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I. INTRODUCTION 

Since the end of Prohibition, cities and counties have received 

distributions of liquor-related revenues from the State, due in part to 

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 position on whether Initiative 1183 should be approved. However, 

parties opposing I-1183, including Appellant Washington Association For 

Substance Abuse and Violence Prevention (W ASA VP), 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."1 

The Office ofFiscal Management projects that I-1183 will increase 

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. 

1 
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
l.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 
-------~~~-~-

Iw 1183 opponents' argument 1-1183 will increase public safety 

requirements, it is surprising that Appellants argue that the allocation of an 

additional $10 million for local government 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 I-1183's 

requirement that local governments 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 1-1183 on local public safety funding, the Legislature authorized a joint 

select committee to make recommendations on liquor revenue 

distributions. The framework for the dialogue is clear: I-1183 has been 

approved by the voters; and, it is projected to provide for greatly expanded 

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 I-1183 during the election and the ongoing 

-2-



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. 

II. IDENTITY AND INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE 

This amicus curiae brief is submitted by the following city and 

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

Yakima City 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 public safety purposes. 

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

A. 1-1183 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 stores 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. 

-3-



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

right to sell spirits.2 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.3 

Fees from the spirits distribution and retail and licensees will 

replace state liquor store revenues. See 1~1183, § 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 Fund, 40 

percent to Cities and 10 percent to Counties (after Liquor Board expenses 

and distributions for drug and alcohol research, municipal 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 million4
- plus an additional $10 million for public safety. 

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

2 Nick Schiffler, Who Has Anplied for Most Liquor Sale Sites? Safeway, PUGET 
SOUND BUSINESS JOURNAL, Mar. 15,2012, 
http://www. bizjournals.com/seattle/news/20 12/03/ 15/who-has-appl ied-for~most­
liquotwsale.html. 
3 WASH. STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BD., State Liquor Store Auction Totals $30.75 
million (Mar. 5, 20 12), http://liq.wa.gov/retaillauctions. 
4 WASH., OFFICE OF FIN. MGMT., ESHB 2823: Local Government Fiscal Note, 
(Apr. 18, 20 12), 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-l- 3. 
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available to local governments from the Fund by much more than $10 

million; an increase of $25 to $55 million per year is projected. 5 

B. The Trial Court Found Section 302 And The 
Remainder Of 1-1183 Constitutional. 

The parties submitted cross-motions for summary judgment to the 

trial court on the constitutionality of I w 1183. u, CP 444-541; 2222A6. 

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 "$1 0 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 court granted reconsideration, explaining that he was mistaken 

and that Section 302 was, in fact, rationally related to Initiative 1132. 

CP 1988w91; VRP (3/19/2012 at 23:9wl3). 

C. Washington Has A Long History Of Allocating Liquor 
Revenues To Local Governments Based On The 
Relationship Between Liquor And Public Safety. 

The com1ection between liquor consumption and public safety has 

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

5 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/PreviousEiections/20 11 /generai/Pages/OVG _2 
0111108.aspx?ElectioniD=42&sOJttype=Measures#ososTop. (A copy oftbe 
Voters' Pamphlet is also located at CP 234-44.) 



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

. I~ 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 I-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 .... "6 

An initiative brought Prohibition to this State five years before the 

18th 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 Votees Guide that "the 

cause of criminality ... was the same old arch-troubl.emaker-alcohol .... "7 

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 

6 WASH. STATE CENT. COMM., Prohibition Party Campaign Text Book for the 
State of Washington 3 (1892). SA-4 -7. 
7 WASH., 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 
ofState39(1914). SA-8-31. 
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licensed and taxed beer taverns. CP 546-55.8 When government-owned 

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

especially in Seattle, were calling for city-owned liquor stores."9 

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 1051-11 00. Cities and counties lobbied to divide liquor taxes and 

profits with the State, arguing that local government "had police authority 

and they had some additional police duties because of liquor." 10 

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. 11 In 1937, local governments lobbied the legislature to 

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

8 W. J. Rorabaugh, The Origins of the Washington State Liquor Control Board, 
1934, PACIFIC NORTHWEST QUARTERLY 159, 161-62 (Fall2009), 
9 I d. 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/FindingAidXMLIAR80.xml. The Association 
of Washington Cities had been formed in 1933 for the purpose of influencing the 
Legislature's consideration of liquor legislation. UNIV. or WASH., Twenty-Five 
Years of Governmental Research and Service (Apr. 1959). 
10 WASH. STATE ARCHIVES, LEGISLATIVE ORAL HISTORY PROJECT, Charles 
Hodde: Mr. Speaker ofthe House, Vol. 2 72-77 (1986). SA-32 -33. 
11 J.W. Gilbert, Liguor-By-Glass Campaign Lost, SEATTLE SUNDAY TIMES, Jan. 
24, 1937, at 8. SA-34. 
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facts that they must furnish the police protection and that they formerly 

had all the profit from licenses." Id. 

In support of this 1937legislation, House Bill175, the Association 

of Washington Cities "sent a questionnaire to a number of representative 

cities regarding increased cost of police department since repeal of 

prohibition.'' 12 The surveyed cities reported an increase 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. 13 

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 government allocati'on would be spent. See 

Chapter 62, Laws of 1937 (f-I.B. 175) (SA~35- 38). 

Recently, local governments 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 

12 Bulletin from Ass'n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
and Commissions of all Cities and Towns ofWashington, 3 (Feb. 8, 1937). 
SA-39- 42. 
13 See SEATTLE POLICE DEPT., Seattle Police Department Annual Re12ort 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. 
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percent to counties (based on population). RCW 82.08.170. Two percent 

\ 

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

The Liquor Revolving Fund includes revenues from state liquor 

stores, certain beer and wine taxes, and permit fees. RCW 66.08.170. 14 

After payment for costs to operate the Liquor Control_ Board, distributions 

are made first to specific state accounts (such as for university drug and 

alcohol research), and to border communities . .J1&, RCW 66.08.190. The 

remainder is allocated 50 percent to the state general fund, 40 percent to 

cities anq towns and 10 percent to counties. I d. 

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. 15 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. 16 

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

15 Id. 
16 OFFICE OF THE SEC'Y OF STATE, 2011 General Election Voters' Guide: 
Initiative 1183 Fiscal ImQact Statement. It also assumes an increase in local B&O 
taxes of $3 million over six years, or $500,000 per year. 
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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. 

I-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)(i). 17 

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." I-1183, § 302. 

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

amounts available to local governments under the initiative, 

17 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 XI, § 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). 
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In campaigning against the initiative, Appellant W ASA VP asserted 

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

governments. W ASA VP argued that:· 

• 1-1183 would "result in a fivewfold increase in outlets for 
hard liquor across the state, lead to an increase in drinking 
and jeopardize community safety." 

• "An increase in alcohol outlets leads to more crime, 
violence and otper harms." 

• "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 problems increase." CP 1634.18 

I -1183 went into effect on December 8, 20 11. 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. 19 The Legislature adopted the I-1183 formula for local 

government distributions from the Liquor Revolving Fund, including the 

18 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
l.pdf (emphasis added). 
19 OFFICE OF FIN. MGMT., ESHB 2823: Local Government Fiscal Note at 3. 
SA-3. 



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

local governments will receive "approximately the same distribution of 

liquor revenues (liquor excise taxes+ liquor revolving fund) as in 2011 ."20 

To address concerns about these budget changes on local 

governments, the Legislature authorized a joint select committee to 

"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. Citing 

concerns 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 ofESHB 2823.21 

IV. ARGUMENT 

A. A Rational Relationship Exists Between 1~11.83 And The 
$10 Million Allocation For Public Safety. 

Article II, § 19 requires that "[n]o bill shall embrace but one 

subject, and that shall be expressed in the title." Wash. Const. art. II,§ 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. 

20 Ass'N OF WASH. CITIES, City Liquor Revenue Impacts 1, 
http://www.awcnet.org/portals/O/documents/legislative/LiquorRevenuelmpacts04 
2312.pdf. 
21 Letter from Ass'n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Christine 0. Gregoire, 
Governor of Wash. (Apr. 20, 2012), 
http://awcnet.org/portals/0/documents/legislative/ESHB2823PartiaiVetoRequest. 
pdf. . 
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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 rei. 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 W ASA VP itself acknowledges are placed on local 

government by I -1183. It is inconsistent for W ASA VP to argue that the 

$1 0 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 offset 

additional public safety-related expenses W ASV AP argued local 

governments may face when spirits sales are allowed by private parties. 

Second, the Legislature has interpreted Section 302, not as a "gift," 

but as a limitation on funding that would otherwise be allocated to local 

governments from the Liquor Revolving Fund. Ten million 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 
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~~~---~-----

revenue distributions, local governments will likely receive no more total 

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

Third, as has been permitted since the end of Prohibition, 

Section 302 allows local governments flexibility to use 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 

Brief20 (citing Fritz v, Gordon, 83 Wn.2d 275,290 (1974)). 

During the campaign, W ASA VP made spirited arguments that 

demonstrate the rational relationship between the increased availability of 

alcohol under I-1183 and the additional burdens that may fall on local 

governments. W ASA VP has repeatedly argued that increased access to 

alcohol through privatization will lead to more drinking and related-crime, 

which could "overburden[] police and first responders" and other local 

government law enforcement.22 WASA VP based its opposition to 1-1183 

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/Previous Elections/20 11 I generai/Pages/OVG _ 2 
01111 08.aspx7ElectioniD=42&sorttype""Measures#ososTop. 
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on a "more consumption, more problems" motto, stating: "An increase in 

alcohol outlets leads to more crime, violence and other harms."23 

Local governments will bear the cost if W ASA VP is correct. 

Violations of liquor sales laws 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 jurisdiction 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.ll.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 

23 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
l.pdf. 
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police, courts, and jail resources.24 WASVAP cannot meet its burden to 

show beyond a reasonable doubt there is no relationship between increase 

liquor availability and the need for additional public safety resources. 

Indeed, WASV AP 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 irt 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 

P .2d 1333 (1990) (the presumption of constitutionality ~~should be 

overcome only in exceptional cases"). 

The Legislature has interpreted I~ 1183, not as requiring additional 

funding to local governments, but as a limitation 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. 

24 See generally Letter from Ass'n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Christine 0. 
Gregoire. 
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The Legislature determined that local governments would receive 

distributions from the Liquor Revolving Fund only as outlined in I -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 

I-1183, § 302).25 The remainder is to be transferred to the State's general 

fund. I d. at § 8(3). In light of the projected increase in Liquor Revolving 

Fund revenues from !-1183's fees, this legislation imposes a significant 

limitation on the liquor 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 ?6 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 after I-1183 as before. 

I-1183 should have been interpreted to increase the allocation of . 

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

25 The Legislature's adoption and incorporation of Section 302 into ESHB 2823 
also constitutes "a later amendment to or reenactment of the statute" wh lch 
" 'cure[s] any defect' in the earlier legislation," including an alleged violation of 
Article II,§ 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)). 
26 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. 

