL

Read Section 14.

Initiative : Bill

No. 3 gives every

officious meddle-
somie person an
‘excuse to have
his nese in

- someone’s else

business. - -

ING, DESCRIBING, OR REFER-
RING TO THE QUALITY OR
QUALITIES OF ANY INTOXI-
CATING ILIQUOR, or giving -the
name or address of any person manu-
facturing or dealing in intoxicating
liguor, or stating where any such
Hquor may be obtained.

Bootleggers’ Opening.
“Sec.7. NOTHING I¥ THIS ACT
SHALL BE - CONSTRUED 70

PROHIBIT A REGISTERED

"DRUGGIST OR PHARMACIST
FROM SELLING INTOXICATING |
LIQUOR FOR MEDIGINAL PUR-~

POSES, UPON THE PRESCRIP-
TION OF A .LICENSED PHYSI-
CIAN, as herein provided, OR
FOR SACRAMENTAL PURPOSES,
TPON THE ORDER OF A
CLERGYMAN,. as herein provided,

FOR MECHANICAL OR CHEM-
ICAL PURPOSES ONLY; but it
shall be unlewinl for.such drnggist
or pharmacist to permit any sach
Hquor to be drunk upon the premises
where sold. Every DRUGGIST or

PHARMACIST selling intoxiceting .

Lguor' or alcohol for ‘the purposes
above provided shall keep z true z2nd

-exact record in 2 book provided by

him for that purpose, in which shall
be entered at the time of every sale
of intoxicating Hquor or zicohol made
by him or_in or about his placé of

‘business the date of the sale, the

name of the purchaser, his place of
residence, stating the street znd
house number( if there be such), the

" kind, quantity and price of such Hquor

or alechol and the purposes for which
it is sold, and, when the sale is for

.MEDICINATL OR SACRAMENTAL
purposes, the name.of the PHYSI.
.CIAN issuing the prescription or of

the CLERGYMAN giving the crder

- therefor, "and, when the sale is of

alcohol for mechanical gr chemical
purposes, the purchaser shall be re-
quired to sign the record of the sale

e

Initiative Bl
Ne. 3 permits

druggists to sell - -
unfimited
-quantities of

alcohol for
mechanical
and chemical

. purposes. -

Bootleggers
could drive

4 team of horses
throughk this hole
in the proposed
law. . - -

"Read Secnons 7
and 15.

* Study Sections 7,

11, 13, 14, 15, 27
znd 29.

The individual

- must elect of his

own free will

10 be temperate.

Intdative Bil-
No. 3 applies:
no such rule.

This search and
seizure clause of
Initative Bi

No. 3 in its intent

Is identical with
the “writs of
assistance” which
was one of the
great camuses of
the American
Revolation.

The American
love of personat
liberty was no
higher developed
then that it is
today. -

READ THE BILL.

Rezd Sect:ons 14
and 27.

ia the book. Whenever any DRUG-
GIST OR PHARMACIST fills a pre-

scription for intoxicating liquor, he! .
shall cancel the same by writng|’
©.across the face thereof, in ink, the

word: ‘cancelled,” with the date on |
which it was presented amd filled, and | |
shall kep the.same on file, separate\
from other prescriptions, and no such |

prescription shall be filled again. Such |

- book ‘and 2ll prescriptions for intoxi- |

cating Bquor filled shall be open to |
inspection by amy prosecuting attor- |
ney or city attorney, judge or justice |
of  the .peace,- sheriff, constable, |

marshal - or other police officers, or i .

mexnber of the city or town coundil. |
It shall be unlawiul for-any druggist ;

.or_pharmadist to fail or meglect to

keep such record, or io destroy or in
any way alter any such record er
entry therein or any prescription flled,
or to permit or procure the same to be

spection thereof to any person entitled

_.destroyed or zitered, or io refuse in- ]

to such inspectiom, or to fzil or neg- '

lect to cancel any such prescription,

‘or to refill any prescription or to seil

intoxicating liquor for medicinal pur-
poses except om a wriiten prescrip-
tion of a Hcensed physician, or for
sacramental purposes without an’or-

- der signed by 2 clergyman, or to sell

zny alcohol for mechanical or chemi-
cal purposes without obtzining the
signature of the purchaser: Provided,
that nothing herein contained shall be
constried to prohibit the SALE BY

A DRUGGIST OR PHARMACIST

CF SUCH' INTOXICATING
LIQUOR AS MAY BE NEEDED
BY OR FOR A SICK PERSON IN
CASE OF EXTREME ILENESS
where delay may be dangerous to
the patient. A druggist or pharmacist
who has been comvicted of 's&ling in-
toxicating liquor or for any-other act
in violation of this section, shall not,
within two years .thereafter, either
personally or by agent, sell intoxicat-
ing Lguor for any purpose whatso-

. ever; and tupon a second conviction of

a violation of the provisions of this -

—_— 7

Prohibition is
less respected
in states where.
it is on the
statute books
than any law
ever written, .
It makes lars
ont of men and
‘women,

Read.Sections 7;
14 a.\;{d 27.
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If it'is 2 crime
to sell Hiquor 3t
is a crme to
drink i, and in
all prohibition-
states 2 majority
do ope or the

other.

READ THE BILL.

Initiative Bill
No. 3 wonld de-
stroy $4,860,000 .
. of anmiutal rentals.

Read Sections 7,
11 and 15.

Read Sections 15
and 2% .

section, such druggist or pharmacist
shali forfeit his right to practice
pharmacy, and the justice of the peace
or Snperior judge before whom such

druggist or pharmacist is convicted ~

of a second.viclation of this section
shall so adjudge, and shzll send =z
copy of such judgment to the Board
of Pharmacy, who, wupon receipt
thereof, shall forthwith cancel the
license of such druggist or pharmacist,
and no other license shall be issumed
by the Board of Pharmacy to such
druggist or pharmacist within two
Years from the date of such ancel—
lation. - R

Liquor Prescription. -
“Sec. & It shall be unlawful _fd}’ 20y
ficensed pHysician to issue a préscrip-
tion for intoxicating Hquor except in
writing, or in any case, unfes he has
good Teason to. belzeve th.at d:c person

.and that the LIQUOR’ IS "RE- .

QUIRED AS MEDICINE. Every

prescription for intexiceting Hquor

shall contain the mame and address of
the physicizn, the name and guantty
of liquor prescribed, the name of the
person for whom presmbed., the date
on which the prescription : is written, _
and directions for the mse of the

Hguor so prescribed. Upon the con- .

viction a second time of any Iice_nsed

physician of a violation of the pro- .

visions of this section, it shall be i~
lawfsl for such physician thereafter
to write any. prescription for the fur-
nishing, delivery or sale of intoxicat-
ing liguor, and it shall be unlawful for
any druggist or pharmadist to Imow-

» ingly fill any such presmptton wnt—

ten or signed by any physician’ who
has been comvicted the second time of
a violztion of the provisions of this
section ) ’ _' o

“Sec. '9,. Thé issnance of an im-
ternal revenne special tax stamp or re-
ceipt by the United States to any per-
son as 2 retail dealer in intoxicating.
lignor, shall be prima facle evidence

— 8 — -=

Initiative Bill
No.3isnota
tempel‘ance
measure.

It encouragés
intemperance.

Initiative Bill
No. 3 would de-
stroy 81 trades.

BILL.

Read Sections 14
znd 27. '

Initiative Bill
No. 3 permits
mvasion of the
home without

- just cause to
satisfy the
jealous whim of
any political
business or
social eneray.

Read Sec&ons 7,
15 and 29.

‘The poor fan -
may have his -

beer, bmtthe oost«

‘The rich man,

- with his wine
" cellars, is not -

hurt,

of the sale of intoxicating Xquor by
such person at the place of business
of such person where such stamp or
receipt is posted i, at the time, the
stamp or receipt is in force and ef-
fect; PROVIDED, THAT THIS
SECTION' SHATI NQT APPLY
TO DRUGGISTS. A Copy of such
stamp or of the records ¢f the United
States Internal Revenne Cffice cer-
tified to by any United States In-
ternal Revenue officer, deputy or as-
sistant having charge of such records
or stamps,  which shows that the
United States special Hquor tax has
been paid by any persod charged

" with selfing, bartering, exchanging,

giving away, furnishing or otherwise
disposing of intoxicating liquor. in

viclation of this act, shall be compe- .

tent and _Qﬁmz facde cviden;e-that
the person whose name appears on

_said records or stamp,.as shown by .
“said certified copy, has pa_ld the.
. special liquor tax for the time stated

therein,

“Sec. 10. It shall be unfawiul -for
any person -to -directly or indirectly
keep or maintein by himsel or by
associating with others, or to i any
mantier aid, assist or-abet in keeping
or 1paintaining any club houmse or
other place in which fntoxicating
Liguor is received or kept for the pur-
pose of use, gift, barter or sale or for
the purpose of distribution or division
among the mcmbers of any cdub or
assodation. . -

- Search Homes.i

“Sec. 11. If, upon the sworn com-
plaint of any person, it.shall be made
to appear to any judge of the Superior
Court or justice of the peace that
there is PROBABLE CAUSE.TO
BELIEVE THAT INTOXICATING
LIQUOR IS EBEING MANUFAG-
TURED, sold, bartered, exchanged,
given away, furnished or otherwise
disposed of or kept in violaton of the
provisions of this act, such justice of
the peace or judge shall, with or

. - without the approval of the prosecut- .,

—_—

.‘[

|
|
|
|
|

}Iniﬁnhva Bill
{No. 3 legalizes
‘the shiprment of
‘enough Lquor
|from without
the state every
thenfy days to

. ‘keep the person

same dronk

}recexvmg the
three weeks.

READ -THE

Read Section 25.
I .

|

Initiative BAL =
No. 3 promotes -
the use of “Wild
Cat” liguor, the
Hind that is

~ made by fake

d‘nzggists.
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Prohibition de-

prives men and
women of em-
ployment.

It was never -
designed ‘to

_ -prokibit liguor

drmk:mg among

the rich.

Study Section 15.

Read Sections 14

and 27.

Read Sections 15 -

and 20, -

Take away from ..

the individual his
personal Hberty,
and he will soon
lose all élse
worth having.

Initiative Bill

_No. 3 would

close all Wash-
ington breweries,
but permit beer
shipments from
other states. .

Read Section _-7._ X

ing attormey, ISSUE A WARRANT

DIRECTED TO ANY PEACE OF-

FICER IN THE COUNTY, COM-

MANDING HIM TO SEARCH THE
PREMISES designated and deseribed
in such complaint and warract, and

"TO SEIZE &l intoxicating lgnor

there found, together with the vessels
in which it is comtained, and all im-
plements, furnifure and “fixtures used
or kept for -the illegal manufacture,
sale, barter, exchange, glving away;
furnishing” or otherwise disposing of
such ligmor, and to safely keep. the
same, and to make  return of said
warrant within three days, showing
21l acts and things done thereunder,

with 2 particular statement of all ar- -

ticles seized and the nameé of the per-

-son or’ persons- 131 Whose possess*mn
the_same were found, if any, and if -

no person be found in the possession
of s2id.articles,.ihe return shall so

state. A copy of said warrant shall

be served-upon the person or persons
found in possession of zny ‘such.im-

_toxicating liquor, furniture or fixtures

so seized, ‘and if no person be found
in the possessmn thereof, a2 copy of
said warrant shail be postéd on the

- -door of the building or room wherein
" the same are found; or, i there beno-

door, then in any co‘_sprmous Dla.ce
upon the premises.

“Sec. 12 Upon the return of 'fhe
warrant as provided in the mext pre
ceding section, the judge or Justice
of the peace shall.fix a time not Iess
than ten days, and mot® more than
thirty days thereafter; for the heating
of said return when be shall proceed
to hear and determine whether or not
the articles so sazed, or any part
thereof, were used or # any mdmmer

- kept or posseascd by any person-with

the intention of violating 20y of the
provisions of thig act. At such heat-
mg, any person claiming any Taterest
in aay: of the articles. seized may ap-
pear and be heard upon filidg a writ;
ten -claim | setfing forth- parbculzrly

" the character and. extent_of his in-
terest, but wpon such hearing the

30—

ligoor question -
for themselves. -

"Under local

option, a com-
munity may have -
more effective

" prohibition of

the Bguor traffic
than can be
secured '
through the -
operation of
Initiative -

community can
stop the sale of
Yguor in that

copmmunity, so
far as it can be
stopped by any
law, and it does
not fequire the
destraction - of
mdustnes, Iaber,
pay roll and”
rhackéts to the’
extent that wonld
be bronght gbout
by the passage
of Initiative Bill
No. 3. -’

-Initiztive Bl

. No."3 would

destroy =t
$4,000,000 of . -
anm}ai.renfz]s

Note the. words

“IN-EXCESS".m

Sectxon Z0.0 .

Ey

Initiative Bill

No. 3 mzakes the

individual pay

for theé privilege

of using lignor
instead of the
manufacturer -

and dezler paying

for the right to
make and. sell it

READ THE BILI«

Read Section 1s.

Initiative B
No. 3 spedfically
exempts the
manafdcture -

and sale of lmfcr—
mentéd -Fruit -
juice. Any f;mt

- juice cdn'be -~ -

fermented fo 15.
per cent alcohol

by 2 véry sigiple

process _'and;at .
ng expense.

sworn complaint or affidavit upon
which the search warrant was issued
and -the possession of such intoxicat-
_ing Iiquor- shall constitute prima facie

evidence of the contraband character-

of the lignor and articles seized, and
the burden shall rest upon the claim-
ant-to show, by competent evidence,
his property right or interest in the
articles cleimed and thet the same
- were not used in the violation of any

".of the provisions.of -this act, and-

- were not in any: manzer.kept or pos-
sessed with the m"’entioa: of viclating
any of the provisions of this act. : If,
upornr such hearing, the #vidence war-

.rants, or i mo persom shall appear

. as claimant, the judge or justice of

the peace -shall thereupon enter a
judgment of forfeiture, and order stich

articles- destroved forthwith: Pro-. .

vided, however, ‘that if in the opinion
of the justice of the peace or judge,

_any, of such forfeited articles other

- than intoxicating hq_uot are o‘ value

and adapted to any lawfal use, such -

_judge or justice .of the .peice shall
as 2 part of the order and jndgment
direct that-said azticles other thau
mto:ucatmg liquor, shaJl bé -sold- as
upon execution by the officer hz:nng
them in custody.and the proceeds of
sach sale after the payment of zll
‘costs in the proceeding shall be paid
int6 “the common school fund of the
school "district in which the same
were seized. Action under.this sec-

tion and the forfeiture, destruction or

sele’ of aiy articles thereunder shall
1ot be 2 bar fo any prosecuﬁon uader
dny - othe;' Apronsmn or provisions of

. this act.

Informers Wanted..
 #Sec 13, Im any action or proceed-
‘ing nnder this act of uader -any other
law relatitg to’the mnlewful dispdsi-
tion ~or  possession ‘of intoxiceting

- Hiquor, mo person shall be - excused

from fest:fy1;1g in ‘any cdurt or before
asiy grand Jury on the ground that
his ._&txmony may incriminate bim,
“but no person shall ‘be prosecited or

—11-

_If it is right to

| buy Liquor from
other states and -
| Washington

|it is dight to
make it at home,

“ifrom home-grown
- | products zhd

by home labor.

Read Section '7.

Read-Sections 7,

11 13, 14, 15, 27
andZQ. B
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In probibition
states men and
women aid and
abet violators

of the law.

This engenders
disregard for all
law. Initiative
Bl No.3is
oppased to every
principle .of
American gov-
ernment. It con-
fiscates property
and destroys
personal Hberty.

READ ’rHEf:s_zm .

“Initistive Bl
-No. 3 would have '

8,300 men Iook-
ing for, jobs now
held by others.

punished on accoust of any transac-
ton or matter or thing concerniag
whick he shall be compelied to testify,
nor shall such testimony. be used
against him in any prosecution for any
crime or misdemeanor, under the
laws of this State.

For Meddlers.

“Sec. 4. ANY CITIZEN OR OR-
GANIZATION WITHIN THIS
STATE MAY EMPLOY ANY AT-
TORNEY ‘TO ASSIST THE PROS-

" ECUTING ATTTORNEY IN ANY

ACTION OR PROCEEDING UN-
DER THIS.ACT, znd such attorney
shall be recoguized'by the prosecuting
attorney and the court as associate
counsel in the case, and NO PROSE-
CUTION SHALL BE DISMISSED
OVER THE OBJECTION - OF
SUCH ASSOCIATE COUNSEL un-
til the reasoms of such prosecuting
zttorney for such- dismissal; tbgéther

" with the objections of such associate
- counsel, shall have been filed in writ-

ing, argued by counsel znd fvlly con-
sidered ‘by the court

Meay Ship quucr Into the

State. 7
“SEC.15. THE COUNTY. AUDI-
TOR OF EACH COUNTY WITH-

"IN THIS STATE SHALL PRO-

CURE AND KEEP, AS A PART

OF TEHE RECORDS OF HIS OF- -

FICE, A WELL BOUND BOOK
OF BLANK APPLICATIONS FOR
PERMITS TO SHIP OR TRANS-
PORT INTOXICATING LIQUOR.
ANY PERSON DESIRING TO

" SHIP OR TRANSPORT ANY IN-

TOXICATING LIQUOR. SHALL
PERSONALLY APPEAR BEFORE

THE COUNTY AUDITOR. AND

SHALL FURNISH HIM .THE
NECESSARY INFORMATION TO
FILL IN A BLANK. APPLICA-
TION, WHICH APPLICATION

SHALL CONTAIN' THE NAME

OF THE APPLICANT, THE
STATEMENT THAT HE IS OVER

12— _' J -~'4

Intiafive Bill
No. 3 would

destroy. personal
lberty., Under

its provisions

your home-may .
be searched, your

taxes doubled

and more liguor, .

and worse liguor
sold.