I~ 1183 § 302. The Legislature, however, disagreed, at least for this year. 27 

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 Washington requires that state legislative mandates to local 

governments designate the funds necessary to pay for those new or 

expanded programs. RCW 43.135.060;29 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, u, 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 1400.30 If 

27 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 oflnitiative 
Measure No. 1183 on public safety needs, and provide a sustainable plan for use 
and disbursement of excess liquor revenues., ESHB 2127, § 101. 
28 Initiatives are legislative acts and should be subject to the same unfunded 
mandate concerns. See Wash. Const. art. II, § 1 (a) (initiatives are a legislative 
power of the people). · 
29 RCW 43.135.060 was adopted pursuant to Initiative No. 62 ( 1979). 
30 Letter from Ass'n of Wash. Cities to The Honorable Christine 0. Gregoire. 
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W ASA VP is correct, and such expansion results in more crime, I- 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. 31 

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 $10 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. J1&, 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 66.08.21 0. 

This makes sense. Local governments are entitled to discretion in 

managing their financial resources and burdens. Se~ generally American 

31 
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/! iquor _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, § 11.32 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 1183 does not. 

viol~te Article II,§ 19 of Washington's constitution. 
~ 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this?/)day of April, 2012. 

~··th 

32 See also Hugh D. Spitzer, Municipal Police Power in Washington State, 75 
WASI-l. L. REV. 495, 496 (2000) (describing traditional concepts of police power 
as including the "general governance of the community"). 

-20-



SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX TO 
BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 



LOCAL GOVERNMENT FISCAL NOTE 
Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development 

---~~---~--Dill-Number: ---Z823-E S HB- ---- Title: -State·rcvonues/~enernH'und---

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

Legislation Imp11cts: 

0 Cities: Cities and counties would experience substantial reductions in liquor excise tax fund and liquor revolving f\md distributions. 
Cities, countie~ and special districts would also experience substantial red11ctions in Public Works Asslswnce loans. 

0 Counties: Same as above 

0 Special Districts: Same as above 

0 Sp~cific jurisdictions only: 

0 Variance occurs due to: 

Part 11: Estimates 

0 No fiscal impacts. 

0 Expenditures represent one-time costs: 

0 Legislation provides local option: 

0 K~y variables cannot be estima"ted with certainty at this time: 

Estimated rcvenu~ lmpncts tu: 

,Jurisdiction FY 2012 

Cirv (24,785,280) 

Counrv (688,480) 
Special District (8,950,240) 

TOTAL$ (34,424,000) 

GRAND TOTAL$ 

Estimated expenditure impacts to1 

.rurlsdfction F¥2012 
City (24,765,280) 
County (688,480) 
Special District (6,950,240) 

TOTAl,$ (34,424 000 
GRAND TOTAL$ 

Part III: Preparation and Approval 

Fiscal Note Analyst: Jaime Kas7.ynski 

Leg. Committee Contact: 

Agency Approval: Steve Salmi 

OFM Review: Chcrio Berthon 
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(15,456,880) ( 16, 146,360) (11 ,433,512) 
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( 109,436,000) (143,660,000) (128,386,309) 
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2015·17 
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(369,372,772) 

2015·17 
(73,688, mi 
(10,174,281) 
(13,361,996) 
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Part lV: Analysis 
A. SUMMARY OF BILL 
Provlda a clear, .mer.! not dasorlption of the bill wllh an emphaJis on how It Impacts loon/ government. 

Section I amends RCW 43.135.045 to suspend the annual transfer of$102 million from the General Fund to the Education Construction Fund 
--- --·-----.durlngthe\Jiermlum·errdln!fJU!le30~20l5.--- -- - -- - -----· --·----·-

Sectlon2 amends RCW 82 .. 18.040 to direct solid waste collection taxes to the General Fund (rather than the Public Works Assistance 
Account). The entire amount would be directed to the General Fund for Fiscal Year 2012 tlll'ough Fiscal Year 2015, and one half of the 
amount would be deposited in lhe General Fund in subsequent ycnrs, wilh the remainder dcposiled in lhe PWAA. 

Section 3 amends RCW 82.08.160 to provide that, for Fiscal Year 2013, all receipts tl·om tho liquor sales tax and liquor excise tax be deposited 
iti the General Fund (rather thun being distributed to locul governmonts). 

Section 4 amends RCW 82.08.170 to provide that $2.5 million dollars per quatter bo transfcnod from tho liquor excise tax fund to the General 
F\md '(rathcl' than being distributed to local governments), 

Sections 5, 6 and 7 delete provisions and sections o!'RCW 43.110 that pertained to the City and Town Research Services Account and 
County Research Services Account. 

Section 8 amends RCW 66.08.190 to provide a now process for distributing liquor revolving funds. Funding for municipal research and 
services, border nreas, counties, cities and towns would be distributed as provided in RCW 66.24.065 (Section 302 oflnitiative 1183), and 
remaining funds would·be deposited in the general fund (rather than being distributed to local governments). 

Section 13 provides that Section 2 takes effect immediately. 

Section 14 provides that sections I and 3 through 12 take et1'ect on July I, 2012. 

B. SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURE IMPACTS 
BrMly describe and quantifY the expenditure Impacts of/he leg/sial/on on local governments, ldent(/)'lng the expmdllure provisions by 
section number, and when appropriate, the detali of expenditures. Delineate he. tween dty, c:ounty and sprwia/ di,l·trlr:tlmpacts. 

The proposed legisl~tion would reduce tho availability ofl'ublic Works Assistance Account (PWAA) loans to local governments, resulting 
In reduced expenditures to repay those loans und construct public works projects. The reduction of solid waste taxes in the PWAA would 
total $ J 88,522,000 between FY 2012 and FY 2017, as shown in the Departmellt of Revenue fiscal note, and repayments on those loans would 
have totaled $12,152,452 (estimated by the Department of Commerce Public Works Board staff) between FY 20t4 and FY 2017, 

As discussed ftp1her below, reductions in the distribution on liquor excise !axes and liquor revolving funds to local governments would total 
approximately $73 million in the current biennium, $49 million In the next blennitlm (fiscal years 2014-20 15), and $46 million In the subsequent 
biennium (fiscal years 20 16-2017), for a total reduction of $169 million d\ning the pel'iod covered by this flscnl note. Local govemment 
·expenditures funded through this revenue include, but are not limited to, alcohol treatment, prevention and education, and law enforcement. 

C. SUMMARY OF REVENUE IMPACTS 
Brl~f/y describe and quantifY the revenue lmp11cts q/'lhe leglsllllion 011 loc111 governments, identi/.i'fng the revenu~ provisions hy .l'e<:t/1/n 
number, and when 11ppropr/ate, the detail r1frevenue SOIII'Ca.!. Delineate between city. COiirl/,l' and spacial district impacts. 

The proposed legislation would reduce local govemment revenues by approximately $144 million in the. CliiTent biennium, $128 million in the 
next biennium (fiscal years 2014·2015), and $97 million in tho subsequent biennium (fiscal years 2016-20 17). Of this total $369 million 
reduction over six years, approximately $200 million would represent reduced loans !'rom the Public Works 1\ssistancc Account und the 
remainder would represent reduced distl'ibutions of shared liquor excise tax and liquor revolving fund l'evenues. (Please note: Those t1guros 
do not Include red11ctioM in funds transferred to the Education Construction Fund pursuant to Section 1 ;) · 

Public Works Assistance Loans: 
Section 2 would reduce funding available from the PWAA, which would In turn result In reduced loan I'Opayrnonts for jurisdictions that would 
otherwise have received the loans. This results In an additional decrease in revenue that would be available to loan to local governments of 
the same magnitude as the reduced expenditures discussed above, In total, this section would therefore redt1ce funding ~vailable to local 
governments by the following amounts: 

Pa)(e 2 of3 Bill Number: 2823 E S HB 
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FY 2012 • FY 2013: $70,148,000 (re-diroctcd solid waste tax l\1nds only) 
FY 2014 • FY 2015: $79,\34,167 (re-directed solid waste tux f\111ds, pillS $2,587,\67ln reduced rcpuymonts) 
FY 2016 • FY 2017: $51,392,285 (re-directed solid waste tax funds, plus $9,565,285 in reduced repayments) 
Total: $200,674,452 ($188,522,000 in re-directed solid waste tax t\mds, 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. 
~~~~-----Tlrese-r~gum-were used toestlrnate impacts by type ofjurisdictioo.-Actual-impacrswoula vary-15aseaontl1oprioritizatiol1of projlfCTh m 

future years, 

Liquor Revenue Distributions: 
Eliminating the FY 2013 distribution of liquor excise tax~s would reduce city and county rovcm1o by abou\ $28,767,000 in the current 
biennium, as shown In the fiscal notes prepnred by the Department of Revenue and Office of the State Treasurer. In FY 2014 this distribution 
would be reduced by $7,5 million and in funu·e years this distribution would be reduced by $10 million annually. Eliminating the sharing of 
liquor revolving lUnd revenues (beyond those maintained by l-1183) would reduce distributions to cities and counties by $44,945,000 in FY 
20 13, $18,990,703 in FY 2014 and about $13 million each In tlscal years 2015, 2016 und 2017, as shown In the llsonl notes prepared by the Office 
of the Stale Treasurer and Liquor Control Boa1·d, (This estimate assumes that distribution of liquor revolving 1\inds to local governments 
during the remainder of FY 2012 are not impacted.) · 

These reductions would totul about $73 mlllion in the current biennium, $49 million in the next biennium (fiscal years 20 14·20 15), und $4<1 
million in the subsequent biennium (fiscal years 2016·?017), for a total reduction of$169 million during the period covered by this fiscal note. 
City revenue reductions would be about $135 million (80 percent of the total) and county revenue red\lCtions would be about $34 million (20 
per~cnt of the total). · 

Background: 
Liquor excise tax rev.enues fund cities and counties, with 80 percent going to cities and 20 percent going to counties. (Individual j\ll'isdictions 
reoolve these revenues according to their population.) Two percent of the tolul distributed to any local government must be spent on 
alcoholism treatment programs. Liquor revolving funds are distributed to 40 pe1·cent to cities and I 0 percent to counties. (Individual cities 
receive those revenues based on pop\llation and individual counties based on unincorporated population.) Two percent of the total 
distributed to any local government must be spent on alcoholism treatment programs, Certain cities nnd cmmties (border areas) receive 0.3 
percent of liquor profits based on border area u·aft1c totals, border-related crime statistics, and pel' oapita law enforcement spending. 

The recent passnge of lnitiutive 1183 provided that local dlstriblilions of liquor pl'of1~~ must remain at the level of prior comparable time 
periods before the passage of the Initiative, and that an additional $10 million be distributed to local julisdlctions for plibllc safety purposes. 
(This "hold harmless" provision does not Impact the distribution of revenues from liquor taxes.) OFM staff indicate that a t(J\al of $39.4 
million In liquor profits were distributed to local governments during the four quarters from December 20 I 0 to September 20 II, Therefore, the 
initiative requires thnt nt least $49.4 million be distrib\lted to local govemments 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 fiscal note 
Office of tho Slate Troasurct· fiscal note 
Liquor Control Board fiscal note 
Association of Washington Cities 
Department of Commerce, Public Works Board Staff and repayment model 
OFM oaloul~tions of 1·1 ·183 "hold harmless" provision · 
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INTROOUO!ORV-

THis T=-:BooK needs no introditc"ffi.on from other sources than its own. 
Its strength lias in the :fu.cta and principl~ it contai;ns, the righteousness aid -
justice of. which have been. rooognjzed for years by the gra.ndest,'best · 
and ahl.est. men. of a1l political parti"ll as ~~ot only true, but that the; 
future prooperlty-aoo perpetuity of our Government depend ilpon the carry-

ing out of these fundamental principles.. . _ 
.We, therefore, believing that the beSt interests of ou:r conntry'requiie 

l 
. ···.il_ 

~ 

_:··· __ _ 

th.ese great and' :most necessary ref6rms, and knoWIDg :!]:om past hlStorvtli&t 
no hope cru,.· [le entertained of tb.~e refonns being seriously attempted by' 
ruiy of the ·noW- organized parties, ro:cept thel'rolJibition party, :Pres=t ~ 
work,_giving oor NatioJlJl.l and State pla;tl'orms-d.ocmnents setting forth · · 
more·and-greatel:-needed reforms tha.n._any simllar doc=en.t ever published 
-and the lettem of acceptance from = leaders,WhoseaoementS-are:'ll;s-;­
re~kable as the men who wrote them; clear, logical and ~emble, 
they stand forth appealing to the better judgment of all classes, clearly 
shoWing the true policy of government. Also a short biography of each o:l; 
the candidates, so that all =Y know V{ho and what kind of :men have b8en 
placed on _the ticket. While the sketcl!- of each ha<J. of -necessh"y,- oeeli, 
abridged, yet enough baa~ Written to show the cha;racl;eran.d diiiposition 
of each, thst they-have a1l shown themselves men of aomt.Ym.'ili~ various: :,:·"'li 
avocmons·of life; tha• each in his sphere has proven himseli capable to __ : · :·.f 
represent the principles advocated in our platforms, ani\., if -~oot~,woUld_, ___ c.-."-'" 

faithfully make and enforce such laws as would most speedlly bring about 

these great .-eforms. ' -
.All these, with some facts and figures pertinent to the principles we ad-

vocate, we present for the candid consideration and careful investigation of 
sJl who love country, home and fu.mil,y, for these are aJl- questions- that 
:inllilt, of necessity, be settled by the voters of the NatioU, the- settlement"" 

.of whlcl!- will decide the destiny of this Government. 
-w. :a. G-nstra.p, 

Secre:taT'!I of Oomrniife•-_ . 

~a__ . . f -........, 

.c-:::- t\j IN 
·f>'{ ~ ~ 

- ~~\:-~ /;' .. ·._ .· Q_ :-----
.\?· - -:; 

r 
-'"""" 

- -'"-"":..--.:: ..::..:::::-

-·_·-~--
~ 

I 
-r 

National Platform, 1892. : 
- - I -
-. -1 

The Prohibition Pa.rty, in National Convention assembled, aclmow~­
ing A.lmightj God as the source of all true government and His law as the 
standird to which human en&ctn{ents mnst conform. to seaulre the ble)3singa 
<>fpeace and prosperity; pxesents the folloWing declaiation6f principles: 

• • I • 

· lst. The liquor traffic is a foe to civilization, the-arch enemy of popular 
government and a public nuisance.. It is the citadel of thJ forces that cor­
rilpt politics, promote poverty and crime, degrade the JlJl.t\ion's home life.­
thwart the will of the people and deliver our country into the handa of 
rapacious $ss :interests. All laws that, under the guiae of :i~on, legal­
ize and protect this traffic, or make the gov:ernment share! in its ill-gotten 
tsains, are "vicious in principle and powerless as a renied:j-" _ We declare 

J~ew for the entire suppression of the manufacture, sale, :qnpo:rtation, ex- . 
-- -- -d-pertation-and transportatiorr-orai~holic·Jiqu.o:ta· a.r a"lieve)'ag6,oy federil.l 

1 .and State }egiBhtion. The iull·powers of government shottld.be exe~ to 
...Laecare this result. No Party that fails to recogniz_e the dominant nature of 
' thl.s issue :in American politics deserves the support of the PeoPle. 

_j - I 

~ - 2d. No citizen should be denied- the ri,o-ht to vote on accbunt of sex, and 
, -equal labor should receive equal wages without rega,rd to se:f. 

~ 3d. The nioney of the country should coiurist of gold, "*ver and paper, 
=d be iSsued by the general government only, and in sufiicie;nt quantity to 
m~t the .dema.D.ds of business and give fnil opportunity for the employment 
"f lalio;. _To this end an increase in: the 'volnme of monJ1 is demanded. 
No individual or corporation should be allowed to make any; profit through 
its fusue. It should be made· a legal tender for the payment of all debts, 
public and private. lte volume should be fixed at a de:fini~ sum per capita. 
and mad& to increase with our increase in population. 

- - • I 

4th.. Tariff should be levied 'only as a defence against :foreign goverri­
;,_ents which leyy tariff upon, or baX out our products from! their markets, 
revenue being incidental The residue of means necessarytG an economical 
ad~inistration of the government should be raised by l~ the burden 
on wh&t the people possess instead ot' upon wh-at they consUme. -

- _jith. Railroad, telegraph and: other public corporations Shonld be con­
.ftrolled by the government in the :interests of the people,! and no higher 

- ~ charges_ allowed than necessary to 'give fair interest on the eapital actually 
"""'¥ ~veste4 - · 
· J ·6th. Foreign immigration has become a b,;ro_en u:pon __ kd.Ustry, one of 
cj the factors m depressing wages and 'causing discontent; th<feiore, our ini-

1.1_63038 

• • I 

I 
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l 
-...J 

4 
mi,cration laws should be revised and strictly enforced. The tim~ of resi­
dence fo:r natu:ralization Ehould be extended, and no naturalized person 
should be allowed to vote until one year after he becomes a citizen. 

7th. Non-resident !!;liens s!).ould not 1!e allo.w.e<i t9, acqnjre land ·m this 
country, and we favor the limitation of individual and corporate ownersnip 
of land. .An ==ad gn>uts of land to :ra.il:road companies or other cor-

pQ.l">c~n<; ,Mulj);~r~ed.._ , · 

8th, Years ofipa<)tion and tr~¢b,et:f on th~ part of the,~publi~ '!Jl.<i 
Democratic pru:ties l:\ave resulted b;l. the present. reig;Q .ot mob J,;l.w; &J:l9. we, 