“Read Sections 15

and 29.

READ THE
BILL. "

Initiative Bill -

No. 3 would
cause endless
political strife.

‘The Search and

Seizure Clause
2nd the B
clause making

every citizerl an

officer, are . - .
destructive of |
our form of .
government.

John D .Rocke-
feller contributed
$100,000 to the

. Anti-Saloon

League. .

Read Sections 4,
11, 13 and 27. -

" 'READ THE BILL.

Prohibition Is not
in accord with
the teachings of
the Bible. .
The Bible does
teach modera-

. tion. -Imitiative

Bill No. 3 is the
enemiy of -

moderation.

TWENTY-ONE YEARS OF AGE,
THE PERSON,.FIRM OR COR-
PORATION FROM WHOM SAID

SHIPMENTISTO BEMADE, THE"

PLACE FROM WHICH SAID
SHIPMENT IS TO BE MADE,
AND TO WHAT POINT THE
SAME IS TO BE MADE, A STATE-
MENT THAT.TEE APPLICANT
1S NOT THE HOLDER OF ANY
INTERNAL REVENUE SPECIAL
“TAX STAMP OR RECEIPT FROM
THE UN. ITED STATES GOVERN-
MENT, AUTHORIZING HIM TO
SELL OR DEAL IN INTOXICAT-
ING LIQUOR, AND A STATE-
MENT THAT HE  HAS NOT

THERETOFORE BEEN CON-.

VICTED OF ANY VIOLATION
OF FTHE.LAWS OF TEE STATE,

RELATING TO INTOXICATING -

LIQUOR. SUCH FACTS SHALL
BE INCORPORATED BY TEE

- -COUNTIY.AUDITOR IN.ONE O® = |

SAID BLANK APPLICATIONS,
AND SAID APPLICATION SHALL
BE SIGNED BY THE.APPLI-
CANT AND SWORN TO BY HIM
BEFORE THEE COUNTY AUDI-
TOR OR HIS DEPUTY. UPON
THE APPLICANT SIGNING SAID

APPLICATION AND TAKING .

THE NECESSARY OATH THERE-
TQ, THE AUDITQOR SHALL. IS-
SUE A PERMIT FOR THE SHIP-
MENT- OR TRANSPORTATION
OF INTOXICATING - LIQUOR.
SUCH PERMIT  SHALL . BE
PRINTED TUPON SOME SHADE
OF RED.PAPER, AND SHALL BE

SUBSTANTIALLY IN THE FOL-

LOWING FORM:
“STATE OF WASHINGTON,)
“COUNTY OF . _.__.___*) -

at

is hercby PnR’M‘ETTED TO SHIP or

transport ﬁ-om_m., in the

state of O,

in.the county of ... State
of Washington, INTOXICAIING
LIQUOR, to-wit: —

D — 13—

R.ead Sections 7,
i1, 13,714, 15,.25,
27 and 25.-- .-
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Prohibition does
" not Temeve the
appetite for
Hguor. It only
changes the
- channel .of
supply.

Tnitiative B
No. 3 wozld

- of $§,cqe,no& .

"READ THE BILL.

- Read Secuons 15 -
and 29, -

(insert kind and quantity, NOT EX-~

CEEDING IN QUANTITY ONE-

HALF GALLON oF INTOXICAT-

ING LIQUOR OTHER THAN .

BEL&R, OR TWELVE QU&R‘I‘S OF'

‘BEER OR TWENTY-FOUR 'PINTS
OF BEER) This perhit can‘only be
‘tsed for osde shipment and will be

-void aft&r ﬂnrty da.ys from the date of

issme.
- “Dated this - day of
...___—____.._______, 19__.___', :
“County Audxtor.

*This pemlt shall: be attached-to
and plainly affixed in a cotnspictions

- place to’any package of parcel con-
" taining initoxicating Henor, trahsported

. .or.shippéd-within. the State of: Wash-.-

ington, and when so affixed; shall
-authorize any railroad company, ex-
pre._s company, transportation com-
DAy, €OmMMON carrier, or zny person,
firm or corporation operafing .zny
bozt, -launch or vehicle for the trans-

-portaticn of goods, wares and .mer-" -

chandise within the State of Wash-

ington, “to “trandport, " ship “oF iRy

NOT TO EXCEED ONE-HALF
GALLON OF INTOXICATING
LIQUOR OTHER THAN -BEER,
-OR - TWELVE -QUARTS -OR
TWENTY-FOUR PINTS OF BEER.

Any person $0 tramsporting such ine °

toxiceting Lgunor shall, befcre the de-
livery of-such package or parcel of in-

toxicating liquof, camcel said permit .
~ and so deface the same that it cannot

bé nsed agaif, It shall be unlawiul
for any petson to ship, a.rry or frans-
. port 2my Intoxicating liquor ‘within
the state withodt having attached
"thereto or to the package or.pafcel
contzining the same, such permit, ‘or
to tramsport or ship under said permit
an amount in excess of the amdant or.
quantity hereinbefore . imited. - Any
applicant desiring -¢t0 have a permit

- — 14 — : -

Initiative Bl

No: 3 alms a:. Initiative Bill

blow gt home No. 3 is a share
industries. and- . and 2 fraud. .
fncreases the - It is labeled
markets for the - " prohibition, bot
products of - " only prohibits
breweries of opportmities”

other states. for labor..

Read- Sex:tlons
11; 14 2nd 27. .

.READ THE BILL.

isstied to him under the terms hereof

SHAILIL PAY to the county anditor )

issuing the same the sum of TWEN-
TY-FIVE CENTS, which sum shall
be accounted for by such andifor, as
other fees of his office. This section
shall not apply 4o registered drug-
gists or pharpiacists actually.. engaged
in business within the state.

“Sec. 16. It shall be unlawful 'for
any person to take out o, have issted
to him more than one permit as pro-
vided for in the .preceding - secton,’
IN ANY TWENTY-DAY PERICD.

. This section shall not apply to regis-
tered drugg:sts or pharmacists ac-
tually 3 o busmm within the state. .-

Supply-, Drug_glsts.».:.
“Sec. 17.. Aay REGISTERED
DRUGGIST. OR PHARMACIST -ac-

IJ:‘uﬁat:ve Bill
No. 3 says in
effectz - -
“You may have
21l the Hquor
you want, but

N yon must not

tually engaged in business within the -

- -state--désiring- to-transport-or—ship--
any “intoxicating lgmor <within ..this
state, shall make zud file with- the
¢ounty. auditor 2 statement In writing,
under ozth, which stetement shall
contaia the nime of the said. DRUG-
GIST OR PHARMACIST, the pame
.under-whick he transacts busmess, or
i made by thé agefit of @ corporanon
or a co-parimership, shall stite the

. nzme of such corporation, of- co-
partmership, and the officdal position
or comnection of the person maldng
said statement with s2id firm or cor-
poration, the location of the place of
business of said person, frm of cor-
poration; that ke, they or it is regu-
larly engaged in business as 2 DRUG-
GIST OR .PHARMACIST, at such

peint; and that it is necessary from -

time to time -to make-'shipments -of -

intoxicating Hquor;- and: that such .-

Lquor is not to be sold in violation of
the laws of the state, but' is obtained
for tse- for .purposes ‘pérmitted : by

" this law only; that the applicant -for ~
s_uc_h permit or.any of the members -
of said partmership, as a paritmership, =

_ or of the officers, agents .or- servants-
in the employ of saxd corporation and

in charge of its busmess at =uch loca-

B

sgeud your
money at home.

\
l
\

|

R:’ead Secton 15~

Nol3 is fot e -
Prohibition er : ..
'I‘empemnce. 52 -
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Rockefeller
money is back of
Initiative Bill

. No. 2.

READ THE BILL.

" Initiative Bill

No. 3 would
confiscate tax-
able property |
worth $17,000,000-
and give nothing
in retorn. - -

tion, have not been theretofore com-

victed of any viclation of the laws re
lating to .intoxicating liguor of the
State of Washington. It shall be the
duty of the county auditor to file said
application, when properly swora to,
and give the same 2 serizl number,
and thereafter said applicant shall,
from time to fime, as he, they -or it,
desire to make shipments of imfoxi-
cating Hquor for Iawfil purposes, ‘file
with said county auditor a - written
reguest for permits, giving the serial
oumber of said appBcation om file
Such requests need not be sworm to,
but shall be signed -and shall state
the place from which such shipment
is to Be made, and te whom, and the
name =2nd gquaniity of  intoxicating
Hguor to be shipped. - Upon receipt of
such written request from any drug-
gist or phermacist, in good standing,

as - hereinafter- -specified,~said- cotm‘-y—f.

anditor sh:zll issue and deliver to said
druggist ot pharmacist a permit in
substantially the following form:—
“Permit to Druggist or
Pharmacist to: Trans-

port Intox;catmg Lig-

uor. . :
“STATE OF WASHINGTON,) -
- Jss..
“COUNTY OF >

a2 druggist or pharmacist in. good
standing, #s hereby permitted to ship

" or transport from

in ~ the State of Wa.s]ungton,
0. . in the
county of.__..__..__._____, State of
Washington, intoxicating Hguor- mot
exceeding in quz.ntxty_____..._._._.._
(here insert kind and quantity to be
shipped). This. permit can only be

vsed for ope shipment and shzall be.

void after thirty days from the date

of issue. | . o
“Dated this - - d:{y

of..x : L R

 “County Anditor.
16—

residing At o,

Initiative Bl
No. 3 wonld

_ create

bootleggers.

* - Initiative Bill

No. 3 wonld de-
stroy $26,000,000
of expenditures
in Jocal markets
annually, s
addition to the

propertty it wonld
render valueless.

Ipitiative Bill
. No. 3 would

create

_ perjurers.

. Read Sections
11 and 15,

Bootleggers .
would thrive
under Initiative

" Bill No. 3. They

contribute noth-
ing to lzbor or
business.

Read Section 3.

* Initiative B

No. 3 would

destroy revenues,

“Such permit shall be printed upon
ordinary white paper, and the county
auditor shall keep the applications
and requests therefor om file I his
office, and 2s each permit is issued,
shall, as-a part of the records of his
office, endorse on such application
‘Permit Issued’ with the date -of
isste.

“Sec. 18 It shall be unlzwrul for
amy exXpress company, Tzilroad com-
pany or tramsportztion company, or
any persom, engaged in the business
of tramsporting: goods, wares and
merchandise, to knowingly transport
or convey any intoxicating ligmor
within this state, without having "a
permit issued by the county auditor
for the transportation of sich intoxi-
cating liquor affixed in a conspicuots
place to the parcel or package con-
tzining the ligmor, or to deliver such
Liquor without defacing or cancelling
such permit-so that -the-same-canmot
be used again, It shall be mnlawful
for any person to knowingly receive
from any railroad company, express
company, transportation company of

‘amy person engaged in the business of

transporting goods, wares ‘aud. mer-

_chandise any intoxicating liguor: with~

out said intq::im.t;lng liguor having a
permit issued by the county -auditor

.. for such shipment attached thereto
. and properly cancelled.

Druggists Not Limited.
“Sec. 19. No. county anditor shall
issue a permit to any persom or

DRUGGIST OR PHARMACIST who _

‘has been convicted of the viclation of

any of the lignor Taws of the state, or
to any person other than a DRUG-
GIST OR a "PHARMACIST, who is
the holder of an.internal revenfie
‘special tax stamp 61 receipt, Isstted by
the Usnited States Government, per-
mitHing o6f relating to the sale of in-
toxicating lignor, or to dny pecson not
2 registered DRUGGIST OR PHAR-
MACIST who has,  within twenty
days immediately preceding, obtained

—17—

Initiative Bill
No. 3 would
destroy values in
a/single year
amounting to
$43,000,000.

Read Sections 7,
15 and 29.

!

READ THE
BILL.

Rej:ad Seétions
15 and 27.

Injtiative Bill

No. 3 permits the
mvas:on of -
you:r bome.
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Read Section 11.

Under its provi-

-sions your house

may be broken
open at midnight .

 without cause.

READ THE BILL.

Bootleggers are
& menace to
morzls. Inita.
tive Bill No 3’
‘creates boot-
Ieggers,

2 permit for the shipment of intoxi-
cating Hguor.

“Sec, 20. It shall be unlewful for
‘amy person to ship, tramsport or con-
sign any intoxiczting Hguor, or for

any express company, railroad com- .

pany, trausportation company, or any
person engaged in the -business of
transporting goods, wares and mer-
chandise, to knowingly transport or
convey any intoxicating ligmor with-
in this stzte, or for. any. person to

" knowingly receive from any express-
company, railrozd . company, trans-

portation company or any person en-
gaged in the business of tramsport-
ing goods, wares and merchandise any
intoxicating lguozr, umless the pack-
age or parcel containing s_ud: ligqdor
be clearly and plainly marked in large
letters: "THIS PACKAGE CON-

" TAINS INTOXICATING LIQUOR"

“Sec. Z1. Tt shall be unlawinl for

PHARMACIST for the purpose of
obtaining intoxicating liquor or alco-

. hol, or to the county auditor for the

purpose of obtaining- a permit for the
shipment of intoxicating liquor, or to
any railroad, express or transportation

' compamny, OT amly persoxn, engzged in’

the busimess of ﬁ‘ans‘r}ort:mg goods,

~any persom to make z false stotement T - oo
" to = PHYSICIAN, DRUGGIST OR

wares and merchandise for the pui-

pose of obtaining the shxpment, trans-
portatmn or delxvery of any mtox:\cat—
ing liquor. .

" Alcohol Supply.

“Sec. 22. It shall be unlawinl for
any person to -have’in his possession
mote than one-hzlf gallon or -two
quarts of intoxiczfing Yguors other
than beer, or more thawtwelve quarts

_ or twenty-four pints of beer: Provid-

ed, however; thz}:t this section shall’

. not 2pply to. registered PHARMA-

Rcad Se&ioné 'i,
"11, 14, 15 and 27.

- CISTS or to persens keepmg ALCO-
HOL to be used for MECHANICAL
OR CHEMICAL PURPOSES only.

“Sec. 23. In any prosecutlon for the
viclation of any provisions of this act,

;'-18—: T

Initiative Bl
No. 3 would
destroy opportu-
zities for labor .1
and markets for
Washington-_
grown barley

and hops.

Read SeCﬁons 3,
7,15 and 29.

Under Tnitiative-
Bill No. 3, boot- *
.leggers will
make and sell
substitutes for
Iigitor without. :
_ regard to-the age
" of the customer.

~ pot temperance..

‘porchase of
.Bquor without
-the State and

1t shall be competent to. prove that
. -any person had in his possession.more -
than two guarts of intoxicating Eguor
other than beer, or more thaz twelve
quarts of beer, and such possessidn
and the proof thereof, shall be prima
fade evidence that said ligmor was so
held and kept for the pmpoees of un=.-
lawfnl sale or d;spos:ton. -
“Sec. 24&. The provisions of th:s act
relating to the shipment.or Having in
" possession of intoxicating Higuor-shall
not apply. to shipments transported by
any common -cartier - of unbréken
packages of intoxicating ligdor in con-
. tinuous tranusit through--this state
from a point outside of the state to
another point outside of the state ' -
“Sec. 25. The provisions of this act”
shall NOT -be coostrmed to PROY
HIBIT the manufacture of VINE-
GAR, SWEET CIDER or unferment-

Initiative Bill
MNo. 333 not |
prohibition. Itis-

It would destroy -
employment, . --
revenue, regula-.
+ion and markets,
but permit the

drinking of same
within the State.

Rea& Sed:ons 3,
7, 11, 14, 15, 27
and 29. :

- iei e woced FRUIT TUICE for domiestic con--— -

" suthption -or for sale, NOR TO.PRO-
HIBIT THE - MANUF ACTURE
AND "SALE OF DENATURED
S ALCOHQL -
READ THE BILL. - “Set. 26. If amy provz.swn or sec~
B " tion of this act shall be held void or
... wunconstitumtiomal, 2l other provisions .
© and alf - other sections of the act,
which a.re not _éxpressly held to be
void or ‘hconstitutional, shall cop-
finte in full force and effect. i
“Sec. 27. Every juStice of the peace
or supenor judge shall recognize’ and
act uporn -dny sworn complamt of a
violation of this act FILED EY ANY
CITIZEN OF THE STATE iz the
same manner end TO THE SAME
EXTENT "AS THOUGH THE
SAME WERE FILED BY A PROS—
ECG'TING OFFICER_ - B

“Drug oi sts ” -

“Sec.--28. - Within ten. days after

. ‘the.date- when this a.ct has become
Operative, évery person EXCEPT reg-
istered DRUGGISTS AND PHAR-
MACISTS shall rémove or cause to!
be removed 2il mtoxxca.f:ng hq_uor in
his possesswn from the sta.tc,_zmd

Temperance is

attained by seli-
“restraint and not
by force. -

Read Sections =
14, 27 and 29."

—319 —.

f

|

|
|
l
Initiative. BiE.
Wo%. 3 would -
- increase taxes. -

|
|
|

Rcad Sectons 7,
a1, ‘14 15 and 29.

Washmgton s -
hop industry
:mploy:d is,00¢

; persons to pick

thecxop Iast

- season.

The amual pay
roll is 3558 000,
Tnitiative Bill
.Ne. 3 would
dostmy the hcp
mdustry’
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as

No. 3 would breed
bootleggers.. .
Bootleggers sell
Hquer to
children.

Initiative Bill
Neo. 2 would~
bring-a condition
of utter law-
lesness.

Read Sections
14 and Z7.

READ THE BILL.

Initiative Bill -

No. 3 would> - -
- destfoy Tregm- - -

latior. -

“failure so to do shall be prima fadie

evidence that such Iiquor is kept
therein for the purpose of being sold,
bartered, exchanged, given away, fur-

nished or otherwise disposed of idvio-’

lation of the provisions of this act:
Provided, however, that this section
shall oot apply to ALCOHOL XEPT
FOR CHEMICAL OR MANUFAC-
TURING PURPOSES, or to one-half

gallon of intoxicating lquor - other

than beer, or twelve guarts or twenty-
four pints of beer held by an indi-
vidual: and Provided, further, that for
said ten-day period of time, it shall
not be necessary to obtain any permit
or permits for the shipment of any
such intoxiceting liquor, lewfully held
within the state at thé date this act

.goes mto effect, to- pomts ocutside of

the state.

Another Opemng _____ .-

“SEC 29. IT SHALL BE UN-
LAWFUL FOR "ANY PERSON
OTHER THAN A COMMON CAR-
RIER TO TRANSPORT, CARRY

- OR BRING INTO THIS STATE

ANY INTOXICATING LIQUOR
IN EXCESS OF ONE-HALF GAL-
LON OF LIQUOR OTHER THAN

BEER, OR TWELVE QU&RTS‘
OR TWENTY-FOUR PINTS OF.

BEER, WITHIN ANY TWENTY-
DAY -PERIOD. . ~

“Sec. 30. It is hereby made the
duty of the attorney general to em-
force the provisioms of this act, and
prosecute violations thereof in amy
county where the prosecuting aitor-
ney of such county fails, neglects or
refuses to enforce the provisions here-
of and said attorney generzl may as-

sist the prosecuting aticrney of amy -
- county im any prosecutwn for the vio-
. lation .of this act. I

“Sec. 31. Al{ persofis conwcted of
oy '_violatwn of this act where the
punishment theréfor is not herein

specifically provided - shall he pun- .

ished by a fine of not less than fifty
dollars -nor meore than two hundred

_ZO__

Read -Sections 3,

Why vote out

. of dollars of -

Initiative Bill Initiative Measure
No.z_isanact No. 2 says in ef-
favoring brew- fect: “You can

eries outside of
you want, bot

a,gamst those you mist send
within -the State. your money cut of

It would destroy
revenue, pay roll

Washington to

and products of
other stafes.”

7, 11, 14, 15, 27
and 28. )

- . Read Scction 15
Tevenue, voic -
more taxes and -
destroy - millions

property values

and vote in
more Hquar?

The “Permit pro-
15 provides that

legal age may -.
ha.ve 8 gallons. of

quarts’ of b,eer
eack year,

have 2l the Hqguor

pay for the labor

vision -of Section .

each person of. ..

-whzskey or ZI6 - .-

&ty dollars, or by imprisonment-in
the county jail for not less than ten
days nor more than three months, of
by both such fine and imprisonment.

“Sec. 32, A.ny person convicted the
second time of the violation of this
. act shall be punished by a fine of not
less than fifty dollars nor ‘more than

. five hundred dollars, and. by i impris-
onment-in the county jail for not less .

than thirty days nor more thzn six
months; and any person convicted the
third time of z violation of the pro-
visions of-this act shall for such third
and each subsequent wviolation - be

fined not less than two hundred fifty
dollars, nor more than five humdred - -
dollars, and be confined in the coun- -

ty jail for not less than three months,

nor more than one year. Prosecui:.zzg -

attorneys and justices of _the peace
having knowledge of any- previous’

copviction of any persoxn: “deeaSed of T

violating this act shall in prepating
complaints, informations or indict-

ments for subsequent offenses, al’ -

lege such- previous conviction fherein
and =z certified transciipt from. the

R dockct ‘of any justice of the peace

or a certified -copy of the record un-
der seal of the clerk of any court of .

" record shall be sufficient evidence of
any previous comvicton or comnc—

tions of violations of this act

“Sec. 33. This act snaH take EF-
FECT and be & in full force and effect
FROM -and after the FIRST DAY
OF J'ANUARY 1916,

(Endorsed.) -

“State of Washington, ss.

“Filed in the ofice of the Secretary
of State, Jan. 8th, 1914 at 2-38 o’dock

P.

‘“L M. HOWELL,
' Secretary of State.

- ‘Inifiative
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OFFICIAL ARGUMENTS.

The official arguments for and against initiative measure No. 3 are
herewith given in the order in which they were filed with the Secretary

of the State:
INITIATIVE MEASURE NO.3.
STATE-WIDE PRCOHIBITION.
) FACTS, NOT THEORIES, ;
The best .argument for or against State-Wide Prohibltion is the

experience of a state that hastested it out. . The statistics and statements =

of facts herein shown can ‘easily be. verified by addressing- Governor

George H. Hodges, Topeka, Kansas,.and enclosing ‘postage.

Kansas-has had prohibition for thirty (30) jears, and pnder zt, in.
spite of agricuitural disastef, so frequent in earfiéryears zs fo give it

- the name of “Bleeding Kansas,” has become the ’flchest state per capxta
" in the Union. .

Assessed valuation is $1,750 per caprm. Assessed valuation - of
Missouri, z license state adjoining Kanses, is less than $300 per capifa.

Kansas has bank deposits of $120 per capita; Missouri, $20 per -

capita, Kausas under probibition spends $1.48 per capita for liquor;
Missouri under license spends $24 per capita. Every man, woman and.
¢hild in Kansas has just $22.52 more to spend for food, clothing, edu-
cation and-entertainment than the Missourizn. -

In Kansas one farmer in five owns an auto; in Mlssoun, one in ome

himdred.- In Missouri commaon labor recelves $8 00 per wéek. In Kan- -
sas $14 per week. . Why? In Missour thére are 4,000 szloons intG.

which the people pay eighty miflion dollars per- year.

In Kansas there are no saloous. Kapsas creates wealth faster than
any state m the Union. The state tax rate is $1.04 on $1000 In
Washington the state tax is $8.06 on $1,000. -~ - -

-Kansas has 105- counties. ZEiglity-seven have mo msane, nmety—
six have mo inebriates; fifty-fowr have no feeble-pdinded; Hfty- tILee ng
prisoners in jails; sixty-five no prisoners in the penifentiary.”

Kansas has practically no paupers and 25 2 consequence the poor

farms in forty-nine couniies have been turfied.imfo experimental sta- -

tions nnder the control of the State Agricultaral College and are called
Prosperity Farmis. Kansas' death rate is sévenin one thous:md_ Mis-

scmn, seventeen. -
- WHAT A GREAT NEWSPAPER SAYS.

The North American (Philadelphia) says: "‘Semetblng is the mat-
ter with Kansas.” It is found in the. -clanse ih her constu:lrt:{on Wftuch

“The manufacmre and sale of mtoxu:aung Hguors shalI be fcrever
prohibited in this state. -

Tt is this defiance of what other states have 1e,gahzed as 3 “neces
sary” evil that has helped to make her citizéns the.richest per-capitz
in the country amd the richest of any agricultural folk in-the -world
that has given her 4 permanent school fund of $10, 000 000" and ha.s res
duced her illiteracy to an zlmost negligible guaatity. -

Itis thxs insistence upon what slaves of custom always have sneered»

at as 1mpract1cal” that has given her 2 balance of more. than 2 million
and 2 gumaiter in her state treasury znd no bonded debt, save $370.000
‘held by the permanent school fund; this zlone that makes possible the
statement that 98 per ceant of her 400000 school "children never have
seen a saloon.

Yes, something’s the matter with Kansas, Of wha. it is there can
be no doubt in the mind of any unprejudiced observer.| And in view of
the effect in the Sunflower state, there is lttle wonder that an increasing
number of persons beheve that this nation will be past the most danger-
ous rocks in its course when the thing that is the matter with Kansas
is the matter with every square mile of territory from Eastport io Saxx
Diego and from Walla Walla to Key West. |
" Prohibition in Washington would mean increased wealtb, low taxes
and présperity just as it has in Kansas. .
STATE-WIDE PROHIBITION COMMITTEE CF WASHINGTON
(Endorse&)

State of Washmgton——ss_
Fﬂed - the oﬁce of Secretary of State, June 25, 1914, -
.M HOWELL Seaetary of State. ’

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO.'Z !
STATE—WIDE PROHIBIT IO .
see em e — CRACTS, NOT THEORY.-

The State-Wzde Probibition Committee of Washmgton, in its of-
ficial argument in behalf of Initiative Measure No. 3 g;v& what purports
to be statistics concerning conditions in prohibition Kansas. -

These alleged statistics aré taken from speeches made by Governor
Hodges and Attorney-General Dawson -of Kansas, leaders and cam-
paigmers in the cause of prohibition..

The figures quoted arg not taken from a_uy recogmz&d authonty and’
do not state the facts: \

They will-be taken up in tins answer in the order in which they are’
set forth in the argument for the bill. - -

The true value of all wealth, by states per capita, in 1904, the latest .

.report available, is found on page 44 of the Special Report of the Director
of the Census on Wealth, Debt and Taxation,

Kansas is there credited with $1,468, and Washmgton had $1,806 -

at the same time. "In Kansas only $44 per capita were’ exempt from
taxes, while the Washmgton exemptions totaled $112 per capita.” The’
true value of all property in Missouri was $1 147 per capita WIth per
capxta exemptions of $49. - !

S WHAT UNCLE SAM SAYS. J

The report of the comptroller of the curency -up fo Jume 4,. 1913
the latest from the government presses, page 49; shows total bank de-

posits in Kansas per capita of $100.12 with $4.1Z per capm in saviags -

banks. On the same day Missouri had. total deposits per capita of
$137.43 with $12.50 in savings; Washington $129.82 total deposﬂ:s and

$37.62 savings.

_ Kansas, with 1,792,000 persans, governthent estmz‘ate, ‘had 39 881
atrtomobzles o June 30, or one for each 44.9 persons. Wa.shmgton Wlth
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1,362,000 persons on. the samme day had 36,405 auntomobiles, or one for

each 37.4 persons.

There is no way to tell how much Kansas spends per capitz for ‘

liquer as the bootleggers do not “keep books,” but Kansas people do
ship in Yiquor which is registered under the law, aund the reports filed
with the county clerks show total registered individual shipments of
18,000,000 quarts of liquor in 1913, mostly whiskey! 1 !

Insamty in Kansas has more than doubled during twenty years of

prohibition. In 1890 Kansas had 884 insane persons for eacl one .

hundred thousand of its population. In 1910 it had increased to 1722
{see page 76 of the Statistical Absiract of the United States for 1912)

and on June 1st, 1914, the number was 2024. (Report Kansas State’

Board of Control}

The facts are that in 1913 Kansas had 4883 inmates in its county
jails. (Reports of County Sheriffs 1913)) In June, 1914, Kansas had
892 penitentiary mmates and Washington 666. Kansas had 385 reform-
atory inmates and Washington 332. Kansas had 3,427 imsane and

Washington 2,719. Kansas had 448 juvenile delinquents and Washing-
ton 308. -(¥igures taken from reports ‘of the State Board of Control,

Kansas, and State Board of Control, Washington.)

According to a table on page 73 of the Statistical Abstract of the
United States for 1912 paupers per 100,000 in zlms houses on January 1, '

1910, were: .Kansas 43.5, Alabama 34.7, Florida 27.5, Louisiana 11.3,
anesota 33.1, Idabo 29:8,South Dzkota 24.8, and Wyoming 13.

Kansas is not in the registration area, hence the death rate is an .

unknown guantity. The death rate of Missouri is 13.1 instead of 17—
and Washington is 8.9, the lowest in the Union.

. SOME HIGH LICENSE STATES.

Nebraskz; Colorado, Washington, Oregon and California all exceed ’

Kansas in per capita expenditures for educational purposes. Kansas per
capita is $25.63, Wa..lnngton $49.36, Nebraska $28.45, Colorado $33.60,

Oregon $48.29, California $51.87. {See pages 118 and 119 of the Statis-

tical Abstract of the United States for 1912.)
The State-Wide Prohibition Committee in its officizl argument i

behalf of Initiative Bill No 3 gives only one szuthority—Governor

Hodges of Kansas—and he is a rabid prohibitionist.
In this answer the statistics gived are taken from the latest avail-
able Statistical Reports of the Census Bureau of the United States Gov-

ernment, the highest authofity in existence, and from official state rec-
' ords. This state is big enough to decide its own question mthout hav—

ing to go fo the governor of Kansas for dictation.
The citizens of the state of Washington are invited tc address him

" . for such verification. Governor Hodges may, therefore, be called upon

. to answer 350,000 inguiries, the voting population of the state of VJash-

ington. He could not possibly -personaliy answer more than 100 in-
quirles per day. It is therefore evident that the answers have been
2lready prepared by the Anti-Salcom ZLeague.

A pamphlet used by the Anti-Saloon League and mrculated through-
out the state, is evidence of the methods used by the opposition. The man
labeled the “F’mishcd Product” was found after theé entire state had

been _scoured and was made drunk on ligumor bought and paid for and.
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. then took his picture.

f
>

served to him by the Anti-Szicon Leagme. They got him drunk and

l
WOULD DESTROY PROPERTY. | |

Initiative Bill No. 3 would destroy taxable property in this state’
worth more than $17,000,000; wipe out an annual payroll of more than

$8,000,000; -would destroy revenues aud taxes of $2,600,000; destroy 2
hop crop sold last year for $1,320,000 and valued this ye%.r at $1,808,000,
an indusiry employing 15,000 pecple' an annual malt a:ud barley crop of
3,200,800 bushels, $800,000 worth of which is used Ioc[aﬂy* depreciate
the value of 216,000 acres of barley lands and 5,500 acres of hop lands,
causing 2 loss of more than $2,000,000; would lose to the|sta.te more than
$2,000,000 for 300,000 bazrels of beer brewed here and sold in other states
and countries; would lose to business $12,000,600 now spent amnually in
trade channels 2nd would throw 8,300 mlen out of employment and de-
prive 33,200 other persons dependent on them of their bread and butier!

The loss in values caused by such 2 law would reach the stupendous
total of $43,000,000 in a single year! ! !

This is not 2 fight for of against temperanc& Temperance and
pro]ﬁbltlon are not the same. Temperance is self-enforced. Prohibition
is force applied by one set of individuals against ancther set.

The question 4t issue is not moral, for no attempt xs made by this
bill to prevent the use of liguor. T © the contrary it is encouraged under

_Section 15, which provides that every person of legal hge may secure

-one-half gaﬂon of fiquor or twelve guarts of beer every| twenty days.

want but you must not spend your momney at home. You may have a

. case of beer every twenty days, but it must not be madeé by Washington -

1abor, from Washington grown barley or hops i1 a Wa[shmgton brew-
’!’
To the 8,300 men at work in the liquor industry the prohibmomst
says: “You must find employment in other lines. Go put and be bar-

- bers, carpenters, plumbers, teamsters, waiters, clerks, Hod csrners and

bricklayers™—and this is iz a state whose Iabor market is zlready serious-
ly overcrowded_ - i

LOCAL OPTION PREFERABLE. ‘ :

Washmg‘ton has a local option law today under wfuch communities
can eliminate the saloon where such action is favored by|a majority, and
this already has been done.. The licensed saloons in the citiés are under
constant police sapervision and public cbservation; remove them and the
traffic in this state would be driven to secret haunts as| lit is in Kansas
and Maine today. y .