demand: that every citizen be protected in the right of trizl by constitu-

tio~ tril:m"""'J!>- · 

· 9th.. All mep. should Qe J?rotected by lajr !P.-.1;£1$-:ri&_hl tg one <!<>-Y.qf rest. 

in seven. 

];ffi;h. A:rbitl:ationis the wisest· and most economical: and humane metaod 

of settling national dilierenres. 

llt~ S~culatio~ in~-the cm;neril;Ig of ~in. m,one_)!: and p11Q-­
dnct:>,_ ru;>,d th~ foTI;J:)_atioil._of pools; tru$@d comhir>Ati~s.for t~bi~-.,---
adv~m.ent o_~ J?ri~ sho,U;l!i b~ BJW!?re~s-~ · 

12th. We pledge ~~ the l;'robi_bitioiJ. Party,):i ell'Ct"'_d __ tp po-w::er.. wi!l 
ever grant just pensions to diss.bled vetera.ns of the Union Army and Navy, 

their widows and o:rphans. 

13th. We stand unequivocally for the American public school_ ;;nd_ op­
posed: to any appropriation of public moneys for. sec<-.arian ;schools. We 

· declan>th.at only by· united: support of such common schools, taught fu_j;he 
English language, ca.n we hope to become and remain a homogeneollil. and. · 
h.srmonions people. 

14th. We =ign tb.e Repnblica.n. ~d Democratic J?a.,--ti.es as false· to 
the standa.rd!;,:rea...red by their fo:onO,ers ~ as faithless to the principleS-of the , 
illustrious leaders of the past to wh<>m they do homage with the lips.; as · 
recreant to the higher Is.w which is as inf!erible in political aifa.jrs as in. 
person&lllie; and as no longer embodying the a.."Piri>tions of the AJ:nerlcan 
people or inViting the con:fidence of e'\ilighteL!ed, p:rogJ:&ssive patriotisTii. 
Their protest against the admission of "moral is5nes;, :ili.w polities is. a e_,;n­
fession of their own moral degeneracy. The declaration of an emhlent · 
authority that municipal misrule ia "the <:me conspicuous failure oi .Ameri­
can politics" follows as a natnrSl conBeq,nen.ce of suc):l. deg~eracy, >!<l1d :is 
true a,like of ci~ll? un<ier RepubUcap. and Deinocraj;i~ coi!trol. Each,. ap-; -
cnses. t)le oth_er of extra.vagen!!B _iq.. Congressional appropriations, and botl;l· 
are alike guilty. Each protests, when ont oi pawer, against infra!;tion o_f 
the civil serVIce laws, and each whep. in power vi9l>!<tes those_ la:w:s,in: l<li:ter · 
and in spirit. E.a.ch professes fealtY to the intereSt. of the tpiJ.mg_ IDll,lJSBS, 

·~ 
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'-• t;• • ;u::. ;::~·-f?L:~,: 
but both covertly truckle to the mon~y ~~~~~in~~~~\brumstration of 
public a:ffirirs. Even the ta:ri::fl' issu~ 'as 'falJl:e;,ented 'in ~e Democratic 
Mills :Bill and the Repuhlican. McKinley :Bill, is no lont;er treated by them 
as an issue between great and Oivergent principles of govebunent, but is a 
mere catering to different sectional and class interests. ~e attempt in 
many 8'-..a.tes to wrest the Australian ballot system from _its true purpose, 
an~ so to d:rorm it as to ~~er it extremely difficult for ne}v pa.~ties tb_ ex-­
~rCise 'the nght of sufl'ra.ge, 1B a.n·outrnge u:pon popular government. - Th:e 
competition of ·bo'th old parties for ·the vote of the slums, a-b.d their &s3idtr­
ous courting of tlie liquor :Power and snbser:Viency to· thE! nmrrey :i;,owei', 
h&ve re:.nlted m. pla-cing tl:iooe 'poWers in 'the position o~ l'lf;;.cticall ai:liitel:s 
of the destinies of the na"tfon. We :tenew otlr 'protest agaiii,Jt these peruous 
-tendencies, and invite all citizens tb join ns In the upbmldfug of a party 
tltat has shown, in five national·campa.iglfa, that It prefers~p-oraryde'feit 

·to ll.h abandonment of the ulaifuer -of ju,--tice, oobriety, ·persbnal rigli:ts 'and 
the protection of Ainerical:l homes. 1 - -

15th. Recognizing and declaring t!ra.t Problhition of -tlie liqrror -traffit: 
has become the dominant issue fu :n&tioha:l politics, we mvilte to filii~ 

··--·fellowship all those who, on this one domfua.n-t issue, a.re wi~ ns·agreed, ill 
the full belief that this ¥arty can and Will remove sectional dili'eiehces, 
prmnote nztiu:nal unity MJ.d ilistrre 'th;; -best welfare of our ehtire land. 

-~ I 

Diet;a of_ the tr. S. Strprem.e Court. 

"No legislature can .bargain away the public health i or the pubUp 
morals. The people themselves = not do it, much less thei:i- servants. • • • 
Government is organized with a view to their preserva.tio\:, a.nd can. not 
divest itself·of the power to .prov.ide fo:r them."-Stone vs. Mississippi, 101 
tr. 8., 316: · I 

• "If tl:;e public sarety or tb., J?ublic morals requh-e ·the discontin\l?libe iif 
any man~ or traffic, the hand of the legisl&tnre·ea.nr not he Btii.yed 
from ·providfug for 1ts disciltl.tmu;mee by ·any incidental! fuooi:t\tehlehce 
whlcll individna.Is·o-r co~Ol1S·tnay5t:iller."~:i3eerCo. vs. Massi>chruretts, 
97-tr. s., 32. - . i 

"The State-cannot by any cont>-act lim.'t the exercise of he:r power to 
tha prejudice of th!l public heal'th -and the -public moral's.. "~Butchers' 
Union Co. YB- crescent City eo,, Ill u. S., 751. 

"There iS no Inherent right fu a citizen to thns seli intoXicating liquors 
by retail; it is not a privilege oi' a citizen of a State or of a citizen of the 
'United States."-Orowley vs. Christensen, 1371T. 8., 86. 
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TO THEPEOPLEOFTHE STATEOF - .. 'l 
.,.,.. .... .,; .. •-
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READ SECTION 
15. STUDY ITS· 
PROVISIONS. '. 

WASHINGTON: ~ 

INlTIA TIVE BILL NO.-3, State-Wide Prohibition;· 11 
~. orie of the questions to. b~ vqted on at th~ g~neral -· 
ELECTioN-to ·be beld NOVEMBER 3, 1.914:·:· .; -

\~~f~_~nly ~AIR tha~-e~l~: y~t=rs~<lltb~ -~~ad; 
vised of the FACTS. · 

;_·<In "this booklet Wiil~:b~fcitmd a-~-c6py of the PRO..., 

PosED LAw. tog~tn~--:w~.th~ OFFiciAL AAcu-. 
·Mrirrs.-£or and-~~t~ -Thi~ i~-TH£-R£coRD,:, 

~, .. 

t 
' 

Read Section 7. 
Study It Closely. · 

~1I:J$HQULD BE R.£.A._o by e~ery person- exercicing- · 

fh~":~ht of s~~~--~~~-~~- . ---=--- __ : __ - ·-----~ 
l~ ~ 
!..; 
t-~ 
i0 'f The ISSUES INVOLVED are set forth FAIRLY­

cin:d· IMPARTIALLY. · Evidence is suhmitted from 

t~e-MOST 
ABLE~ 

COMPETENT SOuRcES AVAIL_. 

·READ the BILL ~d the ARGUMENTS .. STUDY 
f:he'question carefuliy.=It'~~rits carefui ~tudy, for the 
is~ues in~olved -strike ~orne to eveiy citizen. 

. This is NOT an appeal to PASSION OR PREJU:­
DICE. Read and· gl<iim- the facts for yoJUrself. DO 
YOUR OWN THINKING. 

,,/· ,__ 
-- .. .-.-· 

·-z=-

It· 

L-r 

,r~ 
!- ._, ,J Read ·section zg~ 
•. Q) 

Lv>· ·CO 

~:L~ 
- -~-~""' _ _,.... 

"· 

q 
j· 

l ' 
v--:; 

~ 

I.-; r­
- £Y 

6c > 
[;>-. 
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Read Sections 11 
and 14. 

I 

I 
I 
I 

f 

i 
I 

THE BILL. · . .J" : ,_._ .. --·-
··=q".,~·':l~ ......... ~ ... : .. ~-~~ -:~:;~; ... -·: ~-:--· 

"AN.. ACT ~elffiw'...tP h~:f.;_tinli; ~ .. R:ead·S~on 7.--: 
liqnor~'-·. ~ROffiBITrn:_~ .. -T~E_ ~ _ The Joker is­
MANUF.(\CTURE, Ji;-epi}lg,;:.-s;tJe ~d:~~- ~~ere. ·. -
dispoSition th~eof, e~k<q'it'm ce~ -' . 

. . cases, ·.the soliciting and taking of ' 
orders th~eforr the. advertise:ment 1 
thereof and the making of false · 
sf?_tenientS.- for the purpose of o]):. 
bining- the same, declaring certain 
places to be nuisances and provid­
ing for--tl:lek abatement,.· regnlaring 
the kl!ep4J.g, SALE AN_J,)_DISPOSI­
TION' OF- INTOXICATING LI-

. QUORs·:BY- ·DRUGGISTS Al.~D 
P~CISTS, THE P R E.- ! Read Section 15. 
SC:Kj:PTION .. THEREOF B Yl Read it carefully. 
PHYSICIANs;' .the transpon:atlon . . 
thereof, .. ' and providing for the 1 
search· for' arid .. seizure· and de5t:rnc-. I 
tion ·' theteof, 

0 
prescribing· the ! 

powers. and dutieS" of' certain of-
ficers, ·--fu,(i the. forms . of. procedure 
and the . rule$ o"f evideitce in cases 
and pfo~edings n~eimde;, and . 
fudni?;. penai-~es for viola?o:IIS here~ I 
of, and the time when this act shall 
take effect Be it enacted by the . 

·•.-peop-le of-th~·.State·of:Washillgton: [. 
"Section 1: This ·entire act shall ~ 

be deemed. an ··exercise of the poliae· : 
power of the ·state,' -f,;>: the protecti.=m ' 
of the e~onomic welfare, health,. peace 
and moriilS of the people of the s-tate, 
and all of its proVisions shall be lib­
erally constru_ed for the accomplish- > 

ment of-that p1Mpose:. 

!l\ . What If fu..cludes. 
us-ee..- 2.. The. Phrase ~toxicating 

li<Wor,' :~herev~ used. in this act, 
shall be held and construed to include 
whiskey, brandy, gin, rom., wine, ale, 
beer and any sp:irittious, vinous,· fer­
mented or mal!:" liquor, and EVERY 
other LIQUOR OR. LIQUID CON­
TAINING INTOXICATING PROP­
E~TIES, -which is capable of being 
used as a beve...--age, :yv:HETHER 
MEDICATED OR NOT, and all 
liquids, whether pro;::>rietary, patented 

~g?.P£8 

So long as the 
appetite for 
liquor rema.ms, 
means for 
satisfying the 
. appetite will_ be 
found. Education 
is the remedy 
and not force. . 

Read Sections 7 
and 15. 
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S1:rlpm~ of 
liquor from 
without ~-state -
;;re not limited -
to the pe=it 
provision of 
Section 15. 

't-

Read Sections 1 
and 15. 

If it -is a crillle 
to ma=facture 
and sell liquor it 
is a crlm:e to 
buy it and drink 
it. Initiative 

-Bill No.3 is 
only aimed at 
the m=ufacj:Ure 

-in tlili; state 
and encourageS 
the pu:rchase 
from other states. 

or not,- which contain- any alcohol. 
whl~: are· capable oU:>eing used as a 

-be-vua~ ~ -~~-::,<. 
"Sec. 3. _The word 'person,' wher­==- ds,:><f .in ---this act, sball be held 

'and' C:onstrued to. mean and inclnde 
natnral persons, ~s, copartnerships 
and corporations, and all associations 
of natnral persons, whether acting by 
themselves or by a servant, agent or 
employe.. 

Closes Brewel:ies. 
"Sec: 4. It shall be UNLAWFUL 

for any person TO MANUFAC­
TURE, sell. barter, exchange, give 
away, £ui-nlsh or otherwise dispose of 
any intoxicating liqnor, or -to .keep 
any intoxicating liquor with intent to 
sell, barter, exchang~ give away, fur-_ 