Prohibitory laws do not remove the appetite for iquor. They merély
change-the channel thirough which the supply is received)

Initiative Bill No. 3 would destroy local self-government, and in lo-
calities where a majority of the people are opposed to it, it would create
a-disregard for zll law. -

Initiative Bill No. 3 would destroy police supervision a.nd pubhc ob-

‘servation of the lquor traffic, . [

Initiative Bill No. 3 would place 2 premium on crime. | It would make
Hars and petjurers of men and wowmen as similar legislation has done in
other states. . .
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* - ment, and believe that every self-governed community, which constitutes

Between the years 1900 and 1910 the population of Kansas increased
only 15 per cent, while during the same period the population of Wa.sh—
ington intreased 120 per cent.

The state of Washingtos is inviting tourists of the world to visit thls
commonwealth. Already agitation for prohibition has caused 2 decrease

. im travel. Tourists always avoid a so-called “dry” state.

- Initiative Measure No. 3 would send millions out of thé state annu-
ally for liguor consumed within the state, with no resulting matenal or
mozral compensaﬁon_

The ocean is in front of us. British Columbia is to the. morth. Whis-

. key smuggling and its distribution throngh secret and vicious channels
would fmonopolize all the activities of all the state, county :md mumcipal
law machinery in the impossible task of enforcement.

- BREWERS ASSOCIATION OF THE NORTHWEST,

By Touis Hemncb, President. -

grown within its borders. Washington breweries manufacture a quality
of beer that is second to none in the world, and have built up an export
business valued at over $2 000,000 annually, and brimg that sum back into
this state to be paid out in wages for labor, to cn'cnlate and add to the
wealth of the state.

Every chamber of commerce and commercml club Wlth_—‘lil this state
is maldng an earnest endeavor to induce Immigration and to secure addi-
tional capital for public enterprises. The adoption of law would
force over thirty thousand men out of employment, and compel them to
leave the state or to seek Wc}l’k aionc’ other lines, which are nOw over-
crowded.. - [

’ The prohibitionists quote Kapsas as a model prohibmon smte, and
* rely upon théir perverted facts and figures to establish tﬁe a]leged bene-
ficial effects of prohibition.

WHAT GOVERNMENT REPORTS SA{Y

-The report of the Comptroller of the Currency, _Tune -4, 1913, &age
49, shows total bank deposits i Kansas per capita $100.12 with
per capita in savings banks; Washington deposits, $129.28 per capita,
and $37.62 per capima in savings banks for the same pe:mod_ N
.Nebraska, Colorads, Washingten, Oregon and Cahfo rnig—all exceai :
Kansas I per capita expenditure for educational purposes. Kansas per
“GpiE 15 $2563, Washington $49:36, Nebrasks $28:45; Colorads $33.60,
QOregon $49.29 and California $51.87. (See pages 118 and 119 of the Sta-
tistical ‘Abstract of the United States for 191Z)
- . The government cedsus for 1910, showing popﬁlatmn from 1900 to
1910, shows -an increase for North Carolma of 17 per cent, Tennessee 8
per cent, Maine 7 pet cent and Kansas 15 per cent—all dry -states, while
Washington shows an increase of 120 per cent, the greatest in the Union.
‘This unprecedented increase in the popuiation of the|state of Wash- -
ington indicates that people migrate to & wet state where| there are great
business opportunities, and not to dry_ states,” where restrictive leg-
islative measures create high taxation and business depression, as well
W:ﬂful interference with personal h'berty‘ SR

. SHQULD GO SLOW. . [ ’

.The people of t‘ms state would be wise to exercise care in the leg;s-
lation they demand, znd be slow to adopt pew and radiczl changes in.
their laws. Washington is a new state, with wonderful possibilities, and
the adoption of radical laws will prevent. deveiopment abd be our own
undomg. :

The growing of hops and barley in this state is 6ne of the impoertant _
" industries that would be destroyed by this bill. -The hop crop of the state
of Washington in 1913s0ld for over $1,320,000, and irom[ a consérvative
estxmate placed npon the crop for 1914, the value will exeeed $1,800,000.
“In 1913 there were 15,000 persons employed in plckmg hops, and one-
half of the total value of tlie crop was paid out in Jabor. Washington has.
5,500 acres of land growing hops at this time, valued-at $2,250 0G0,

- I:Lop yards are valued at between $400 and $500 per acre, while this

" same land, without the growth of hops, would have z valite of but $150
to $200 per acte, which means 2 Ioss of over $1,650,000.to ‘the. hop-grower
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- INITIATIVE BILL NO. 3.

STATE-WIDE PROHIBITION.
HONEST FACTS IN OPPOSITION. :

" The history of prohibition, in states where it has been tested, is such. K
that, if proper consideration were given the subject, few persons Would
vote for Imitiative Bill No. 3, which should be properly entitled:. ___. _
.. . “Anp act in favor of breweries located outside of the state, and

.~agamst those within the state employmg Iabor kers, hvmg here, and.
paying taxes here.” .
" - This bill ifnposes upon the citizen, who uses liquor @s a beverage, and
not to excess, & restriction that will engender- dxsregard for this biﬂ
itself, and dmrespect for laws in general .
i It is unnecessary and vicious legislation; asthe state of Washmvton :
- ‘has 2 local option law, under which any community may ehmmate the
- saloom;where such an action s ‘desired- by a majority: "
© Inftiative Bill No. 3 would desfroy local- self-government,- Whmh is
- dear to the heart of every American and represents the basic prirciples .
of our Constitution.
On April 7 of this yea: President Wﬂson reiterated his declaration
made to Rev, Thomas B. Shannon, of Néwark, New Jersey, “Lam in .
_favor of local option, and I am a thorough believer in Iocal Self-govern-

a sotial unit, should have the nght to control the matter of the regula—
tion or the withholding of licedse.”

PERBEITS IMPORTATION, BUT. PROHIBITS MANUFACTURE

" -Section 15 of the Anti-Saloon League Bill No, 3 provides for the pur-
chase of more liquor ontside of the state and the shipment of the same"
into the state than is af present drunk within the state, but nd provwlon ’
is made for the manufacture within the state. .

The Anti-Saloon League makes ample provision for the mportatmn
into the state of lquor of all kinds, but makes 1t a cnme to manufactt}re,
beer within the state. . .
- The State of Wa,shmgton is, geographically, paruculaﬂy adapted 1Q

- the marufacture of beery owmg to the hlgh quality of hops and baﬁey, .
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" erty will have to bear increase in tax levy.
AFFECTS TAXPAYERS.

facturers will not buy hops from 2 prohibition state. .

| crease.

consumption of alcohol : . .
’ The desire of mankind for alcohol will result in the secret manufac-
ture. Every article of food contains alcohol in varying quantities, and a
mixture of sugar and yeast, permitted to ferment, will result in 2 liguid
. from which alcohol can be made, by distilling the same-as water is dis-
tilled to purify it .
The Anti-Szloon League, by Initiative Bill No. 3, seeks to destroy,

political preachers, seeking publicify in the limelight of prohibition, liv-

. ing a transitory existence irom city to city, are united in their efforts to

destroy the brewing, hop and barley industries, . :

People of this age do not confine themselves to the bare necessities

of Life. If they did there would be but few mercantile establishments of
any kind. ’ - .

Five cents spent for a glass of beer is not all profit, and does not go

out of circulation. Five cents spent for beer is divided into many chan-

nels of trade. : ’ :

HOW THE MONEY IS DISTRIBUTED.

The farmer geis his portion for barley and hops. The transportation
companies get theirs for hanling, and pay out a porticn to employes. A
patt goes to expenses for federal, state and municipal governments.

The saloonman pays $25 a year to the government, $25 to the state,
$1,000 2 year to the city. . .

Then come rent, light, heat, state, county and city general taxes,
insurance, salaries, and this is mot all. The various brewery workers
must have their portion of the nickel. All the men engaged in the num-

 erous activities necessary to the production and sale of beer must have
clothing and food, and they pay rent and taxes. ’

Prohibition does not reduce liquor drinking. Its only accomplish-
ment is-to take away revenue and regulaiion and to destroy taxable
property and payrolls. The bootlegger and blind pig take the place of

* the licensed saloon and the taxpayer must make up for loss of revenue
and taxation that is completely wiped out. :

The destructive tendency of the Anti-Saloon Leagne is only crowned
by their impudence when they say to us: “This state of Washington is
in a bad way; it is all run down and on the verge of total collapse; it is
not a safe place to live in or raise a2 family in; it is sending all of its

ER
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and 2 like amount of taxable property lost to the state, and other prop-

Initiative Bill No. 3 does not alone affect hop-growers, but will afféct
tazpayers in an increase in taxes. This bill would destroy the hop and
barley industry, as we would have no market at home, and outside manu-

The annual barley crop of -3;200,000 bushels, of which $800,000.
worth is used per annum locally for malting purposes, would be greatly’
decreased, and the value of 216,000 acres of barley iand would also de- ;

IniHative Bill No. 3 destroys the Ereviriﬁg industry, wipes.out revenue .
and taxes paid to the state and municipalities, but does not prevent the

and mot to create industries in this state. Its agitators, composed of -

citizens to the penitentiary and insane asylams. “But look to us; we can -

save you and Jft you out of this horrible condition; take-prohibition
medicine and it will cure every iil of man or municipality; it has becn
. ¢ried in Kausas, Maine, Tennessee, North Dakota, North Carolina, and
has worked wonders. Write to the governor of Kansasiand he will tell
you Bow to build up the state of Washington.” .
Then they quote a lot of their self-made figures which are not sus-
ceptible of proof. ] o .
No, “Mr. Anti-Saloon League Doctor,” we do not need your medi~
cine, thank you. We have read your prescription and letiers of commen-
dation, but we think wé are doing quite nicely. We kmow the conditions
in the states you mention and, in ali candor, we do not ke to trade 2s we-
excel in every way, in population, in wealth, in industry, in health, edu-
cation and culture. i : . - [
- STATE HOP GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION,
: Alvin Muehler, President.

ANSWER OF ANTLPROHIBITION
" ASSOCIATION. e

The “best argument” for Initiative Measure No. 3 i an Eastern.yel- -
low journal's scredm, 2 summary of Attorney-General Dawsen’s and
_.Governor Hodges’. Kapsas political speeches, with 2 reguest to write and
ask Governor Hodges if he tells the truth. . .
Dawson’s printed speech, p. 7, not guoted in “argument’ —admits
“that there is some illicit selling in Kansas i$ undeniable,” and p. 14, that
“Tt is often said that prohibition does not prohibit. And that is true.”
The purported “facts”™ are balf truths, the most _vici?us form of spe-
cial pleading. Some Kansas counties “have mo pﬂson‘.ers in jail,” but

some cotmiles are too poor to bave jails.

. WHAT A NEWSPAPER SAYS. .

Ottawa Herald, January 6, 1914, gives jail population im 1913,-3
counties thissing, as 4,883, or 1 in 366.9. Some Kansas counties have no
“poor farms.” The reason is, they “board out” paupers. See p. 182,
second Teport, Kansas Board of Control, Charitable Institutions; p. 385
same report says “there is doubtless a real increase in t?:le percentage of
insanity in Kansas as elsewhere” - ‘ o

Four thousand fve hundred federal liquor licenses;were issued for
Kansas in 1809—one for 344 of populatioan—Rep. Kansas Coll Int. Rev-
enne, 1909. Wet Nebraska, Kansas' neighbor, bad one license for 380
population. In 1913 arrests for drunkemness ran, per 100D, in Coifey-
ville, 20, Topeka, 16.6, Wichita, 16. -

Iezvenworth Times, Jauuary 1, 1914, gave drunkcnness as S0 per
cent of all police arrests. According to.U. S. Census Bulletin No. 163,
Kansas has lowest percentage church membership of twelve North Cen-
tral states. Lt - N

Topeka State Journal, July 8, 1913, showed that 1,300,000 quarts of
Liquor a mohth, 18,000,000 a year, were shipped into the state in indi-
viduzal packages. - : : .
: UNCLE SAM'S REPORT- | - Ce

In December, 1911, U. S. Census Bulletin, Kansas is shown to have
150 convicts for 100,000 population to 108 in Missouri.. Kansas’ assessed
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: Zli;g lv%a.s eff<-:rmente d alcoholic wine—not mere
clix: 12 refers to eyes “Ted with wine”; Ecclesiasties x: 19 to “Wine
-n_:ake“t‘h-merrf’; Isai:;.h v:1i to “wine inflames them” - Proverbs xxx:1- 3
- says “give strong drink unto him that is ready to.fzint and-wine umtd -

valuation per capita is not $1,750. According to p. 44, U. S. Census rep.
ou Wealth, Debt and Taxation, it is $1,468, and Pl\é[issouri is $1,147, ﬁclJ)'c
$300. U. S. Compt. Currency, Rep. 1913, p. 49, gives Kansas bark de-
osits $108.12, not $120, and Missouri $137.43, not $20. Kenmsas had
.12Pper g{%xtab in sac.:vings, Missouri $37.52. . . T
age ¥/6 above Census Rep. shows Kansas spent $402,999 on police
and $116,954 on jeils, to Washingtor’s $232,032 police and $4-1,077Pjaﬂs;
Most of the “best arguments’ ” figures can be exploded by referemce to
Abstract of the Census and other official documents. Above are official

citations. “Best argument” gives none. -
: WRITE TO THE BISHOP ALSO.

. If writing to Governor Hodges, also write Bishop Li]ﬁs, Kansés City: |
Kanses, who—Harper’s. Weekly, December 24; 1910-said : “Absohz%

prohibition has proven impracticable, if not indeed a dismal failure.”

Glowing: assertions of the Anti-Szloon League, giver in the “best

argument,” will also be found fo be dismal fajlures.
A COMPLEX PROBLEM. .

. The liquor problem s the most complex facing hnmanity. Tt is fiot. -
. simple, a5 prohibiticnists claim. No act can dispose of 2 gquestion nvolv-

Ing religion, public and private morals, taxes, revenue, industry, busi-
n_egss, .mental and physical health and welfare, politics.and each.indi-
vidual ) ’ nes.gnt e g

. Prohibition is ui-Christian. Grapes and their natural fermentition
are the Creator’s acts. Christ drank wine and made it at Cana. - Biblical

them that be of heavwy hearts”; while Ephesians v:18 saps, “Be not
drunk with wine, wherein is excess.” These and other texgs skow that

the Creator aand His Son intended- that man .may use alcohol in e *
 form-at will, but In moderation. - 7 o 7 some.

PROHIBITION IGNORES VITAL FACTS. .
Prohibition is unscientific, ignoring vital facts of biology, physiclogs
and psychology, stated by leading authorities, American angc;gfogei{;, W%y(;
oppose prolibition; though agreeing on ‘the evils of alcgholism. - -
" Lombroso on “Crime,” Little, Brown & Co., publishers, 1512, Chap-
ter TTL, says of prohibitory laws that their “lack of success is due es-
pecially to the fact that no repiessive law can accomplish its purpose,

“when 1t runs counter to our instincts.

THE USE OF ALCOHOL INSTINCTIVE. -

“Now among these instincts is that desire for psychic stimulation
such as one may get ffom wine, a need which increases with the progress
of civilization.” Saleeby on “Worry,” N. V., F. A, Stokes Co.,.in chap-

. ter on Worry, Drugs and Drink, calls alcohol “a racial poison,” but days:

“It is’ certain beyond certainty that neither demunciation fior warning,

nor legisiation, nor any other ‘measures whatever will wean mankind as -
a2 whole from its addiction to alechsl” =~ - - ;

Professor Munsterberg, the Harvard psychologist in McCIure’s._.
Magazine says: “To say that certdin evils coms from a-certain source
P —30 — ' S __-" B -

juice. Genesis

suggests only to fools the hasty anuihilation of the source before study-
-ing whether greater evils might not result from its destruction, and with-
ont asking whether the ‘evils might not be reduced, and the good from
the same source remain untoiched and untampered with.”
Kraaft-Ebing, Kiernan, Spitzka and other alienists show that intoler-
ance of alcchel Is an expression of degeneracy. “Such total zbstainers,”
says Dr. E. S. Talbot i his book on “Degeneracy,” “1’eave degenerate
offspring in which degeneracy assumes the type of excess in alcohol as

well as even Iower phases.” . . ;
ALSO UNECONOMIC. - | .
“Prohibition is uneconomic. Federal income tax estimates for 1914,
'$87,000,000. Estimated tax receipts from liquors, $228/000,000. Under
nation-wide prohibition to meet such a deficat, a $25 income tax would
become $62.50. With state-wide prohibition this state’s taxes will in-
crease exactly as'the nation’s would. _ L .
Loss of revenue in one way must be made up in agother: Will the
already over-burdened submit? Wherever prohibition exists taxes have
had to be increased withont corresponding benefits. In 1906 in-41 states
- average tax rate on $100 was in 343 prohibition towns $2.54, as against -
"$1.58 in 846 license towns. Taxes were 61 per cent higher in the prohi-
bition towns. Do you want your taxes increased 61 pa;d' cent?. .
- Galveston Néws says special taxes had to be levied in Texas prohibi-
" Hof towis tooffset loss of Hauor license revenue. ~Io29-Kansas towns
tax rate has been as high as $3.63 per $100. a
SIXTY-ONE-TRADES AFFEC’.FED11

Prohibiting manufacturing beer in this state aﬁ_ect;[s 61 trades and
unions! Breweries of British Columbia, Oregon, 1daho and any other”
state can and will ship into every corner of the state, andlinto present dry -

- areas, their product at expense of Washington capital, labor and farmers:

' -Prohibitionists argue beer production is not “gsefi!:l’.”- " This argu-

ment would prohibit every church picnic, “movie” newspaper,-dnd
things not madé for food, clothing and shelter. ~ | .