nish or otherwise dispose of the same, 
except as m this act-provided; Pro­
vided, -however, that- it Shall nbt· be·· -
Ulllawfnl fOl' a perSon to give away in­
toxicatmg liqnor, to be -dnmk on the 
premises, to a gnest _ i11 his p>;ivate_ 
dwelling or apartment, which ·;,; not a 
place o1 pnblic res\)rt. 

"Sec. 5. It shall be Ulllaw:ftll_Jor 
any perscrr owning, leasing, rentmg or 
occ.1pying any premises, btrildmg,_ve-: 
hicle or boat to know.ingly pe=it_ m­
toxicating liquor to be mannfactnred, 
soid, bartered, exchanged, given-away, 
:fu.rnished 6r otherwise disposed Of ffi 
·Violation of the provisions of this act, 
or to be kept with -intent to- sell, bar­
ter, exchange,_ give away, furnish or 
otherwise dispose of the sam!! _m vio­
lation of the- provisions ·of this act 
thereon or therein; and all premises. 
buildmgs, vehicles and boats whereon 
and wherem mtoxicating liquor ;, 
manufactured, sold, bartef"ed, ex­
changed, given away, furnished or 
otherwise disposed of oc _kept with m­
tent to sell, bart~. exchange; give 
-away, furnish or otherwise dispose of 
the same in violation of the provisions 
of this act. are coiD.Irion nuisances., 
and may be abated as snch, and upon 
conviction _of the owner,. lessee,. ten-

·:..:...4-:... 

Prohibiti<ln is a 
fake political 
lss1le. After-

- sixty years of 
tri21 ;n Maine 
and t!rlrtY-faur 
years m Ka!isas 
it is still the 
great cause of­
political contro­
versy to the 
exclusion of con­
sideration of -
more serious 
and vitally 
important 
-subjects. -

Read l)ection Z9. 
Another Joker: 

Section 29 t;O-akes 
it unlawful for 
the individ~ te 
carry in from­
without the state 
"'N EXCESSn 
of one-half 
gallon. 12 quarts 
or Z4 pmts. -

. Intiative Bill 
No. 3 destroys 
local self­
:gove=ent- and 
replaces the 
present adequate 
local option. law 
with a system 
that is l=possible 
of enforcement. 

Read Section 11. 

ant or occnpant of any premises, 
building, vehicle or boat of a viola­
tion of the provisions of this sectio.,, 
the court shall order that such mris­
ance be abated, and that snch prem­
ises, btrilding, vehicle or boat he 
closed until the owner, lessee; tenant 
or occnpant the:r_eof shall give bond, 
with -a sufficient s=ety to be ap­
proved by the court ma1ci,ng the ·;;r­
der, in the penal ~ of one thonsa:nd 
dollars, payable to ·the State of Wash­
ing<-<-On, and conditioned that _ intOxi­
cating liquor will NOT thereafter BE 
MANUFAcn:JRED, sold, bartered, 
exchanged, given away, fupllshed or 
otherwise diSposed _of thereon and 
therein, or kept· thereon or- ·t:!ierein, 
with intent to sell, barter, exchange, 
give away or ·otherwise -dispose of the 
same co=ary to law, arid that he 
will pay all fines, costs and damages 
that may be assessed l'-gainst him for 

-· any- violation -of-tb-is-act-;-and-ID-=se- -
of the violation· of any =nilition of 
snch bond, the whole amount may be 
recovered_as a pe):lalty, for the nse of 
the county wherein the premises are 
situated; and .in all ~es where ~y 
person has been convicted before a 
jnstice of tlie peace of a- violation of 
the provisionS of this section, and ,;o 
appeal_ has been taken -from such con­
viction,. an information or complaint 

- may be filed m the Snperior Court of 
·the connty m which such conviction 
was had 1:0 abaze the nuisance,- and m 
any such action, a certified copy of 
the records of such jrutice- of the 
peace, sh<;>wing such ·conviction, shall­
be competent evidence of the existence 
of suclt nuisanc~ 

"Sec. 6. It sfuill be nclaw:ftll for any 
person to take or solicit orders for 
the purchase or sale of any -mto:ri­
catmg liquor, either in person or by 
sign, circular, letter, poster, hand om, 
card, price list,- ad-vertisement or 
otherwise, or to DISTRIBUTE, 
PUBUSH or DISPLAY ANY 
ADVERTISEMENT, S I GN•-- 0 R 
NOTICE, NAMING, REPRESENT-

-S _c. 

Prohibition 
means high 
taxes, idle men, 
lost revenues. 
vacant bnildings, 
barren hop y'ar~ 
and barley fields, 
business -stagna­
tion, fake drug 
store& and- busy 
bootleggers. 

. Read Section 13. 

-READ THE 
BILL. 

1
Initiative Bill 

I 

No.3 makes 
county audito-rs, 
druggists and 
! physicians liqnor 
i disp<!USors for 
i the stat~ with 
· bootleggers, 
, nnder guise of 
i mechanics, as 
! assistants .. -. 



(/) 
)> 

I ___,. 
___,. 

Initiative Bill­
-No. 3 probil>its 
-legitimate mann.-
facture -with its 
vast pay .roll and 
encourages the 
illicit making 
o£ ·v¥e substi­
tutes £or propeey 
mannfactared 
government- _ 
inspected -liqllor. 

ING, DESCRIBING, OR REFER­
-RING TO THE QUALITY OR 
QUALITIES OF ANY INTOXI­
CATING LiQUOR, or giving -the 
=~ or -address of any person =­
£actur:ing or dealing :in intoxicating 
liquor, or - Stating where any sucll 
liquor may be obtained. 

Bootleggers' Opening. 
"Sec..7. NOTRINGIN·TIDSACT 

SliALL BE - CONSTRUED: TO 
PROHIBIT A REGISTERED 

: DRUGGIST OR P:a::ARMACIST 
~OM SELLING INTOXICATING 
LIQUOR FOR MEDICINAL PUR­
POSES, UPON THE PREsCRIP­
TION OF A -LICENSED PHYSI­
CIAN,. as herein provided, OR 
FOR SACRAMENTAL Pu"RPOSES; 
UPON THE ORDER OF A 

READ THE BILL. CLERGYMAN~ as herem provided, 
OR FROM -SELLING -ALCOHOL 
FOR 'MECHANICAL OR. CHEM­
tCAL -PURPOSES ONLY; but it 
~hall be tmlawful for_ such druggist 
or pharmacist to penmt any such 
liquor to be drunk u:pon the premises 
where .sold. Every DRuGGIST or 
P;HARMACIST selling :intoxicating _ 
liquor- or alcohol for -the purposes 

Read Section 14. 

:rrutiativ.; , :Bm 
No.. 3 gives every 
officious meddle- · 
s9me persOn an 
·excuse to have 
his ncse in 
someone's eL~ 
buSineSs. 

above proVided shall keep a true and" 
-exact record :in a book provided by 
hlm for that purpose; :in wbj<;h shall 
be entered at the ti:cie of every sale­
of intoxicating liquor or alcohol made 
by hlm or in or about hls place of 
business the date of the sale. the 
name of the purchaser, his place of 
residence. stating the street and 
house number( -if there be ;.,ch), the 
kind, quantity-and price of such liquor 
or alcohol and the purpos,es for which 
it _is sold, an<]. when the sale is for 

_MEDICINAL OR SACRAMENTAL 
purposes, the name -of the PHYSI- -

_ CIAN issuing the prescription or of" 
the CLERGYMAN giving the ·order 
therefor, - and, when the sale is - of 
alcohol for meCD.anical _qr chemical 
purposes, the p-archaser shall be re­
quired to sign thi> re<:<>rd of the sale 

-~6-

Initiative Bill 
No.. 3 permits 
druggists ro sell 
l.li!funited 
·quantities of 
alcohol for 
mechanical 
and chemical 
pmposes. 
Bootleggers 
could drive 
a team of horses 
thro~h this hole 
in the proposed 
law-: - - -

-Read Sed;ions 7 
and is. -

- Study Sections 7; 
11, 13, 14, 15, 27 
and 29. 

The individual 
must elect of his 
own free will , 
to be· tempcrat~ 
Initiative Blll­
No:3 applies: 
no such -rule. 

This search. and 
seizure clause of 
Initiative Bill 
No. 3 in its intent 
is identical with 
the "writs o£ 
assistance" which 
ms one of the 
great canies of 
the American 
Revoluticn. 
The _.American 
love of personal 
h~wasno 

higher developed 
then that "it is 
today. 

in the book. Whenever any DRUG­
GIST OR PHARMACIST fills a pre­
scription _for intoxicating liquor, _he 
shall cancel the sa=e by writing 

. across the face the:r:eof, in ink, the 
word: 'cancelled,' with the date on 
which it waS pr-esented and filled, ;q:1d 
shall kep the_ same on file, separate 
from other prescriptions, and no such 
prescription shall be filled aga_in. Snch 

- book-and all prescriptions for intoxi­
cating liquor filled shall be open to 
inspection by any prosecuting attor-
ney or city attorney7 judge or justice 
of" the -peace,- sheriff, constable, 
marshal . or other pOlice offic~ or 
m.ember of the- city or town coUllcil. 
It shall he nnlawfuf for-any druggist 

_ or pharmacist to fail or neglect to 
kei,p such record, or to destroy or in 
any way alter any such record eo; 
entry therein or a.n:Y prescriptioD. filletL 
or to permit or procure ilie same to be 

: ____ .destroyed or altered,. or i:o ie..-'llse in~ 
spectlon thereof to any person entitled 
to such. inspection, or to fail or neg­
lect to cancel any such prescription, 
-or to refill any prescription or to sell 
intoxicating liquor for medicinal pur­
poses except on a .written prescrip­
tion of a licensed pbysician, or for 
sacramental purposes without an' or­
der signed by a clergyman, or to sell 

READ THE BILL. any alcohol_ for ;nechanical_~r- chemi-
- cal purposes W>thout obtamlng the 

signatur<; of the purchaser: Provided, 
that nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to prohibit the SALE BY 
A DRUGGIST OR PHARMACIST 
-0 F Su-cH INTOXICATING 
LIQUOR AS MAY BE. NEEDED 
BY OR FOR A SICK PERSON IN 
CASE OF EXTREME - ILLNESS 
where delay may be aa;,_gerous to 

1 

th.; patient. A druggist or ph=acist ' 
who has bee:n convicted of-scllmg in­
toxii::ating "liquor or for any' other act I 

in violation of this 5ection; shall not, 
within two years -thereaft,;,., either 
perso_nally or by agent, sell intoxicat-

Pr:ohi'bition is 
~ess respected 
in states Where . 
it ls on the 
sta1:1Ite books 
than any law 
ever written. 
It makes liars 
out of men ~d-
women. 

Read.Sections 7, 
14 and 27. 

Read Sections 14 
and 27. 

ing liquor for any pmpose whatso-
. ever; ~d upon a- secon9. conVietion of .READ . THE · 
a violation of the pr-ovisions of this BILL. 

---'-7--
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If it" is a crime 
to sell liquor it 
is a crime to 
drink ·it, and in 
all proln"bition­
states a majority 
do one or the 
<itller. 

.READ THE BILL. 

Initiative Bill 
No. 3 would de­
stroy $4,000,000 . 

. of annual" rentals. 

Read Sections 1, 
11 and 15. 

Read Sections 15 
and 29. 

section, such. druggist or pharmacist 
shall forfeit Dis right to practice 
pharmacy_. and the justice of the peace 
or Supe!:ior judge before whom such 