* Under civilization, man’s pleasures, aesthetic, intellectual and social

are as important to him ‘as are bare utilities. It shonld bear weight on
the economic side that Theodore Roosevelt, Progressive; Williami How-
ard Taft, Republican, and Woodrow Wilson, Democrat, dre not Prohibi- .
tionists. : ’ ) ) o C- o
- ALSO IMPRACTICABLE. . ]
Prohibition’s impracticability is not a question of assertion, but -
fact. "Any ome caa secure official facts, by. writing to th;e commissioner’
of Internal Revenue, and asking if it is not true that nearly one-third of -
. "the government’s Spanish war revente was raised by the beer tax and
" that without it the government would have been badly krippled, or else
all taxes increased a third. - - BN o | -
If Kansas, pet prohibition state, has not a greater mgzmber of federal
liquor licenses im propertion fo population than almost any other state.
As the mayor of prohibition Nashville in statement to .Oregon in
1910 said: “If you want your tax rate increased, your revenue reduced, -
- real estate values decreased and business in general hampered without

—-—31— - - ;




promoting temperance, morality, or reducing the amount of Hguer con-.

sumed, favor state-wide prohibition”

Prohibition is immoral, being based on false assumptions. that man
. can be legislated into morality. As Rev. P. G. Duffy said, North Amer
ican Review, December, 1908, “to place the blame on the thing abused,

and not on the abuser is to avoeid the whole guestion.”

Moreover, whenever the use of alcohol has been prohibited the use of
dangerous and deadly drugs has increased. Rev. W. A. Wasson, of the -
Episcopal Church well said, Pearsou’s Magazine, August, 1900, “the’
prohibttion propaganda parades in the Bvery of heaven” but is “the su-
preme immeorality that confronts and threatens the Christian church in

this couniry.” . .
o GREAT MEN OPPOSED.

‘With such eminent Protestant clergymen as the revered ‘Washington -
Gladden, Lyman Abbott, Geo. Trumbull Ladd and Dr. Parkhurst; with’
the venerable Cardinals Gibbens and Logne among the many of all sects
outspoken against prohibition, its advocates capnot claim all morality

theirs, nor zll opposing thei to be agents of Satan. .
You can get drunk on any liquor under this bill. Secs. 4, 15, 16 pro:

. vide that any adult can buy half a gallon of spirits or 12 quarts beer

every 20 days to drink in his home or give to gaests.

He can drink about 2 gill of brandy a day or tank up on 3. gallons
. of-beer in one day. Sec. 2 pronibits liguors contaiming alcohol, capable .

 of use as a beverage.

This prohibits vanilla and other extracts, and favorite prohibifion :

medicines like Peruna and Mrs. Lydia Pinkham’s remedies. . -

- Sec. 6 prohibits advertising intoxicating liguors i any way. ‘This

. would exclude most periodicals, and cut the state papers’ revenue.

-Sec. 7 provides that druggists may sell liguor needed by persoi{S

) THEY ARE SIMPLY LOOPHEOLES. :
«-e— __ These loopholes are open as barndoors. Cases.of deadly ailménts

will increase. Mechanics and chemists will' be numerous. -
. Sec. 25 permits the manufacture and sale of denatured zlcohol. This
-~ will let every bootiegger and biind pigger ply -their trade.

exttemely ill, and alcoliol for mechanical or chemical purposes only.

The idea of calling such 2 bill a prohibition law is absurd. It is full

-~ of holes and leaky as an old sieve. It puts out of business the breweries

and the many industries connected therewith; it will change now legal-

" ized and tax-paying szloons into law-breaking, non-taxpaying bootieg-
gers and blind pigs. . o .

How any honest, sincere Prohibitionist can support such 2 measure

" can only be explained on the ground of fanaticism. It should be called

"2 bill to encourage secret vice and lawbreaking,
- ANTILI-PROHIBITION ASSOCIATION,
By E. Brainerd, Vice-President.

SEATTLE TIMES' VIEW. :
The following is from theé editorial columms of the Seattle Daily
Times of July 12, 1914: : .
“Under the conditions of the ‘Initiative,” arguments in favor of and
' against the proposition were to be submitted within a definite time and -
filed with the Secretary of State, - . .o
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history of the movement in a spirit of apparent fairness.|

“Mr. George D. Conger filed the argument in favor] of the initiative
“and attempts to give facts and figures that would show that prohibitory
Kansas is much farther advanced in wealth and education than high-
licensed Washington. . . .

“Some of the most invidious comparisons are made, showing the
leadership in bank deposits, savings bank accounts, conditions of lit-
eracy, numbers in the insane-asylum, and so on down the line.

“Mr. Conger doesn’t pretend, however, to give any authority for-
his figures, and it is plain that they are taken from the political speeches

" of well-known Prohibitionists of Kansas. )

- “QOu the other hand, the Hop Growers’ argument against State-wide

. probibition deals with the same state, but points out that the compar-

1sons are all the other way. i Lo
“Instead of Washington being inferior in bank deposits—in savings
accounts—in literacy—sand superior.in vagrancy, insenity and crime—
the very reverse is true. . . . |- - .
“The fortunate part of the Hop Growers’ argument! is found in the
fact that the writer of the argument quotes from stztistical abstracts of
_the United States Census for his anthority. ) | - )
“Inasmuch as such authority is considered to be standard and no
authority whatever is guoted by the other side, according to all the rules
of evidence it would appear that the arguments against State-wide Pro-
-hibitien are not only much more conclusive—but stand upon absolute
authority.” -

POST-INTELLIGENCER. | | _
In reviewing the official arguments for and a,gams{t Initiative Bill
No. 3 the Seattle Post-Intelligencer of July 12, 1914, said:
INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 3. |
{(Seattle Post-Intelligencer.) |
“Four arguments have been-filed under the law at Olympia in con-
nection with thé petition accompanying Initiative Measiire No. 3, pop-
nlarly known as the proposed prohibition law—one for and three against -

- —and these are printed in full in today’s issue of the Post-Intélligencer.

“The arguments to date comprise ex parte statements, largely in

- the nature of special pleading, by both proponent and protestants, with

figures and statistics widely at variance and should, tHerefore, be ap-
praised with this fact in mind. Of the MAGNITUDE of the MA-
TERIAL INTERESTS affected there is NO QUESTION. It is mot
a subject of DISPUTE. : | :

i EKANSAS EVIDENCE.

“Inasmuch as the prohibition law in Xansas furnishes the text and
its operations are brought Intc controversy by these opening argumeats,
an article in the current issue of the Saturday Evening Post by William
Allen White, entitled ‘How Kansas Boarded the Water Wiagon,” becomes
of timely interest. The author is 2 prohibitionist, but not a prohibitiod
propagandist, and he analyzes the sitwetion in Kansas iand traces the

1

" “As z premise he candidly and truthfully says: ‘PROHIBITION, -
OF COURSE, DOES NOT PROHIBIT. To which he addst NOTH-"
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ING has hurt the cause of temperance in this country so much as the
delusion that a law oo the statute book Will prohibit the sale of Hquor in

a city, a county or a state’

“Undess the will be behind it to keep it and respect it, ‘there is not

much to it,” he says.

“Significant, indeed, is this statement: ‘In Kansas, the only state
where the law really amounts to much, it has taken 2 quarter of a cen-

tury to enforce it
LOGIC OF SITUATION.

“Tt is p0351b1e—even probable—he thinks, that the ‘common busi-
ness sense’ and the ‘cormon moral sense’ of the American people have so
developed that less time .will be requu'ed hereafter ‘to get 2 state thor-
oaghly under 2 prohibitory law,” but it means, at best, 2 long, bitter

: st‘uggle.

““Nevertheless, tntil a state has enough public will power to keep
ap the fight for at least a decade and keep it up through ‘many a con-
flict, many a doubt, winning here and losing there—that state should
TRY tapering off on LOCAL QPTION rather than to fry swearmg off

“on prohibition.

“That is the logic of the sxtuatzon ina nutshell
EANSAS SALOONS.

- “Wide stretches of this country are ‘dry territory”. today——not under

prohibition, but UNDER - LOCAL OPTION. Much of the state of
‘Washington is ‘dry’ by the same local opHon process. Maine, Tennessee,
Georgia and other states have prohibitory laws, but, according to Wil
liam Allen White, Kansas is-‘the only state where the law really amounts
to much,” and there, he says, FOUR COUNTIES OPENLY DISRE-
GARD THE LAW and permit SALOONS TO FLOURISH. '
“The foregcmg testimony, let it be képt in mind, comes from 2 Kan-
san who can see both sides—who looks not through the eyes of prejudlce.

-His is no ex parte ewdence, intended for campaign purposes.

PURSUE PRESENT POLICY.

“Would William Allen White, cognizant.of conditions aand dliﬁ—
culties, advise the state of Washington, a seacoast state bordering on

- foreign land, with large cities and diversified population, to undertake

to do, at one fell swoop, what Kansas; an agricultural state, -with no
large cities, has succeeded, in part, in doing at the end of 25 years?
“Most likely, being a practical phﬂosopher, he would see wisdom in

-FURTHER PURSUANCE of the state’s preseat policy OF LOCAL

OPTION.
NOT A PROHIBITION LAW, .

“But it is NOT A PROHIBITION LAW ‘that is proposed FOR the
state of WASHINGTON.  Far from it - While prohibiting the manufac-
ture and sale of liquor in the state, it WOULD ALLOW LIQUOR man-
ufactured and sold ou:tsuie of the state to be shipped into the state, under

" permit or licénse, in most Lberal quantities. A CASE OF BEER {12
quarts or 24 pints) or a half -gallon of spiritmous liguor could be-,

SHIPPED EVERY 20 DAYS 1o any -purchaser over 21 years of age,

-. on the sole condition that he register at the county audzter’ s office an&
-pay the requ:red fce of 25 cents.
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“Thus.a brewery, by moving across the oorde.r, might continue to
do business with the state of Washington, but not in ﬂze state of Wash-
mgton.

“How SUSCEPTIBLE OF ABUSE this permlt system would

easily become, especially in communities out of sympathy with the law,

doubtedly is destined to rouse wide antagomsm on the Qart of real pro-
hibitionists themselves.

LAW LOOSELY DRAWN. ; ’
“The proposed LAW IS LOOSELY DRAWN and fnll of crudmes

sirned to-prohibit a registered dmggxst or pharmacist from selling in- -
toxicating hquor ¥ ¥ * for sacramental purpeses upbn the order of
a clergyman,’ etc.
“Infomcatmg Tiguor is never used for sacremental] purpos\.s
. “Faults of phraseology are in evidence thronghout.the measure and,
in consequence, it would be all the easier.of evasion and| the more drEEI
cnlt of honest enforcement. IT IS POORLY FRAMED . -

. “TRAFFIC NOT STOPPED. R [
“Called 2 ‘state-wide prohibition law,’ it IS NOT" SUCH. It Would
wipe out the salgon, it is tTue, but it would mot estop, and DOES NOT
PROPOSE TO ESTOP, the traffic in LIQUOR in the|state of Wash-

“ington. I the’speration of the permit system it would bring the state,
. throngh the courities, into-closer and mmore active official relations with

the liguor business than -ever before and, moreover, nullify the will of .

. thése counties and communiiies that have elected to become absolutely

dry. e.removing some evils and minimizing others, -vnless the
public will of the staté were wholly ic Sympathy with the law, it
WOULD PRODUCE NEW EVILS and, as William Allen White says
of such laws in all states save Kausas, ‘not amount to much.’

. CANNOT BE ENFORCED. ) —

“’.FHE POST- INTELLIGENCER DOES NOT BELIEVE IN
THIS INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 3. It believes ithat uniformly
better resulfs have been obtained the country ower under the. LOCAL
OPTION system than under prohibitory laws, or-so-called prohibitory
laws. With dry territory constantly expanding by means of local seli-
government. and .in the lght of the FARCICAL FATLURE OF PRO-
HIBITION IN MAINE, GEORGIA, TENNESSEE 2nd other. states,
thé present moverent in-the state of Washington seems peculiarly in-
opportude and unwise. This newspaper has too much fespect for law
to wish to see any law put upon the statute Dooks MPOSSIBLE OF

'HONEST EN FORCEMENT - k

.
A RURAL EDITOR’S VIEW1 : _
The Puyz]lup (W a.shmgton) Valley Tribune of Iuly 25 1914 Ain
dbcussmg the. prohtbiﬂon agttation had the following to! say e
" . THE REAL FACTS—WHAT ARE THEY?
“When an 1mportant Caiise is before the people of 2 stite for del
termmat:on, it becomes the duty of 2 jotirnal that SEEKS TO BE FAIR‘
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is too obvious to call for comment. . And this phase of the measure un-~

For example, according to section 7, ‘nothing In this act shall be con- -~
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to present both sides; or, in advocacy of its chosen side, to draw its

arguments from the Well of Truth. Sometimes, owing t¢ PREJUDICE, .:
and possibly to IGNORANCE, the allegations put forth are not from- -
the source mentioned. Indeed, a common use of figures is to becloud an 3
issne. The statement was once made by a discerning person that there™

are three kinds of liars. These he classified as lars, d—n liars; and

statisticians. Alas, that this should be so nearly just. Iz the hands of

an able figurer, figures may be made to perform the most amazing feats,
to prove or disprove anything, and to take either course in accord with
the humor of the statistician. Hence it is that the allegations of PRO
HIBITIONISTS DO NOT ALWAYS IMPRESS as conclusive. Were
these zllegations verified to the nimost, nothing would remain but to

"ROQT UP THE HOP FIELD AND VINEYARD AND PLOW UN-

DER THE GROWING BARLEY.

~ “It is held by some that an avalysis of the moral 2and financial con-
dition of Kansas is-a final and overwhelming demonstration that pro-
hibition brings prosperity aud good behavior; shats the jails and de-
pletes the asylums. Orztors take the stump with these allegations as
their capital dud waxing enthusizstic, are impressive. Wonder sets up
that all commonwealths should not rush to imitate the example of KAN-
SAS. Certainly they would do so, or be guilty of intellectual blindness
and moral degeneracy, if the averments touching the status of KANSAS
counld bé confirmed. : .

UNCLE SAM’S RECORDS. - e T

“Just as the prohibition sentiment seems to have formed a stream
to sweep the land, along comes the NON-SENTIMENTAL CENSUS
COMPILATIONS of the government, and these form an effective dam.
It seems from perusal of them that UNCLE SAM’S MEY, in quest of
facts, FAILED wutterly to OBSERVE the IDEAL CONDITIONS pic-
tured. - They did not find the per capita wealth greater than in other
places, the bank accounts more plethoric, the average deportment on a

- higher plane...The per capita total bank deposits. of KANSAS are

$100.12, with $4.12 per capita in savings banks, while WASHINGTON’S
total deposits per capita are $129.28, with $37.62 (or nine times as much)
per capita in SAVINGS BANKS. On the same date (June 4,1913) we
find by the federal government’s reports that MISSOURI—=a neighbor-
ing state to Kansas—bad total bank deposits of $137.43, with $12.50 (ot
three times as much) pei capitz in savings banks. Uncle Sam also finds
that KANSAS HAS OVER 30 PER CENT MORE INMATES IN ITS
PENITENTIARY THAN HAS WASHINGTON; 16 PER CENT
MORE REFORMATORY INMATES, AND 46 PER CENT- MORE
JUVENILE DELINQUENTS. o
- EANSAS’ INSANITY.: :
“People still GO CRAZY IN KANSAS, on occasion. Indeed, it
would seem as if they had been making 2 business of it there for sodie
time; for INSANITY IN KANSAS during the past 20 years has more
than DOUBLED. In 1890 Kansas had 88.4 INSANE persons for each
100,000 of its population; by 1910 it had increased to 1722. (See Statis-

* tical Abstract of the United States, 1912, page 76.) And by June 4, 1914,

the percentage had reached 202.04. “What's the matter with Kansas?

True, Kansas has many automebiles, a circumstance arguing freedom '3

—36—

|

from want, but it has far fewer in proportion to population than WASH-
INGTON. The DEATHS per thousand are low, yet NOT SO LOW
AS in WASHINGTON and many other stafes. Ther is a liberal ex-

enditure for schools; FAR LESS, HOWEVER, PER| PUPIL, THAN

P
"IN NUMEROUS SECTIONS WHERE STATE-WIDE PROHIBI-

TION DOES NOT PREVAIL. There are far mord PAUPERS per
1,000 IN KANSAS than, for instance, in Lowisiana—theé latter never yet
pointed to as a model. To be exact, Kansas has 4.3 and Louisiana 1.3—
a2 difference of 300 per cent in the latter’s favor. Thus the discrepancies
continue as far as the investigator chooses to compare|the asservations
of the orater and propagandist with the cold and unfeeling returns of the
government’s hired experts. And perhaps, moreover, |if would not, in
this connection, be amiss to state that—according to the records of the
county clerks of KANSAS—there were officially shipped into that state
in 1913 18,000,000 QUARTS OF-LIQUOR—for the most part, whiskey.
This, of course, takes no account of illicit sales or importations. Each
of us can make his own conjectures as to the VOL[UME OF THE

_* BOOTLEGGERS’ BUSINESS. We have i, too, from William Allen

White—a practical philosopher and fair to the Prohibition experimént
in his own state—that “‘FOUR COUNTIES OPENLY DISREGARD
THE LAW AND PERMIT SALOONS TO FLOURISH’ -

“That all should approach so grave a matter .in a| spirit of FAIR-
NESS, IS MOST ESSENTIAL. There is not 2 voter but would be glad -
-to have reliable information. touching the subject. . Qne.! listens to an ex-
governor of Kansas, gnd.is impressed, and then STUDIES THE CEN- -
SUS and marvels that there should have béen, in the ;na'zxze‘of reform,
such an apparent perversion of the actualities. There rises in his.mind
the thought that this perversion must be DELIBERATE, OR DUE TO
STUPIDITY ; in either case he is not pleased, and the cause of PROHI-
BITION surely has GAINED NOTHING. ]

LOCAL REGULATION.

“That one MAY NOT ENDORSE STATE-WIDE PROHIBI-
TION, 2nd even may resent the methods of promoting it, does nét nrean
that he has any sympathy with the saloon. It is apt o mean that he
FAVORS LOCAL REGULATION of the liquor trade; and trusts to
the GOOD SENSE of the commagity. to run this trade, and not be run
by it; or that he favors LOCAL OPTION—thé giving to each com-
munity the right to abolish, if i so. wishes, the licensed saloon—and
trusts to the intelligence and civic character of its people to respect the
iaw and see to its enforcement. -The Tribune favors the PRINCIPLE
OF LOCAL OPTION. This plan of CONTROLLING the liquor trai-
fic has the virtue and distinction to be safe, SOUND, JUST and PRAC-
TICABLE." o % ) -

" KANSAS FACTS.

Under date of Augist 9, 1914, The Seattle Times published the
Tollowing review of conditions in PROHIBITION KANSAS, together, .
with- 2 Statement by DR. EDWARD HUNTINGTON WILLIAMS,
noted physician and writer: R R
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" - inals, in pauperism, in insanity "and comes very mearly comsuming as

THE SALIENT POINT.

“EVERY MAN AND WOMAN who expects to take part in the
Stat;—mde prohibition contest next November shomd read Dr. Wﬁbzms
article:

“Te demonstrate whether the foregoing statement is absofutely trug,
observe the following facts which Dr. Williams sets forth:

“(1) While Mr. Conger, the man who engineered the prohibition
petitions, has written an-article in favor of his petitzons, he cited not' 3
solitary authority for anything which he claims. :

“(2) This is absolutely true unless one is willing to accept Mi. Con-
ger’s request to “write the Governor of Kansas’ if one doesn’t believa
what Conger says! 5

“(3) Writers of fiction like William Allen W'lnte of Emporia, Kan=

. sas, have composed most exiravagant things about what prohibition
has done for that state—and: yet Mr. White dom 't cite one >olmz1y an- .
thority for his statements.

“{4) On the other hand, Dr. Williams ma.kes 10 statement that
doésn’t back up by State or Government reports, or. by both—and sincé
those statements are filed as authentic records, they are never disputed. R

“(5) Dr. Williams deals with every aspect of the case which is
treated by Mr. Whire. For example:

“{a) He deals-with msamty-

" “(b) He deals with panperism: : R
“(c) He deais -with-crime:- - e
“(d} He deals with all in thelr relatzons to the use of alcohohc -

quoTs.

. .- “Finzliy, he deals with the aILJmportant dedarauon so often made "
by The Times that ‘prohibition does not prohibit’ even in Kansas, whereé
enormous quantities of hquor are consumcd annually; according to gov:
ernmental reports: . .

KANSAS Vs, NEBRASKA.,"

strates that as compared with Nebraska—which is a- high Jcense staté

like Washington—there Is a greater percentage.of every one existmg in
- the state of Kansas than exists in the state of Nebraska;

R “Dr. Williams goes even further, and says that -as compared wfch E

‘the surrounding states of Kansas, the latter leads in the nwmber of crime

. much Yquor in the course of twelve months as does the state .of Né- -
- ‘braska, which has a-comtrolling instead of 2 prohi‘mtory’ law. Observe :
the following: -

“The government census report shows that Nebraska decreased its,

" insanity cases.three times more than Kansas did between 1900 and 1910

“Read what he says-in another colimmn zpon.this page. -

: “He makes this statement definite by pointing out that there are
twenty-eight cases of msamty in Kansas to the 100,000 mhabitants,
against ten in Nebraska., -

©  “And yet Nebraska controls and pohces and fines the handlmg of

“Yiguor in that state, while Kansas prohibits by law the sale of all Hguors-
in its state—and therefore loses all revennes.therefrom-—while hquor._
is being sold. :
© ° “When it comes to givé ; Lhe causes of msamty ‘and ascertain the
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- -were confined to the Almshouses of Nebraska..

- books! ! !

beyond this mere fact: | .- l '

aumber who have been made insane from alcchol—even there the record
is 25 per cent. grater in Kansas than in Nebraska'—and yet the pretense
is that Kansas uses ‘no liguor at all’l 11 -

cach 1,000 cases of insanity, while Nebraska had but 60, Towa 50 and
South Dakota 20! t ¢

“Ratisas again shows to disadvantage when her peﬂltenﬁary record
is compared with Nebraska.

“Dr, Williams declates that Kansas had 52 inmates in her peniten-

glibly Pﬁta forth.
KANSAS CRIME.

“Another most ﬁsénﬁal poimt to be observed is the fact that tﬁé
warden’s reports show that the cause of criminality in Kansas was the
same old arch-tronble-maker—alcohol—that exists in other states:

alechol—and yet Kansas is a ‘prohibitory state’! 1 ! -
“Dr. Williams also points out that official documents show that
aimshouse population in Kansas is 20 per cent higher than in Nebraska.
“Uncle Sam’s experts report that there zre 53 persons per 100,000
of population. in.the Almshonses of Kansas in the same -period-that 44

- “Thus Dr, Williams demonstrates from the record that Kansas has
more insane—more criminals and more paupers per 100,000 population
than Nébraska had, which is a high licénse state, like Washington.

“Again Dr. Williams call$ attention to the requlrcmcx: its of the Mzhin
liquor law, recently taking effect and requiring-railroads z2nd express
compaxnies 1o file reports of all intoxicants shlpped imfo -the state of
.Kansas—and this is done by countles. .

“Taking this official report, one finds that Topeka——the capital of

Kansas znd the shire town of ShaWwnee county—in the month of Sep-

tember, 1913, received more than ninety-five thousand quarts of hquor
of Whlch over 90,008 quarts were réceived in Topeka alone. - -

“As Topeka ha$ but 45,000 people, this would be just half = 2 grallon -
per month for each man, woman and child—and yet Kansas is the ex-
ample of what ‘prohibition.accomplishes’ When put npon the statute

“Because of the forcc'omg the reader is requested t0 examine with
the utmost care this compildtion from Dr. Edward Huntington Williams,
who speaks by the card, as he takes his statement irom the oﬁlczal Te-
poris of Kansas and the United States.” :

DR. WILLIAMS REVIEW. ..
“DR EDWARD HUNTING’I‘ON WILLIAMS, a leadmg phys1—
cian, medicdl expert, cultured fmudn and author of many books, has fur-

nished ‘for’ publication—taken from govermment statistids—information .
covering the.State of Kansas from the standpoint-of prombmon_ .

“His stateement is so-broad and comprehensive that ; it needs hardly
any comment by the pubhsher im presenting the same to his patrons—
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“Dealing with paresis as 2 peculiar form of alcoholic disease, Dr.-
‘Williams demoustrates by the census report that Kansas had 80 cases to -

tiary for each 100,000 inhabitants, while Nebraska ha but 36—thus, -
demonstrating the folly of Wiliam Allen W}:utcs ﬁctzons Which he so

“Indeed 77 per cent of all the cases are atiributable tg the use of .




-from official sources, that the beneficent effects of prohibition in Kansas

" for thrift, sanity and good citizenship superior to nezghbormg states,”

“Dr. Williams speaks by tHe card—irom the record made up by the

State of Kansas and United States officials, who are paid to ascertain
the facts—and the accuracy of the stetements are proven by these sts.~
tistics.
“Of course any political orator or any writer of fiction can’ easﬂy
make assertions which look well in print, and will be zccepted by many
good people as facts—and yet the promulgators of such statements néver
cite any authority whatever!

“Against the wild assertions which have been repeatedly pubhshed
about what ‘Prohibition does for the State of Kansas,” Dr. Edward Hunt-,
ington Williams has -prepared the iollowing, and challenges successftil
attack by citing official figures:

“A few months ago 1t was enthusiastically proclaimed, appa:enﬂv

could be accurately measured by the steady decrease of insanity a.nd
crime.

“‘We are closing our poorbouses, prisons and asylums, than.ks to
our prohibitory law,” wrote the Kansas enthusiast. . .

STATEMENT OF GREATEST IZMPORTAN CE.

“Everyone appreciates.that if this statement is #rue it is of greatest
significance. For, beyond guestion, there is o close association between'
insanity, pauperism, crime and alcoholism. . I

“If Kansas, with its thirty years of prohibmon, can show a record

which have 2 tolerant form of liguor legislation, all reasoning persons
vwill be forced to admit that this form of legxsla‘uon has earuved the. nght

to a serious hearing.
CENSTUS BUREAU TELLS THE STORY.

“It so happens that the census burean, which has been mvesﬁgatmg
these very problems, bas just isstted its report.- And almost simultan-
eously the annnal reports of the various institutions for the irsane, crim~
inals and paupers have become available. So that it is now possible to
gauge with absolute accuracy the truthfulness of the assertions made by
the enthusiastic Kansan, who claims such superiority for his state. - -

NEBRASKA INSTEAD OF MASSACHUSETTS.

“The Kansan observer reached his comclusions by comparing his ”
state with sach Eastern states as New York and Massachusetts. Butf
obviously his comparisons, to be of mnch value, should have been made
with states pearer home, and more nearly like his own.
. “Ncbraska, for example, offers a very close parallel, being an ad-
joining state of the same type and havmg the same kind and przctzcaliy
the samie number of inhabitants.

“Tt is apparent, therefore, that Kansas should be able to show 2
cleaner bill of health than Nebrasks to- make good her claim of Ieg151a—
tive superiority.

“But in point of fact, the shoe is on the other foot.: The census re-
port shows that Nebriska had almost three times as great a decrease in -
insanity during the cénsus period as Kansas—twenty-eight per 100, OOO
inhabitants as against ten, to be exact.
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~and South Dakota 20.

“So that if we make the decrease in insanity an index to good legis-

" lation, Nebraska’s license law appears to be greaﬂy superior to her sister

State’s prohibition. -
ALCOHOLIC INSANITY, . |

“Of course, no one but a badly biased partisan will claim that any
particular form of liquor legislation is responsible for the fluctuztions in
the exact numbers of all forms of insanity. Yet there is one form of
mental unsoundness, known as alcoholic insanity, that is directly depend-
ent upon the consumptlon of liquor. |

“The number of cases of this form of imsanity in any commumtv,
will géve a very zccurate index to the amount and qua}l.lty of liguor con-.
sume:

“So that if Kansas is actually a.s-‘drf as her pastisans claim, she
should have no cases of alcoholic insanity whatever, or} at worst, should
make z better showing than her immediate neighbor. | -

“But her own official reports show that even in the matter of i msane
alcoholics, Nébraska has a better record. k

“To be perfectly explict, Kansas has 5 per cent. alegholic cases in her
asylums, while Nebraska has a trifle over 4. Moreover the number of .
cases of this form of insanity has increased I per cent. leach year for the
Jast three years in Kansas, at the very time When the prohibitory statute .
was ‘being more ngudly enforced than ever,’ accord.mg to a prominent
State official. - -

“Meanwhile.ii most of the ad;ommg States, mth'the exception of
Oldabioma (which is alsc a prohibition State) there Was{ a pretiy aniform
decline in the number of cases of alcoholic insanity. |

COMPARISONS EXTENDED-

“It is evident, therefore, that Kansas has no basis for boasting about
her insanity record when compared with her nearest neighbor. And her
records show to no better advantage when the compar'pson is extended.

“Thus the averzge number of cases of insanity in the fen states that
‘surround Kansas as a center, is 30.6 per 100,000 mhab1tants less than i in
Kansas.

“Or, stated in another way, if these states had as; many insane per
capita as Kansas, they would have 4,800 more Tunatics than they now-
have. Al of which does not-seem to offer much basxs for enthusiasm -
over Kansas’ method of legislation.

PARESIS FOUND IN THE ASYLUM

“But there is still another index fo the amount of spiritucus liquors
consumed in any community. This is the number of’ cases of paresis
found in the asylums. For although alcohol is not the specific cause of
parcsls the disease always accompanies, and results trqm dissipation of -
some kind. It is a matter of record that commrunities greatly addicted to.

alcchol show a correspondmgly bigh percentage of paresis.

“It is significant, therefore, that Kansas has a higher percentage O’f
this disease, according to her own official report, than any of the states
of her group. )

-. “Stated in exact figures, K_ansas had 80 cases of par&els for each -
1,000 cases of insanity, at the same fime that Nebraska. had 60, Towa 50

|
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- of.-the dzsslpauon-pro&uced disease, paresis.

political partzsan to plain facts.

. Or to quote from the official prison reports, Kansas had 52 inmate$ in

conmbutory factor in 77.2 per cent. of cases. Thus the actual nomber of

-But official documents tell guite a_different story.

* number i the almshouses in Nebraska is only 43.5..

“And the records show that the number of cases is increasing steadily
in Kansa,s at the same time that the number seems to bé gradually de-
creasing in the group of surrounding states. The physmla.us at the State
Hospital at Topeka report that the percentage of cases had risen to 100
‘per 1,000 in 1913, :
THUS XANSAS EXCEEDS OTHER STATES IN HER INSANITY,
RECORD. - -

“In other words Kansas, instead of ‘showing marked supetmnty
actually falls behind her nearest neighbor in the decrease of insanity;:
has a higher percentage of insanity than the surrounding states; has
more alcoholic insanity than her ne}ghbors, and far hlghcr percentage~-

“As these figures are the omes compiled by the government, and
given out officially by the various states, one is led to wonder whether ~
the enthusiast who boasts about Kansas' record is merely ignorant, or.
suffering from the peculiar kind. of astzgmatusm that .seems to blmd the N

- KANSAS STATE PRISON RECORD R

“The -same enthusiast has extolled the people of Kansas as &xcep-
tionally law-abiding on the basis of the State’s Prison records. ‘He:e- -
again the peculiar astigmatism is apparent. : :
©  “Por the actual facts are availabie to any one who cares to reag the
official reports of the-State Penitentiaries. And according to these

reports, Kansas shows to disadvantage when" compared with Nebraska

her penitentiary for'each 100,000 inhabitants during the same period that -
Nebraska had 35.7 per 100, 000

“This means that i the people of. Kansas were as aw—ab1dmg as’
those of Nebrasks,-there would be 275 fewer pnsaners in Lhe Ka.nsas
penitentiary than at present .
. “Moreover, the prison warden’s report shows that ﬂ:e canse of this -
lawlessness in Kansas was the arch trouble-maker, alcohol, as a-direct or

, 25 well as the percentage of Hquor-made convmts is hlgher n
Kansas than in her sister state..- :
. KANSAS' RECORD OF PAUPERISM
“Naturally these prison records are a thorn in the flesh of the Ka.nsas -
enthusiast. Bet the records of pauperism are equally dlsconca:tmg, al-.
though frequently glibly explained, regardless of facts. .
- “For example, certain Kansas speakers explain that Nebraska has
so many less insane In her asylumis than Kansas by asserting that Ne- -
braska has sent her lunatics to the poorhouses instead of the hospitals.:

“These documents show that the almshouse popu}atmn of ‘Kansas is
about 20 per cent.higher than that of Nebraslm. In short, that' Kansas
criticism of Nebraska really applies to herself. :

. “Uncle Sam’s experts report that there are 52.5 petsons per. 1000{90
of population i the -zlmshouses in Kansas ai the-same tm:e that the

“Stated in the simplest terms;, then, Kansas has more msane—more"" :
criminals, and more paupers than Nebraska. And now comes-a recent. .-
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- are shoutmg about her incomparably good record ? R

government report 1o the effect that she has aIso more mortgages on her

KIND AND AMOUNT OF LIQUOR CONSUMED.