druggist or pharmacist is convicted 
of a s~cond. "'Violation of this section 
shall so adjudge, and shall send a 
copy of such judgment to the Board 
of Pharmacy; who, upon receipt 
thereof, shall forthwith cancel -the 
license of such druggist or pharmacist. 
and no other licen5e shall be ~issued 
by the Board of Pha=acy to· such 
druggist or pharmacist within two 
years from the date of such cancel-
lation.- · 

Liquor Prescription. 
"Sec. 8. It shall be mlia:wfulfor ariy 

licensed p:!iysi~ to issu,; a"p>:isc!-ip­
tion for intoxicati:n,g liquor e:Xcept in 
writmg, or in any case, nnies he 4as 
good reason to believe that the p~cin 
for whondt iS"is5ue(l";s actUallY slac.·­

_and that the LIQUOR IS . RE­
QUIRED . AS MEDICTh""E. Every 
prescription for intoxicating liquor 
shalf contain the name and addr~ss of 
the physician, the name and quantity 
of liquor prescribed, :the _nan:u~ o~ the 
person for whom prescribed, the date 
on which the prescription is. wni:J:~ _ 
and directions for the use of the 
liquor so prescribed. Upon the cori.­
yiction a second time of any licensed 
physician of a violation of· the . prO­
~ons of this section, it shall oe 1m­
lawful for such physiciim thereafter 
to write any. prescription for the "fur, 
nishing, delivery o:r sale of intoJdcat­
ing liquor, and it shall he milawful for 
any druggi,.--t or pharn:iacist to know-

. ingly fill any sucli prescription Writ­
ten o:r signed by any phffsicia!t ~ -.ilio 
has been convicted the second time of 
a violation of the provisipnS of this 
section.. 

''Sec. · 9.. The issuance of. an in­
ternal revenue special ta.'< stamp or re~ 
ceipt by the United. States to any per­
son as a retail deiler in iD.taxica:ting. 
liquor:r shall be prima facie evidence 

-8-

Initiative Bill 
No.3 is not a 
t=pe=ce 
measure. 
It ·encourages 
intemperance. 

Initiative Bill 
No. S would de­
stroy 61 trades. 

.READ THE 

BILL. 

Read Sectiom.l4 
and 21. · 

Initiative Bill 
No.3 permits 
mvasion of the 
home without 
just cause to 
satisfy the 
jealous whim of 
any political 
business or 
social enemy. 

READ '£HE BILL. 

The poor inan··· 
may have his · 
beer, bu!: the-cost· 

. is increased. : 
The rich man, 

· with his Wine 
eellars, is not 
hurt. 

of the sale of intoxi=ting liquor by 
such person at the place of business 
of such person where such stamp or 
receipt is posted if, at the time, the 
stamp or receipt . is in force and ef­
fect; PROVIDED, THAT THIS 
SECTION SHALL NOT APPLY 
TO DRUGGISTS. A Copy of such 
stamp or of the records of the United 
States Internal Revenue Office cer­
tified to by any United States In­
ternal RevenUe officer, depnty or as­
siStant havrng charge of such records 
or stamps, . which shows that. the 
United States special· liquor tax has 
been paid by any person Charged 
with selling, bartering, =changing, 
giving away, fmnishing or otherwise 
disposing of intoxicating liquor.· in 
violation of this act, shaJI be compe-
tent and prima facie evidence ·"!;hat 
the person." whose name appears on 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I Initiative Bill 
i No. 3 legalizes 
I the ;,mpment of 
I enough. liquor 
lrrom without 
the state every 
!twenty days to 

_ rkeep the person 
'!'r-eceiving the 
same drunk 

1three weeks. 

i 

r 

said records or stamp, as shown by READ ·THE 
said certified copy, has ··p-;J",i. :the·_· .. fULL· 
special liquor tax for the time stated [ 
therein. · , 

"Sec. 10. It shall be unlawful -for 
any person -to ·wectly or ·indirectly 
keep or n:iaint:rin by himsclf or by 
asso<;iating with others, or to in any 
:mam:ier aid, assist or- al>et in keeping 
or maintaining any chlb- house or 
oth_er place in which into::ricating 
liquor is received or kept for the pur-
pose of use, gift, bart-er or sale· or for 
the·purpose of distribution or divisi'on 
among the members of any club or 
association. 

Search Homes: 
=Sec.. lL . If, upou the sworn. com­

plaint of any person, it. shall"be made 
to appear to any"judge of the Snpecior 
Court or justice of the peace that 
th~ is PROBABLE CAUSE.TO 
BELIEVE THAT "INTOXIC:.e\.TING 
LIQUOR IS . BEING. MAN""JFAG­
TURED, sold, bartered, exehanged, 
given away, furnished o"r oth~se 
4isPosed of or kept in violation of the 
provisions of _this :act; such justice of 
the peace or judge shall,. with or 
without the approval of the prosecut-_, 

-9-

Read Section 25~ 
I 

I 

I 

I 

litiative Bill ·,·_ 
No.3 promotes · 
the use of "Wild 
<l:at" liquor, the 
kind that is 
made by-fake 
druggists . 
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PrOhibition de­
prives men and 
women of-em­
ployment. 
It was never 
designed ·to 
.prohibit liquor 
clriiudng among 
the rich. 

Study Section 15. 

Read Sections 14 
and27. 

Read Sections 15 
and 29 •. 

Take away from 
the indivi&iil. his 
personal liherty, 
and he Win soon 
lose an else 
worth having. 

Initiative Bill 
No.3 would 
close all Wash­
ington breweries., 
but pernrlt beer · 
shipments from 
other st?-teS. 

Read Section ,7. 

ing attorney, ISSUE A WARRANT 
DIRECTED TO ANY PEACE -OF­
FICER IN THE COUNTY, COM­
MA.."'IDING HIM TO SEARCH .THE 
PREMISES designated and descnoed 
m such complaint and warra:r:t, and 

. TO SEIZE all mtoxicating liquor 
there found,. together ;;ri;£ 'the vessels 
m which it is contained, and all im­
plements, furniture and ·fuctilres used 
or kept for ·the illegal manufacttrre. 
sale, barter,_ ex<;hange, Simg away; 
furnishing. or otherwise di,;posing of 
such liquor, and to safely keep .. the 
same, and to nrake a :return of ssid 
warrant within three days, showing 
all acts and things done thereunder, 
wif1> a particnlar ·statement of all ar­
ticles seized apd the name of· the per­

. son or· persons· in whose poss~s:ion 
the. same- were found,. if any, and if 
no person be found m th~ ":Possession 
of said.. articles, .. the :return shall so 
state. A copy of said warrant shaJl 
be smed·upon the person or p~ons 
found m possession of any 'such. in-

. toxicatmg.liqnor, fu.Tlliture or fixtures 
so seized,· and if no person be. 'found 
m the posseSsion thereof, a copy. of 
said warraitt shall be posted on the 

.. door of the building. or room wherein 
· the same· are found; or,~if -rhcre-·b-e·no·· 

dom:,. then· in any cv1!Spicu_on.S place 
upon the premises. · 

"Sec.. 12 Upon the· :return ·of -the 
warrant as p:rovided in the n<i ... ct F<'­
ceding section, the jn.Q.ge or jnsti,·e 
of the peace shall-fiX a time not less 
than ten. da:Ys, 2nd n<>t ·. mo:re · than 
thirty day$ theteilier; for the hearlng 
of said ·rdurn when he shall proceed 
to hear and determine ,;,hether or not" 
the articles so seize<J.; . or any part 
thereof, were -uSed "or lit any manner 
kept or pOSsess;,d by ?llY pe:rs6n-With 
the· intention of· -violating :iriy <>f." the 
p:rovisions .;f this act.· . At s~ch hear­
ing"' .anY person cl2immg any ·m.terest 
in any· of the articles. seized may ap.­
peir ~d be heard upon filirig a -w:rit:~ 
ten -claim . setfing forth-· parlicnlarlY. 
the character and. extent of his ll)..:. 
terest. but upon such hearing the 

-'--10-

The present 
Washington 
LDcal Option 
Law permits rna-· 
jorilies in any 
community to 
detenmne the· 
liquor qnestion 
for themselves. · 
·under local 
option, a com­
munity mzy have .· 
more effective 

· prohibition of 
the liquor traffic 
than can b~ 
se=ed 
through the 
o~tion ()f 
Initistive 
Measure 
No.3. The Ina.-· 

: jorlty of· the·· -: .· 
PeoPk of.any-:--
community can 
stop the sale of 
liquo:r m that 
comlnunity, so 
far !15 it can ·be 
stOpped by any 
law, and it does 
not reqtrlie the 
destruction · of 
industries, ial:!sr,. 
pay :rolf and·· ·· · 
mark<±; to the. 
e:>.tent that would 
be brought about 
bythep~e 

of Initistive Bill 
N,;_ 3. . . 

Initi:;ctive ·Bill­
No.-3 would 
destr.;y . 
$4-,ooo,noo of . -. , .· 
annual.rentals;· 

· Not~~the. wordS 
"IN· EXCESS". in. 
section zg.: ... ,_ 

Initiative Bill 
No. ~ mak!>s the 
individual pay 
for the privilege 
of using ·uqnor 
instead of the 
manufacturer 
and dealer paying 
for the rlgb,t to 
make and. sell it. 

sworn complaint o:r aflidavrt upon 
which the search warranJ: was issued 
aD.d -the possession of stich ·mtox:ica.t-

. ing liquo:r- shall constitute prima facie 
evide-nce of the contraband Character· 
of the liquor and articles seized. and 
the burden shall rest upon the· claim­
ant ·to show, by compe-tent evidence, 
his property right or interest m the. 
a.-ticles claimed and that. the same 

· were not used in the :violation of any 
. of the proVisions . -of ·this act, and· 
we~e not in any: ,;,anner. kept. or pos­
sessed with the intention of violating 
any of the pro-Visions of this act. ·, If, 
upon- such hea.zio.g7 the ~dence·War-: 

. rants; or if no person _shall appear 
as claimant, .the jndge or justice of 
the peace ·shall there,Pon. enter a 

.If it is right to 
.i buy liqnor from 
J other states and · 
I ship it into 
: Washington 
i it is right to 
' make it at home, 

·lf:rom.home-g:rown 

. i products- and 
[ JJy-·home labor. 

I - . 

I· 

READ THE BILL.· judgment of foriei!U,re, an!i order such 
a.-ticles· destroyed fo:rthwith: Pro- . . / 
vided. however, ·that if .in the opinion i 

Read Se~on 15. 

Initiative Sill 
No. 3 specifically 
exempts the· 
manufacture .. 
and sale of ui:Ifer­
mented:·ffnit ... 
juice. Any fruit 

· juice ciii. ·be·." 
fermented to -15. 
per cent alco1lol · 

. by ?- very sil;iple 
process iuid:at · 
nq exJ)eiD,e •. 

of the justic:;e ·of l;he peace .or judge, I READ THE 
. -~Y~_o_~ -~<;JJ. __ f_grj'ei~<:ji- ar.t!cl~lL..Q:J:fu:_z_ CBILL . 
.. than mtoxi=.tmg liquor are .of value . 
~d- adapted t;, any· lawful use,. snch. · 

. judge or justice . of tlie .peace srui.ll 
as a part or the o:rder and ·j]ldgment 
direct that · said articles oth= t:ha.u 
~tox).cating liqu()r shall~ 'be ·so~d · ;;_, 
up_on exeCution by· the_: officer ha-.::ing 
t)lem in Ctrstody. and the proceeds of 
such sale after the paYment ·:of_ ,all 
·costS m the proceeding ~hall be paid 
into ·the co=on school fund of the 
school ··&strict in which the. same 
were seized. Action under. this seC­
tion and the forfeiture, destruction or 
sale" of any -articles thereunder shall 
-hot he a bar to any prosecution under 
any :other- provision· or pio-~ons of 

. this act· · 

Informers wanted.· 
"Sec. 13; In any action. or- proceed­

·ing under this act or U:nder ·any othe-r 
law relating to' the· i:inlawful disposi­
tion . or . p<)s...-ession --of iptoxicaung 

· liquO<-, ·no person. shall be . ex~ed 
frori. testifying in ·any. court or oefo:re 
any grand ~jurY, 0;,_ the· .groun4 that 
his t~tll::nOD.Y- -maY in~te biin. 
lmt n<:J ·:Person shall: be pros·eCU:ted or 

~11~· 

!Read Section 7. 

i 
I 

.) 

Read-Sections. 1; 
n; 13; 14; r.s, '27 and 29: ·. ·:· . 
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In prDln"bition 
states men and 
women aid and 
abet vi<Jlat<Jrs 
of the law. --­
This engenders 
dlsregard_ !or all 
law. Initiative · 
Bill.No. 3 is 
opposed to. every 
principle .o£ 
Amcrkan gov-
==t. It con­
fiscates·propert:Y 
and destroys 
personal libertY. 

punished <>n acconnt of any transac­
tion or matter or thing concernmg 
which he shall be compelled to testify, 
nor shall such testimony . be used 
against bhn in any pros~tion for ·=y· 
crime or misd=eanor, under the 
laws of this State. 

For Meddlers~ 
"Sec. 14. 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, and such attorney 
s)lall he recogtrized' by the prosecuting 
attorney an!f the coru;t as a5sociste 
counsel m the Ca.se, ·and NO PROSE­
CUTION SHALL BE DISMISSED 
OVER THE OBJECTION · OF 
·suCH ASSOCIATE COUNS~L tm­
til the reasons of such proseCuting 
attorne_y for such- disnrlssal, together - · 

. with the objections .of such assQciate 
counsel, shall have been filed in writ­
ing, argued by cotmsel and fully i:on­
sidered by the court.. 

May Ship Liquor Into the 
State~ 

-~ 'l'HEJ3I_LL. - "SEC. 15. THE COl:/NTY-AUDI­
TOR OF EACH COUNTY WITH­

. IN THIS . STATE SHALL PRO­
CURE_ AND KEEP, AS A PART 
OF THE RECORDS OF IDS OF­
i:<ICE, A WE;LL BOUND BOOK 
0~. BLAJ.'{K APPLICATIONS FOR 
PE;Ri\1ITS TO SHU' OR TRANS­
PORT INTOXICATING LIQUOR. 
ANY PERSON DESIRIN'G TO 

Icitia:tiv~ Bill 
-No. 3 would hav-e -
8,300 J;!len look­
ing for jobs now 
held by oth~. 

- SHIP OR TRANS;F'ORT ANY IN­
TOXICATWG L;rQUOR .. SRf.LL 
PERSONALLY A]"PEAR BEFORE 
_THE COTJNTY AUDITOR. ~:p 
SHALL FURNISH HIM .. THE 
NEcESSARY m·FORMATION TO 
FILL IN . A BLANK. APPLiCA­
TION.- WHICH . APPLICATION 
SHl\LL CONTAIN· THE NAME. 
.OF THE APPLicANT, . T;HE 
STATEMENT THAT HE IS QVER 

. ...:_12-

Intiative Bill 
No._3 would 
cdestroy_ personal 
_liberty. Under 
its provisions 
your home ·may 
be searched, yoUr 
taxes doubled 
and J;!lore liquor. 
and worse liquor 
sold. 

··Read_. Sections 15 
and 29. 

READ Till;_ B:r:fr... . _,. 

Initiative Bill 
No; Swould 
cause endiess 
political strife. 
The Search and 
Seizure Clause · 
and the 
elause making 
~very citizen aD. 
officer, are 
destructive of 
ou:r fori?- . Qf 
governmen:t. 

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

. . Anti-Saloon 
LeagUe. .. 

Read Sections 4, 
11, 13 and 27. 

TWENTY-ONE YEARS OF AGE, 
THE PERSON,. FilU;1: OR. COR­
PORATION FROM ·WROM SAID 
SHIPMENT IS TO BE MADE, THE . 
PLACE FROM wRICH SAID 
SHJ;PMENT IS TO BE MADE, 
AND TO WHAT _POINl' THE 
SAME IS :TO BE MADE, A STATE­
MENT THAT. THE APPLICANT 
IS NOT THE HOLDER OF ANY 
INTER.1-XAL REVENUE SPECIAL 
TAX STAMP OR RECEIPT F:ROM 
:rHE UNiTED 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 ·Al>l-y VIOLATION 
OF THE. LAWS OF THE STATE, 
RELATING TO INTOXICATING 
'LIQUOR. . SUCH FACTS SHALL 
BE INCORPORA-TED BY. THE 

----CO:uN:r:Y-A:o:D.IT.QILIN...ONF.-0.£ 
SAID BLANK A:PPL!CATIONS, 
AND SAID APPLICATION SHALL 
BE SIGNED BY THE .. APPLI­
CANT AND SWORN TO BY HIM 
BEFORE THE COUNTY AUDI­
TOR OR HIS DEPUTY;- UPON 

· 'READ THE BILL. THE APPU:CANT SIGNING SAID 
APPLICATION AND TAKING 
THE NECESSARY OATH THERE­
TO, THE. AUDITOR SHALL IS­
SUE A PERMIT-FOR THE SHIP­
MENT· OR TRA..1\fSPORTATION 
OF _INTOXICATING · LIQUOR. 
SUCH PERruiTT- SHALL. BE 
PRINTED UPON SOME SHADE 
OF RED. PAPER, AND SHALL BE 
SUBSTANTIALLY IN THE "FOL­
LOWING FQRM: -

Prohibi1:1on is not 
in accord with 
the teachings of 
the Bible. 
The Bible "does 
teach modet:a-

. tion. · Initiative 
Bill No. 3 is the 

_"STATE OF WASHINGTON,) ;;s. 

"COUNTY-oF - __ · ) 
~--,.--..residing a.-r__--"~ 

is h.;..eby PERMITTED TO SHIP.or 
transport fro in the 
state o- ~·to ~-

in-the county of · State 
of Wa5hington, IN1;0XJCAIL1'XG 
LIQUOR; to-Wit: . 

-13-

READ THE 
BILL .. 

I 

~--

j_.,~ ';_,:_ -
! ,'--.-_',·: . 

READ THE 
B-ILL. . 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Read ~ons 7, 
li, -13; 14. 15~-zs, 
27 anft 29.. .·_ 
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Prolu"bition does 
. not remove the 

appetite for 
liquor. . It only 
changes the 

('mserJ; kind and quantity, NOT EX- Initiative Bill · .. 

<?EEDING IN QUANTITY. ON"R-

. channel .of 
supply. 

HALF GALLON-OF INTOXICAT- mcreases--the·_-.· 
markets for the· 

ING- LIQUDR OTHER" THAN . products of . 
breweries of 

BEER, OR TWELVE QUllRTS OF other states. 

Initiatlve .Bill 
No.3 would 
destroy an 
annual pay roll 
of $8,000,000. . 

·BEER OR TWENTY-FOUR PINTS 
OF BEER}. Thls penirlt ean ·only be 

· tised for orie ·shipment · imd · will be 
·void ·after thiriy days from "the date of 
issue..· 
· "Dated • · · · day· of 

----------~~--~ 19~ 

''County :Auditor. 
-"This permit shall: be attached· to. 

and plamiy affixed iii a -corispituons 
place to :any package oi parcel cOn­

. ta!riing intoxicating Hqnor, ·trallsp.ox:t;ed 
, .DJ::.slllpped.·.withln .. th« .State- of.,.Wash- .. · 

. ingtori, and when so affixed,: shall 
. authorize any ·railroad compal:,y," -~­
press company; transportation com­
·pany, common carrier,. or a:ny person, 

. firm or corpore.tio:u operating· .;uzy 
boat, -1annch or vehicle for -the trans-

·portaticn of goods, wares and .iner-· 
chandise witmn the State of Wa.Sh­
ington; . to . tra:ti.Sport, . sliip ··or .· ca:rry 
NOT TO EXCEED ONE-HALF 
.GALLON OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUOR OTHER TErAN -:ilE::im, 

.OR TWELVE ·QUARTS OR 

. READ THE BILL. TWENTY-F?UR fi~_OF· ~E:~R 
· . Any person so transportlp.g s;rch m-

. .torlcating liquor shall, before the d"e­
livery of·sncb package or p;,_,Cel of in­
toxicating liquor, cancel said permit 
and so deface the same that .it cannot 
qe used again. It shall be unlawful 
for any person. to ship; 'ca:rcy· .;.;.. trans-

Read SeCtions 13 
and 29. -·' >·. · · · 

. port =y intoxicating. liqnor :within 
the .state · without having · attached 

· thereto or to the· package. or. pat.ce1 
containing . the same, such permit, :or 
to transport or ship under said permit 
an ainount in excess .of the amOUnt: or~· 
quantitY hereinbefore . li.,m!'d. . · Any 
applicant desiring ·to have a permit 

Read SeCtions l!l": ., 
and:.29 •... 

:< 

-- : ~ ~~-

~ ~-,-...... -_-;_ .... 

=· .... • -~-- :--. -

-. 

_.;:. 

.; :: 

:READ 'TH_E- , - · 
BILL· .:·:,<;' 

~H~ --....:... 

. .. ID;.:tiative Bill 
__ .... No. 3 is a Sriare 
. _, . and a fraud. .· 

It is labeled 
prohihiti.on, but 
onlY prohibits 
opporttmities · 
for labor .. 

. ·:__. __ -_ -~ ---: 

-:-:··_.;. 

'.:.'~~ -:. 

Read··.Sections · 
11; i4 and 27. 

issued to !rim under tlre terms hereof 
SHALL PAY to the county auditor 
issmng the same the sum of TWEN~ 
TY-FIVE CENTS, which sum shall 
be accounted for .by such auditor, as 
other fees of hls office. This section 
shall not apply -to registered drug­
gists or pharmacists actnall?-.engaged 
in business within the state. 

"Sec. 16. .It shall be unlawful- -for 
any· person tcr take out or. have isSU:ed 
to him more than one permit as ·pro­
vided for in the . preceding · section,: 
IN ANY TWENTY-DAY PERIOD. 

. This section shall not ·apply to regis­
tered druggists or pharmacists ac­
tuallyin::business within. the state. . · 

Supply. "Druigist5~'~- · .· 
"Sec. V. . Any REGISTERED 

DRUGGIST. OR PHARMACIST·ac­
tnally· engaged in bnSful'Ss within the 

- -state;--desiring-,·-j:~~fl~OI'-Ship-­
any ·intoxicating -liqu_or Within ··this 
state,- shall make and file with· the 
countr auditor .a ~tatement in writing, 
!JlOder 0a~ which . statell1ent s.h;ill 
contaiD. the- i:l:ime of th" said..P~UG-
GIST OR PHAR.MACIST,:tbe i:la.me 

. ruwer'whicl:i :he !:ransacts busliJ_ess, or 
if made by tlii agent of a" i:Oi-:Potation 
or .a CO"'Partnership, shall stll.ie' ·the 
name of suCh CorP.oration, '"or· co­
partnership, 2nd. the official posi±ion 
or ·connectio-n of the person· makfug 
said statement with said lli-m or cor­
poratio,:,_, the location of the. place of 
business of S<iid person, finn or·· cor­
poration; that. he, they or "it is regn­
Iariy engage-d in"busilless as a D;RUG­
GIST_ OR .PHARMACisT, at snch 
point; and thai: it is necessary from · 
tinie to."fime..to make· ·shipments .of 
intoxicating liquor;. "and· "t:h2.t such 
liquor is not to be sold -in· violation of 
the hws of"the state, but' is· ·obta.h,.,d 
.for riSe- for .pru;poses· · penrutted :by 
thiS law only; that the applicant -for 
sucb p=it o;o. illy of. th,e members 
~i ~ai_d partnership, as ;,_ partn~sbip, · 
or of tlie officers,. agents ~or-_ servants . 
in the employ o£ .said corporation ~d 
in cliarl'e ·of its hnsiD.ess at snch loca-

:...._15-

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Iliitiative Bill *· 3 says in effect: . 
•.Y on may have 
aE the liquor 
y~u~ but 
youmust®t 
s:Pendyo= 
~oney at home." 

r . 

i-
R'ea.d Section 15- · 

I 
I 
I • 

READ THE 
~L. 

~~veBill .. · 
N'o~:3, is not ,, .. ·: 
~ofu"biti9n-·or , 
1jeiuperanc~ 