“Every.one admits that 2ll these conditions are di}ecﬂy or indirectly
dependent upon the amount and kind of lquor consumed.” The implica-
tion is that the people of Kansas manage to find "al way of secaring
liquor in very appreciable quantities despité the prohibitory Stdtute.

“In point-of fact, this is no longer a case for speculation, for accurate
records of the Iegmmate traffic are now available. The Mahin liquor law,
which went into effect recently requires railroads and express companies’
to file reports by counties of all intoxicatnts shipped | into Kansas.

“What these records show should be s revelation to those who have.,
been led to believe that Kansas is. actually ‘dry.” - i

TOPEKA——AND THE COUNTY CLERK’S RECORD

“Topeka, for example, is considered ome.of the| [most law-abiding
cities in.the state. A member of the Board of Control tecently stated -
pubhcly that the Kansas metropolis was absolutely ‘drinkless’ , - -

“And yet the files of the County Clerk 6f Shawnee : County, in Wh:ch
the city-of Topeka is Iocated, show that in the month of September, 1913,
the shipments of liquor ofﬁqally reported amounted to'95,561 quarts, of
which 90,062 quarts were received in Topeka—a city .of 45 000 inhabi-
tants—‘just half a gallon per month for each man, woman and child?.

““This is a'sqmewhat questionable showing for a madel town And
~ et by céthpdrison Topeka shows to acivantage for . her ltile. neighbor,
Tecumseh, with a population of less than 180, received 1,627 quarts i
one month—an amount eguivalent to about one ba.rrel of whisky per_
capita_per annum—five barrels to the family. -

“Little wondez, then, thet Kansas’ Tetord is Worsp than fer meigh-.
bors’! But what abont the integrity, or intelligefice, of the persons Who ’

THEORETICAL LITERATURE. |

".: *“There.is no theoretical Literature upon the matt ‘r,’ wrote a'ﬁlem_‘-g C

. ber-c of the Board.of Control of the Kansas insane. hospital recently; ‘Gt

Cis simply an actual fact that since doing away with saloons and Jomts

and houses of prostitution, insgnity has decreased.” -.
“There may be no ‘theoretical literature’ upon the sub;ect, as’- the
genﬂeman asserts; but there is another kind of literature, in the form of
government dnd state reports that he would do wml to scrutinize betore
puttmg himself on record. o
- KANSAS CONIPARED WITH CALIFORNIA.

Z.. Tt is interesting to note tHat-during the same period v twhich Kan )
sa@s was mékidg this record, the State of California, whaosé récord is-be:
mg attacked just at present, showed the greatest decline in the gumbler |
of i insane in-her institutionis of any state, and was only second to .one
state in the decrease of neW cases of msamty ) ‘ LT T

R MAI_NE ‘REPUDIATES” PROHTBITI[ON

The people,of Maine, having a right to vote at the biennidl electiois -
- when Congressmen ana Sfate ofﬁc:als are chosen, have repudlated pro-
‘Eublﬁon. -z :

- In ot‘ner words the Denmcrat:{c partyhas eleeted. a Govemor upon '
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to state the less whiskey will bé used and the SMALLER THE
AMOUNT OF DRUNKENNESS."—REV. DR. PARKHURST, NEW -

YORK.

IS MANS RIGHT.

- “I yon say I ought not to drink I may agree with you, but if you

" say I shall not drink, I WILL DRINK whatever I please, BECAUSE

THAT IS MY RIGHT *—HENRY WARD BEECHER.

' “When 2 law is flagréntly and habitually violated it BRINGS LEG-

ISLAT.ION INTO CONTEMPT. It creates 2 spirit of decepton and -
hypocrisy, and compels men to do insidiously and by stealth what they -
would otherwise do openty and above board. You CANNOT LEGIS- °

LATE MEN by civil action into the performance of good and righteous
deeds.”—~CARDINAL GIBBONS. ’ :

- “Mamny people thought state-wide prokhibition to be the ideal remedy ;

Instead of calling to their 2id some experts on the subject and having
laws framed that could be enforced, they forced through the legislature
A MEASURE THAT HAS LED TO CIVIC DEGENERACY. It
is impracticable and its violation is PRODUCTIVE OF HIDDEN AND
SHAMEFUL RESULTS."—BISHOP GAILOR, OF TENNESSEE.

REPRODUCED FROM THE NATIONAL -
PROHIBITIONIST. '

March 25, 1911.

EXPLANATION WANTED.

“QOur friends, the local optionists, are hax;ing'a. very hard time to

explain how and why, if local option is to cure the drink curse, when
. they have—as they claim io have—more than one-half ithe territory of
the United States ‘dry,” DRINK CONSUMPTION INCREASES. -

“Their first answer to the announcement of that -fzt_:t-%was_ to re-assert
‘Mr. Roosevelt’s ‘harsher and ugler term’ (See, for example, the speech
- of Pliny Marsh, the Anti-Saloon League champion in Michigan) ~Since
the fact would not. stop being a fact because somebody called it a He, it
was necessary to-havé an explanation} that was found frst in the asser-
tion that the mcrease is in exported lignors. The National Prohibitionist
pointed out (how, cruel) that export Hquors are'mot in the computation
‘presented in the government statistics. Then our friends. explained
with the assertion that the statistics show an increase of liquor produc-

“Honest people h‘;we; taken it as an insult tc; their American ffee; o
dom. It has brought many to a point where they HAVE NO RESPECT -

FOR THE LAW OR FOR AN OATH, and there has been by far more
drinking and much more abuse of Iiquor than ever before.”—RIGHT

REV. THEOPHILE MEERCHOORT, BISHOP CATHOLIC DIO-

CESE, OKLAHOMA. .

" *Thete is 2 law of human nature that excessive pressure brought ¥5
- bear on any special form of evil results in other evil; and aow when

various influences are diminishing intemperance in America, there seems

.. to be NO SUFFICIENT REASON FOR CALLING UPON THE

STATE TO PROHIBIT the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liguors.”

. —ARCHBISHOP? J. L. SPAULDING, OF PEORIA.-
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second thought, to make it clear that that DOESN'T EXPLAIN, for
the thing talked about is CONSUMPTION, NOT PRODUCTION, and
the production’ of Hquor in any particular part of the country doesn’t
of necessity mean its consumption in that part. ST e

“Now comes the explanation. Our good friend, the ‘American Is-
sue,” presents the increase of immigration as the squﬁon] of the mystery.
In the fiscal year, 1910, 1,041,570 immigrants came to @15 country, or
289,784 more than the year before. Those 289,784 sons of foreign fands,
they are the fellows responsible for this.. : e
* “But wait a minute; according to the figures of the intefnal revenue
Bareau the icrease of spirits withdrawn for consiimption during the
fiscal year 1910 was 11,654,115 gallons, and the increase of beer that was
withdrawn for consumption was a fraction less than 200,000,000 gal-
Tons. Doesn’t it strike the ‘American Issue’ that when we consider the
fact that of that 1,041,570 immigrants, more than 510,000 camé in the
" Fhomths of March, April, May and June (the fiscal year ending with the
end of June) and so had only 2 very small part of the year to-spend In
imbibing American dri oesn’t it seem to the ‘American Issuc that
16 _put on those 289,784 poor immigrants the task of drinking 11,600,000
gallons of whiskey and 200,000,000 gallons of beer might be considered 2
biticruel? . S

TORY, AS YET, IN THE WHOLE UNITED STATE$; AND ‘DRY”
STATES WITH “WET® CAPITALS, MUCH LESS 'DRY’ COUN-

"DRINK QUESTION.”
ST —77—

tHion -only-in-the-wet-states— -1t took only.a sec_ond’s.thot'ight,,not even a._

e

_ ewHY NOT .RECOGNIZE THE REAL EXPLANATION:
THAT WE HAVE NOT ONE INCH. OF PROHIBITION TERRL

| PIES WITH “WET' COURTHOUSES, CAN NEVER ‘SETTLE THE _"

e
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‘the above organization, said:

- -citizens. - Perhaps as mayor of Seatile I may not have the right to in- ¢

" But I believe the traffic in intoxicants should be regulated.

consumed. in° qur state, but it is aimed .against the legitimiate saloom, 3

" value and to turn the traffic over to the blind pigs, dives and drug

- for thé law next November and who are now advocating its passage, |
are doiig so bn the theory that it will prohibit.” Aclaw that will permit " -
- the importation of liquor into a dry-.state from licemse territory is

- houses Jrom'$Hy other license state would be'receiving the benefit of our

‘in the:fall .elections if you ladies co-opérate and organize. Few realize
-exercise is- of vast advantage to the state. 1 would suggest that, even
- organization-a permatient one for future use, as the success of a gov-

T me.

" city.

-* * MAYOR HIRAM C. GILL

Addresses Organization Meeting of German-American Women’s Leagne

: - of Washington.

On August 29, at Seattle, Mayor Gill, in addressiag the women- of ore 1 any sense of the word.
“As mayor of this city, I come 1o yoit
all and it gives me great pleasure to have been granted the opportunity- 2
to express to you.my personal opinion on a quesilon that is of such "3
vital importadce to- the welfare, the development of our state and its 3
struct you or-impose upon you which way you should on November 3- 2 fabor.
decide this Initiative Measure Bill No. 3, yet T have studied this ques-™
tion for years and 1 believe have the right to express my opinion as 2 -§
privite ctizen in public. - : 5

“Thére undoubtedly is evil connected with the lignor business; yet
your ot my abuse-of the product should not be made the standard to
gauge the légitimate use.of others by. I do dot even admit that pro-
hibition does prohibit, neither is the claim of comstitutional rights of :
orie over the other or the restraint of personszl liberty any argument. .3

return. . - |

won, then it is right to make it
Initiative Meas i
Aimed at Industries. - ... .. casure No. 3 is

“The law;as proposed will not reduce-the amount of intoxicants |

brewery; distiltery, to repress a revenue-producing industry of greatr
stores, who can sell without the formality of a prescription, barrels of

liquor. o ;
“In fact, I believe that-75 per cent of the people who will vote

defective upon its face, as it permits thereby that which it is iatended i L
to prohibit. It simply means to destroy millions.of dollars’ worth of ° : .
property in this state to the benefit of some other state. Mail order

folly..: Thisiis..what your league should impress upon its members and

the prblic, - - s ) - ]
“F am.convigeed Inftiative Measure No. 3 will be beaten to death

the inflitence the women exercise even if the franchise to vote has been
in théir-hands for only four short years, yet I have observed in recent
bond;, elections-that the women were very discriminating in the way
they voted, and this proves to me that the moral influence you women

if you are mot Successful in your fight on hand now, you make your

ernment rests upon the right decision on primary measures of the in- ; . ] )
dividual alone. I express my thanks to you for the opportusity granted § | - Wi
of being the first mayor to welcome such a body of women to our e T
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NOT A TEMPERANCE BH L5 1

- Initiative Measure No. 3, which i Hie
o & . 3, s to be submifted
_ @bWashmgton at the general election Noventber-3;:1914,
-fibition law, although it is Iabeled such, and 13 1ot 4 temperance moas-

[to,-_the voters
7S pot a pro-

] This proposed law could work fiothing but hasm
W as’%ni.gton, both from moral and economicgsfzixlxdpoints. " the state (-)f
o his bill, labeled prohibition, legalizes the sale of mlore fiquor in
. ibe state of Washington than the present consumption in this state, but
sayS none of it can be made from Washington products by Washington

This law would destroy all of the indius i arm:
5 . : ; try, deprive a great
of men of em\p%oymgn‘t and give no beneficial results to t"emg;erance g

Section 15 of 'Iﬁitiaﬁve Measure No. 3 t : 5t
. § provides that each person 6f
legal age may purchase 9 gallons of whiskey or 216 qﬁa:rt# of Igeer each-
yearIr’rfm} other states and ship it into Washington for consumption.
11t 18 right to buy beer from other states and ship it ikto Washing-

here 4nd give the e;nploj}ment to the

€n O our Own state and use the products of our ovwn farmhers.

a fraud. It is trymg to parade in the

~~---—_garb of temperance under the label of prohibiony 1o 10 Lol 2de .
the’ SI‘}IFJ’POTE 0§ an;{v és_mperancé _zdvocatg.l'—c_"lébl?on‘ Ttis n?t entitled to
) e people of Washington should . o Fovar:

vote solidly agairst thx'sh?;g'tsiaﬁon. go to'the polls Noviember 3and

|
|




CHARLES HODDE ON THE STEELE ACT OF 1934

Excerpt from Charles Hodde. Mr, .S‘peaker of lheHouse e
Vol 2, Pages 72=77,1986— 0 T T T T T e
Legislative Oral History Project, Washington State Ar ch tves
Office of the Secretary of State

Charles Hodde, who represented the Second District in the Legisloture in 1937, 1943-52, the last two of those sessions as Spealer of the
House, began his political career as a lobbyist for the State Grange, In that capacity, he witnessed the passage of the. Steele dot in 1933-34
which created the Liguor Control Board after prohibition was repoaled. He recounts that struggle here, His interviewer was Juok Rogers,
also a former member of the Legislature,

Mx: Rogers: Now, the state of Washington embarked on another now progeam in 1933, Prohibition had been repealed—National Prohibition had
been repealed-~so what was the state’s response to that?

M Hodde: Well, the big argument that immediately came up when it was certaln it was going to bo repealed, *Would we Jet this go back to the
old saloon era, where private business was in it to make money?” The general sentiment was that it should be a state controlled distribution, and
resulted in the setting up ofa State Liquor Board. This took place in the *33 Speclal Session and it wasn'tan easy fight, There was a great deal of
argument about it, BN, Stesle was a new senator, really, only elected in the * 32 sesslon, from Olyrnpia, I'm not sure why he was chosen to
introduce the bill, buthe got his name put in history benavse it was the “Steele Bill,” the Steele Liquor Act. So Steele—whether be liked the idea or
not—and he was not aliquor man, really-—he got his name tiached to the gystem used in this state for merchandising Tiquor,

M, Rogers: Wasi't it unnsual for the citizensto understand that the state was golng to be the only soures for sellmg them liquor?

My Hodde: Ythink the public generally supported it bocanse, aven though they had voted to repeal Prohibition, they excused their act, if you want.
to put it that way; they weren't in favor of drunks excesses of that type, They said, “We can get rid of the bootleggers which are creating this
problem and at the same time we can supply it In a manner that will not induce oves-consumption.

Mr. Rogers: Thay wanted strict regulation,

Mr, Hodde: They wanted very strict regulation over this disposition, the sale of it, how they were going to put it out to the public. So they went
alang with this and the big argument which existed foryears was graduatly changed some---but it's not been changed remarkably yet~~was whether
there'd be sale by the drink or whether it had to ba taken howme in the bote,

Mr. Rogers: By the package, Wéll, another big srgument of the time was Sunddy sales, Sunday sales were prohibited and that meant that bars that
stayed open til) 2 a.m. Sunday moming had to close off selling liquor at midnight,

M. Hodde: That's right, Ifyou didn’t have it bought, yon couldn’t drink it, There were other restrictions that came Into the thing and 1 don’t
remember whether they came in immediately or not, but you couldn’t have it within a cestain distance of & school or church or something like that, or
any kind of a soctal affair that used it. But anyhow, this is an ongoing problem, but I think they did rather a good job coming out of a perlod of
Prohibition to get some kind of control over it.

Mr. Rogers: The governor appointed the members of the Liquor Control Board as Lrecall,

Mx. Hodde: And they made thelr terms Jong because they didn’t want this to become an election issue, that a new govemor might say, “When Y get
in there bays, you can have liquor untif two o’clock.” 86, with nine-year overlapping terms, it takes two govemnors, almost, to get control of the
Liquor Board,

M. Rogers: That was done later when they passed an initiative for liquor by the drink and included in that was the change in the nine-year terms
for the Liquor Board members, which seems like a Jong thyie, but as you explained it, ithad a good purpose,

One other purpose of the Liquor Control Act in this state, the Steele Liguor Act, was to divide the taxes and the profits between the state
and the cities and the counties, They all participated, the counties and the citles had police authority and they had someadditional police duties
becanse of liguor, The theory as Tunderstand it—and you can tell me if I'm right or wrong—was that liguor would bo taxed and some of the money
would go back to Jocal governments,

Mr, Hodde: Tack, it was probably more of a suceessfl lobbying effort than anything else. Actually, that was one of the inducements ta get the aet
passed was that local govemment would sharein the revenues, Now, I don’t know if they were entitled to share in them on any other basis or not,
but they got thelr share anyhow. They just had a good Jobbying outfit
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Mx. Rogers: The citfes at that time got forty percent, the state got fifty percent, and the counties got ten percent-—1 always thought the'counties had
8 stmall share of the action,

Mr. Hodde: They mayhe didn’t have as good a lobbyist as they did in later years, Jack, One of the inducements lo geta bill passed s to gather
support, and it’s not that you just sit down with some theoreticatly inclined groupto figure out what's absolutely right, These pressures come on and
they give alitile here and there and they come up with a result that's reasonably satisfactory.

"M Rogers: Well, you were a successful young lobbyist in the 1933 session and that must have been one of® 'your principles. Y know, in lobbying,
it's always said that you've got fo haveallies, you can't do things by yourself, You've got to have nthers wha feel as you do, In other words, there’s
gotto be a public opinion fora pices of legislation before the Lepislature responds and passes it, They don’t just pass some individval’s idea, it bas
to have some force of public opinion behind it. TheHquor act seemed to be passable In the Legistature if they shared the revenues and f they had
strict repulation, is thatcorrect? ‘

Mr. Hodde: I sometimes question whether any act would have passed nt alt if it hadn’t been that without it you would have had absolute chaos,
free-sale liquor averywhere. So they had to get together on something, There wasn’t general agreement that it ought to be state controlled, but thera
was more support for that than there was for no-state infervention. There was some thought only that tht it should be strictly regulated by the state
rather than operated asa merchandising effort, 3ut they put this together and divided the money up with local government and a few other things got
in there becanse this thing didn't pass easy. You know that session was called just to do this, principally, and they were in such 4 deadlock, The
Senate, as [ recall, went home about Christmas time, They said, “}f' you House members want to sil around and argue, well, we’re going home.”
They came back right after the fivst of the year and it was somewhere around maybe the tonth of January before they got il done,

M. Rogers: It was passed early in January of 1934,

Mr: Hodde: Right.
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SEESION TAWS 1oy — ™~

CHAPTER 62.
(%, B, 176,]

INTOXICATING LIQUOR—NET ANNUAY, REVENUE,
AN Acw relaling to intowicating lighors and amending sections
4 and 78 of ohapter 62 of the Laws of the Bxtraordinary

Session, 1933, :
Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of
Washington: . ' '

Seerroy 1. That section 4 of chapter 62 of the
Laws of the Extraordinary Session, 1833, be

_amended to read as follows:.

Section 4. 1. There shall be established at such
places throughout the state as the Hquor control
board, constituted under this act, shall deem advis-

. able, stores to be known as “state liquor stores,” for

the sale of liquor in accordance with the provisions
of this act and the regulations:  Provided, That the
prices of all liquor shall be fixed by the board from
time to time so that the net anntal revenue received
by the board therefrom shall not exceed twenty-five
per cent; o .

9. The liquor control board may, from time to
time, fix the special price at which pure ethyl gl-

"cohol may be sold fo physicians and dentists and

institutions regularly conducted as hospitals, for use
or consurmption only in such hospitals; and may also
fix the special price at which pure ethyl alcohol may
be sold to schools, colleges and universities within
the state for uge for scientific purposes, Regularly
conducted hospitals may have right to purchase pure

_ ethyl alechol on'a Federal permit;

3, The liquor control board may also fix the spe-
clal price at which pure ethyl alechol may be gold
to any.department, branch or institution of the State
of Washington, Federal government, or to any per-
son engaged in a manufacturing or industrial busi-
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ness or-in scientific pursuits requiring aleohol for
use therein;

4, The liquor control board may also fix a gpe~
‘cial price at which pure ethyl alcohol may be sold

to any private individual, and shall make regulations.

governing such sale of alcohol to private individuals

as shall promote, as nearly as may be, the minimum

purchase of such aleohol by such persons.

Snc. 2. That section 78 of chapter 62 of the Laws’
of the Extraordinary Séssion, 1933, as arended by .

chapter 80 of the Laws of 1935 bé amended to read
ag follows:

Section 78, 1. "When said funds are distributed
as provided in section 77 hereof all monies subject
to distributlon ghall be disbursed as follows:

Tunds avallable for distribution to and including

September 30, 1937, seventy per cent (70%) to the -
_general fund of the state and thirty per-cent (30%)
to the coumties and incorporated cities and towns of

the state, distributed among them pursuant to the

provisions hereafter made in this section; -
Fundy available for distribution on ‘and after

October 1, 1937, fifty per cent (50%) to the general

fund of the state and fifty per cent (850%) to the -

counties and mcorporated cities and towns of the

gtate, dlsfnbuteci armong them pursuant to the pro-

vis1ons hereafter made in this section;

. With respect to the share coming to the coun«
tles and incorporated cities and towns under the pre-
ceding subsection, the distribution ghall be among

them in accordance Wlth the following computaj .

tions: -
a, Tirst, the share corning to each county ag a

. whole shall be determined by a division among the

counties entitled to distribution hereunder accord-
ing to the population of the-aress in such counties

. allowing the sale of Jiquor under this act as shown

by the last Federal census; that is to say, the share
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' coming to each county entitled to distribution here- -

under shall be in the proportion which the popula-

tion of the areas allowing the sale of liquor under

this act In such county bears to the aggregate popu-
lation of all the counties entitled to distribution
hereunder; . ,

b. Second, the share coming to each county as é
whole, is [as] the result of the foregoing computa-
tion, shall then be divided between each county gov-
ernment and the incorporated cities and towns lo-

" eated in such county according to the population:

shown 'by the lagt Federal census; that is to say, the
share coming to each incorporated city or town shall

" he as the proportion which the population in such

incorporated city or town, as shown by the last Fed-

" eral census, bears to the total population within the

county, as shown by the last Federal census; and the
county government's share shall be based upon that
proportion of the population within such county as
is not included in the incorporated cities and towns
located in such county: Provided, That no incorpo-

. rated city oy town in which the sale of liguor as

authorized under this act is forbidden under sections
82 to 88 inclusive of this act shall be entitled to any
ghare in such distribution: Provided, further, That
if in any county the ares outside of the cities and
towns therein shall vote not to allow the sale of
liquor under this act in guch area, then the popula~
tion of such-area shall not be included in the compu-
tation of thé population for distribution purposes;

3, The computations under subsection 2 of this
section shall be made by the state auditor, who shall,
immediately atter the effective date of this act and
frmediately following the official publication of

Htate
auditor.

every Federal census and o often as necessary by

reason of elections held under sections 82 to 88 of
_this act, file with the board a list certified by him
showing the fractional proportions, in ferms of per
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cent or otherwise, coming to each county govern-
ment and Incorporated city and town in the state
pursuant to this section; and the board shall make

poses shall he expe
upon vouchers app:

- payment to each of said counties and incorporated
citles and towns in the proportions ‘shown .on the
- certified ligt last filed with it by the state auditor
under this section.
Passed the House February 23, 1937,
Pagsed the Senate Maxrch 3, 1937,
Approved by the Governor March 13, 1937,

CHAPTER 63,

[E. B, 200,)

BOUNTIES ON PREDATORY ANTMALS,

AN Acr providing for and vegulating the payment of cortain
bountes for the killing, of certain predafory anfwaly, and
defining the duties of the divecior of game in eonnection
therewith; providing for certain additional license faes,
amending seotion 8, chapter 59, Taws of 1936, and section
4, chapter 69, Laws of 1936, ,

- Be it enacted by the Legislature - of the State of |

Washington: .

Secrron 1, That section 2, chapter 59, Laws of
1938, be amended to read as follows:

Section 2, Whenever any such person to whom
‘such permit is issued, shall trap, kill or take any
cougar, lynx, bobeat, or coyote, in accordance with
such permit and within the avea fixed by such per-
mit, and shall furnish proof thereof to the said di-
J‘z"ector', he shall be paid a bounty of fifty dollars
($50) for each eougar, and five dollars ($5) for each
Iynx or bobeat,"and two dollars and fifty cents

" ($2.50) for each adult coyote and oné dollar ($1) for .

each coyote pup from any monies which may be
appropriated by the legislature for the payment of
the same, All monies appropriated for such. pur-
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A " Agsocration of Washihgiton O

- Olympia, Washington, gghyv 8, L1307,

- To the Honorahle Mayor and
i Oity Counsil and
: Commissionas of
#l) Cities and Towns of Washington:

< UM the prewent session of the legislature

The Assoclation of Washington Citles
in sponqorin@ thres bille of the utmost importance to avery clby and
town in the State.. These bills ars:

House Bill No, 138 which amends the sales taX law fo provide
thet 26% of tne ne't revsrue from that law Bxull bo pold to qities
and towns and counties, on the hgsls of population (1/3 to counties
to be expended on highways and for poor and indigent, and 2/3 to
cities and btowna bto bs expended om parka; playfields, librarieg,
police, health and fire departments?

House Bill No, 139 provides that 20% of net revenuss in the
motorvehicle fund of the State troasury shall be paid to eities and
towns on basrie of population, to ve exponded on suech streets as the
gbverning avthorities shall determine, and providea a mothod for
ascounting and reporting on the exponditures, This vill also
regulres the Stete director of highweys to construct and repalw,
,?ut of State fundeg, all primary State highways through cltissa and
L OWNS .

Housa Bill No, 175 provides for amending the State Liqpor Aot
a0 that the Liquor CGontrol Board is roquired to maks at loast 20%
net profit, The law now requimes the board to male notb bo oxooua
25% net profit, on bill algo amends the pragsent law to give the
citioa, Lown& and uvountios, 50% of the net revemiss and the Stvate
the othey %0%, A% presont the Yew givos elbtios, towns and ocounbiles
D0% and the State V0%,

Wo nesd not tell you bow lmportant those Wmensures &rs to
the welfare of the oitiss and Lowns. If thay ean be snuctod intd
law, it will glve cities eud towns bhadly needed funds to carry on
thelr nocosgary funetions, It 1s up t0 you o lmpruss the legle~
latupe with the necwssity of uuaoting thagse laws ¥ thorefore

suggest that your Counoll or Commission ashoulid meut: at the earliest
po%alhle date and adopt a resclutlon som thing liko the Form which
is enclosed, Altor 11 12 adopted, tho Moyer should sim 1t and
the Clerk ecortify 4o it and scal i1t and one copy should bo nailed
to sach membor of the leglslature that ropresents the distriet in
which your City is located,

We also onolose a list of all Benators and Representotives,
toguther with the residevce address and phorne nunbors of the members
in Olympia, We nave placed a red check oppoasite thowe we belisve
are Trom your district, It wo have made any miatake, you ocan cov-
rect LT from this list,

‘May we ocount on your coopyration in this work,
Yours for succass —-
Assoolation of Washington Citiea

Hordert Horrocks,
Mayor, Abardeon,
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— —ASEOCIATION GF-WASHINGTON CITIES — — S

Legislative Headquarters
OLYWMPIA

Pebruary 16, 1987

Dear City Officlal:

A CRISIS EXISTS AT OLYMPIA,

Unaxpechted opposition to the program of Waghington cliies and towns
hag developed during the past few days, Aside from open hostility olearly
evident from a number of quarters, thers is a declded tendency to minimize
the plight of Washington municipalities and to let matters drift, Tac-
tionalism likewlse is playing its part in preventing asction whieh should
and mugt be taken if local govermmerts are to be given falr consideration/
I8 thess tendenciss continue, any showdown on Asmgociation matters may be
prevented.

There is only one way this crisis can be met and that 1s by utilizing
gvery avallable means to show the Senators and Representatives from your
digtrict the vital necesgity of pushing this leyislation IMMEDTATRLY , This
is a Pight for our very exlstence and if the offensive is not taken now,
even the geins of the past will be Jeopardized,

1% 1s olearly evident that should the program of the Agsocintion fail
at this seselon of the Legislature, citles will agaln be gtymied wmder the
limltations of the 156 will Jaw. What the consequences of such action will
be are only too well known to require repetition heres,

Pleago remember that this ie not a selfish program, Citles desire
only falr trectment ond to-be placed on a poarity for thelr finenclrl neads
with other levels of government, The entire program can be enactad with-
out in any way interfering with the legitimate needs of state or county,

You are being sont a speoially prepared bulletin analyzing the Asso-
ciation's program,  Usa the maberinl end erguments when writing to your
genators and house members, or when you sae them on tholr home visite.
The situation requires immediate sobtion.  We must rely upon you, 1f you
want additional coples, please do nob hoaltete to let us know.

Trugting that we oen count on your oity or town to do ite very best
in furthoring this work, 1 om I

Vory truly yours,

pry

L//,,r'"
Jﬁ/? ﬁ;f// ‘réfbdjfzzw//
roa

Horbert H01rockq
ABSOCTATION OFF WAuHJNQQON GITIPS
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ASSOOTATION OF WASHINGPON CITIES

HOUST BILL 175

_ Glyes SW%

iquor profite té
Stete  ARE %@

to aounties and
oltiss

In “areh 103

' State Liquor Control Law took effect. Trem April 1933
to March 193

- 3% Beer Sale legallzkd and 1licensed by cltiea,

Tahle Showlng Demands made on
Police Facillities dus to Scle
ef Intoxicating Liquors

Number of arrasts by police for violation of liquer

laws, drunkensss, drunkpn driving and kindre% offences
: 1932 197% l§35

Seattle 6735 88§l 10 52 9427 lF 720

Spekene 2412 3663 506 5954, k%“737
?uooma 1227 192§ 2414 21357 Aol
Yekina 1424 1h95 1473 1952 2318
jroerdsen 362 701 1234 L0LT 1169
{ revett® 368 - 262 293 369 BeT
Bollingham 300 370 2% 481

*Drunkenees only, Tébal arrests for all ceuses in Evarebt

Tor peried
of table, 4595, or 43,5% for drunkennss,

R S . T T S T T T T A T R T N

Number of State Liguor Licenses lssued from
Qetoher L, 1935 teo Beptemper 30 193R, ars as

follows: (Sem Liguer Controel Board fﬂport

Octower 1, 1935 to Betp, 30, 1936, p.p. A5-75)
Seatyla 31872 Spokane 94%
Tacoma 826 Yakima 26
Aberdenn 24€ Everett 292

- Bellingham 238

L T I T B W m e b ke e e e e e [ e

The Asscclation of Washingbton Citipg sent a questionnalre te a number
of representetive oltles regarding lnoreased cost of police departmwvt
sipoe repaal of prohibvition, Tn respmss to ingulry, cities gave esti-
mates of inorease ir liquer arrests slnece liocense and gale of liguor

by the State as follows:

Tnerease Increans
Ananortns 1% Hogmlam 107% (over 1932)
famas - 35 Kalso M?o " 1935
Cashmers 1809 Kent 4%% " 1235
Contrailia L55% Marysvilla l“/% "19%4
081villa 909 Montagano Y :
. Olympia 70% TFullpen 0%
PaBco 300% Winlook LHO%
Pomeroy 1.80% '

Twenty~throe oltles showed that fines aid n»t cover Increase lu costs
due to arrests,

l’
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Sheet #2

Anacertes, Colville, Conorste, Kulsma, :.onbtesene, Pomeroy, Port Town-

gend, Pullman; Sulten, Vekima and Centralia conmented orthe-lnoreased -
usa of their jall faollities, with corresponding increase in cost thereo

Cames, Centralla, Colville, Conerete, Hoquiam, Kalama,Plllmen, Su%tan
and Yakime reported that there had been an increase in the cost of pol--
leing, : -

Centralia, Colville, Fulrfield, Kelso, Xettle Falls, Port Townsend and
South Bend mentioned that an lncrease in police force was needed, but
that they were unable to afford such an inorease,

Conoreta reported thel its jall expenses in 1932 were $37,68, and in
19&CL un to Noyember 1, wore 1“61‘lZAMIF\aure& from other citles on
8T B EN Y pot AR Lan iy YRR T,

:,
=g

vwicr Yo prouibition, cities licenped and colleulnd thelr own license
revenue on ligquor ssles; aince return of liguor, ¢ities are prohibited
“rom licensing liquor seles end oam derive no revenue from thabt source,

1911 - Spokane collected in llquor license fees $221,024.71
1936 - Spokane received from State Liguor Board 8¢, 000,00
1910 ~ Tacoma collected in liquor Licanse fees 126,206,060

1936 ~ Tancome rTeceived from State L.guor Board 5,62%.94,
s "‘_ e ) . . N X
Kgcording to Jigudes supplied by thé otate vax Gemblssion, propwrey - .
lovies for clties and towns for the years 1931 and 1936 are as fcllows:

19%) - -« - - - $ 19,336,000,
19%6 - - - ~ - ’ lOtééBiOOO. dus to A0 mill 1imit law
§ &,64%,C00, reduction

Clties and ftowns bave reduchd’ budgets and curtailed axpenditures te

the Limlt; yet most clties show heavy deflcits, Citlaes have no power

to levy and collect taxes of any kind, exoept as authorlzed by the State
Teglislature, The exclass and llcense faxation fisld is in most cases
wre-empted by the State, Thermfore, this huge reduction in olty reven-
‘ues sinee 1931 must be partially mede up by State supplied revenues,

Inoreased allowannes T'or olties and ccunties from State Liguor Revenues,

as provided by House Bill 17%, will ald oitles to overcome rapidly in-~
oreasing deficlts,
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