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Rockefeller 
money k back o£ 
Initiative Bill 
Na. a. 

-READ THE BILL. 

Initiative Bill 
No.3 would 
confiscate tax­
able proPertY _ 
worth $17,000,000 
and giVe nothlng 
in retw:n.: 

tion, have not been theretofore con­
victed of any -violation of the laws re­
lating to .intoxicating liquor of the 
State of Washington. It shall be the 
duty of the county auditor to file s:Ud 
application, when properly sworn to, 
and give the same -a serial number, 
and thereafter said applicant shsll, 
_from time to time, as he, they -or it, 
desire to make shipmentS of intoxi~ 
eating liquor for lawful purposes, ·fil,. 
with s:Ud cat!Ilty auditor a - written 
request for permits,_ giving the serial 
number of said application on file. 
Such requests need not J>e swo:= to, 
but shall be signed -_and shall state 
the place from- which such shipment 
is to be made, and ta whom, and the 
name and quantity of- in"toxicating 
liquor to be shipped.- Upon receipt of 
such written request frOin any drug­
gist or pharmJl-cist, in good standing, 
as- hereinafte.---specified,-sai<i--county--­
auditor shall issue and deliver to said 
druggist or pharmacist -a permit in 
substantially the following form:-

"Permit to Druggist: or 
Pharmacist to' Trait$,. 
port Intoxicating_ -Liq-
uor. 

"STATE OF WASHINGTON,) -
_- )ss .. 

"COUNTY OF )--
residing a-'--~--"-> 

a druggist or pharmacist in- good 
standing, is hereby permitted to ship 

- or transport rro•m------'--~ 
in the State of Washington, 
to in the 
county o State of 

Initiative Bili 
No.3 would 
-create 

bootleggers. 

READ THE 
BILL. 

Washington, intoxi;,_f:b:tg liquor. not 
exeeeding in qnantity·---'---­
(here insert kind and quantity to be 
shipped). This- permit can only: be 
used for one shipment and sh'all be _ 
void after thirty day:s from the date 
of issue. 

'"Dited thl _day 
of -----'-~ 19----

"County An~tor. 

· -_Initiative Bill 
No. 3 would de­
stroy $26,000,000 
of .:xpenditu:res 
in local markets 
annually, -in 
addition to the 
property it would­
rendei- Valueless. 

-~6-

:Bootleggers 
would thrive 
under Initiative 
:Bill No. 3. They 
contnpute nothc 
kg to labor -or 
business. 

destroy revenues. 

"Such permit shall be printed upon 
-ordinary white paper, anli the county 
auditor shall keep the applications 
and requests therefor on file in his 
office, and as each penlut is issued, 
shall, as- a part of the records of his 
office, endorse on such application 
'Permit Issued' with the date -of 
issUe.. 

"Sec. 18. It shall be unlawful for 
any express company, railroad com-_ 
pany or t:ralisportation company, or 
any person, engaged in the business 
of transporting goods. wares and 
merchan<lise, to knowingly ttansport 
or convey any intoxicating liquor 
within this state, without having -a 
permit issued by the county auditor 
fo~ the transportation of stich intoxi­
eating liquor 'affixed in a ronspicnous 
place- to the-parcel or- _package con­
taining the liquor, or to deliver such -
liquor without defacing or Cancelling 
such -permit- so -th:tt-the---sam:e'--=ot 
be used again. It -shall be ttniaviful 
fo:r any· _person to knowingly receiVe 
from any railroad company, express 
cpmpany$ t:ransporta.tion company oi" 

-any- P!!I'SOU engaged in the business of 
transporting goods, wares -?I'd~ mer­
_chandise any mtoxicating liquor: With­

- out s:Ud intoxicating liqnot' having a 
permit issued by -the county -auditor 

__ for suc:b- shipment attached thereto 
. and PI'operly caneelled 

Druggists Not Limited. 
asec. 19. No. county anditor shall 

issue a permit to any person or 
DRUGGIST OR PHARMACIST who 
·has been convicted of the violation bf 
any of the_ liquor raws of the state, or 
to any person other than a DRUG­
GIST OR a -PHARMACIST,- who is 
the holdei of - an _ internal reventle 
-special taX stamp or receipt, !ssiled by 
the United States Go,;ernment, per­
:roitiliig or :relating to the sale of l!!-­
toxicating liquor,. or to any p~on ·not 
a registered DRUGGIST OR PJ'IAR­
MAC~ST who his, - within twentY 
days innnediately _preceding, obtained 

_-17-

Iirltiative Bill 
No.3 wot!ld 
di.sttoy valnes in 
alslngie year 
amounting to 
$43,000,000. 

I 

Read Sections 7, 
15 and Z9. · 

I. 
I 
I 

READ THE 
BILL. 

Read Sei:tio~ 
15! and 27. 

' Initiative Bill 
No.3 permits the 
• I '" ... mya.son o:t 
your· home. 
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Read Section 11. 

Under its provi­
-sions yo= house 
may be broken 
open at mi<:hnght 
without canse.. 

READ THE BILL. 

I!ootleggers are 
a menace to 
morals. Ini#a- . 
tive-BiiJ, 'No: :f 
createS boot­
leggers. 

__ Read SeCtions 7, 
'11, 14, 15_and 27, 

a permit for the shipment of ~taxi­
eating liquor. 

"Sec. 20. It shall be unlawful for 
·any person to ship, transport or con­
sign any intoxicating liquor, or for 
any express company, railroad com­
pany, transportation company, or any 
11erson engaged in the- -business o~ 
trangporting: -goods, _wares and mer­
chandise, to knowingly trangport or 
co:o:vey any intoxicating liquor_ with­
in this state, or for_ any. p~on t;, 
knowingly receive- from any express· 
company, railroad . company, trans:- _ 
portstion company or any person en­
gaged m the busin!'SS of tranSPort­
ing gcods, wares and merchandise any 
intoxicating liquQr, ,rue5s the pack­
age or parcel.<:antaining such- liqrior 
be cleariy and plainly marked in_ large 
letters: 'THIS PACKAGE CON~ 
TAINS INTOXICATING LIQU:O:R.' 

"Sec. 21. It shall be un1awf)Il for 
···any person to·:make a false ~tement ·' 
to a -PHYSICIAN, DRUGGIST OR 
PHARMACIST for the purpose of 
obtaining intoxicating liquor or alco-

. hoi, or to the county auditor for the 
-PurPOSe of obtaining· a permit *'r the 
ship.,~ of" intoxicating liquor,- or· to 
ai1Y nrilroad, express or transportation 
company" or any person, en,ia.ged ~m·· 
the husmess · of traTispOrtmg go-odS, 
wares and merchandise. foi -the ptti"­
pose of obtaining .the-shipment; trans­
portation ·or delivery of any intoxicat-
ing liquor. -

· Alcohol Supply. 
"Sec. 22. It- shall be unlawful fo~ 

any person to -llave ·in his poSsession 
tn<::>re than one-half gallon or ·two 
quarts of intoxieafi:ng liquors other 
than beer, or_ more than twelve quarts 
oi tw;onty-four pints of -beer: Provid­
ed, however; that this section ~­
not apply to·. :regist=d :PHARMA-

. CISTS or to persons keepmg ALCO­
HOL to be nsed for MECHANICAL 
OR CHEMICAL PURPO$ES only. 

""Sec 23. In om.Y proSecutiOn fo~ the 
viohtion Of any pr-ovi?ions of this act, - . -

_:.18-

Initiative J3i1t 
No.3 would 
destroy 
nities for labor _ 
and markets for 
W~6n-. 
grown b.irley 
211d hops. · 

~ead Sections 
7,15 and 29. 

~· ·: 

-::-t :TI!E 

---:---

i . 
Initiative. Bill . 

I - -
Nq. 3 :WQuld · 
inCrease~ 

. Initiative Bill 1t ~hall be competent to- prove that 
No: S is not ... any person had in his possessio1;1.more 
prohibition. ·rtis- than tw:o quarts of intoxicating ll.quor: 

· not temperance.-_ other than beer, or more· than twelve 
It would destroy quarts of beer, and such possession 
employment, and the proof thereof, shall be prlma 
revenue, regula~· facie evidence that said liquor was so 
tion and markets, helii and kept for the purposes of 1m~,· 
but pennit. the lawful sale or dlsPqsition: .. -· 

· of · 
'<Sec. 24 The provisions Of this act 

relating to the shipment-or liaving in 

.. -- -_ :-·~- - ·~ :·-

.-... -..-: 

- possession of intoxicating Hqnor- shall 
not apply_ to shipments _transpo;ud -by 
any <:ammon _,carrier- of unbroken 
J?2ckage.S of intoxicating liqtior:in con­
tinuous transit i:hrougli· · this- state 
from a poin_t outside_ of the state to 
another point outside of the state. 

- I 

. I 
'.:_-: 

·-1, 

I_ 

- I - - . 

"Sec. 25. The provisionS of this ad:'. 
s~ NOT -be coi>St'rned t" PRoc-· 
ffiBIT the -m=nfacture of VINE­
GAR, SWEET CIDER or unfe!fllent· 

· __ - ... ed FRUIT JDl:CE for aomeStic: c-on---~ 
- - suritption -or. for sale, NOR TO_ PR.o-· 

- HIBIT -THE· MANUFACTuRE 

Read Sections 7, 
.fl, ltf, 15 and 29. 

Temperance is · . 
attsi:ned by self­
restramt and riot 
by force.. 

Initiative Bur: . 

14, 27 and 29_-

ANn -SALE oF- -DENATURED 
ALCOHOL: 
· --~~se~ 26. I{·a.ny _provision. oi sec~ 

- ti~n of thls act shall ·he held void or 
un~on5titutio~ all other p~ov±nons 
and a:11 . other sections of the act, 
wlllch -~r~ not- e;q,ressly held tO be 
:void or "unconstitutional, ·sh:all . cOn­
-:tinne m full force and effect. 

"Sec. Zl. Every juStice 6f the i>e'ace 
or superior jndge shall recognize· and 
act. upon. any sworn compl;unt of a 
violation of tliis act Fil,ED BY JU<-y 
CITIZEN _OF THE STATE in the 
same mail.i:ler- and TO THK S:AME 
EXTEN·T ·AS THOUGH THE 
SMfE WERE FILED BY A PROS-

- ECUTI;NG OFFICER. 

~'Druiiists. "·--
"Sec.--28. - Within ten. days mer­

th-e. date- when· this :i.ct- has beceme 
operative, ever-Y person EXCEPT r~g-· 
istered DRUGGISTS_ AND _p:HAR.­
-~CISTS shall i:em.ov~ or ca~e toe 
be removed-all -mtoxicating liquor in 
his .possessio~ :from th:e state, . in~.-

-19,..:.._ 
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. i • . 
Washington's -­
hop! industry · 
=ploy.ed lS,ooo 
persoi!S to pick 
tne,crO., last 
season. .· . . 
Tlid annUal pay 
roll-is $660,000. 
+nitktiVe ·;aw.>. _ 

.No.3 ,"!puld s _·. ;o 
.des_troy __ the _hop. 

: industrY. . 
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!llo. 3 would breed 
bootleggas.. 
Bootlegg_ers sell 
liquor to 
children. 

Initiative Bill 
No. 3wou1d. 
bring· a condition 
of utter law- . 
IesneSs. 

Reaa Sections 
14 and 27. 

READ THE BILL. 

:..... .. 

>-.· 

:rni.tiatiV~ 'Bill 
No. 3 woald ,. 
desftoy··~egu~ 
lation. 

failure so to do shall be prima facie 
evidence that such liquor is kept 
therein for the purpose of ~g sold. 
bartered, exchanged, given away, fur­
nished or otherwise disposed of iri vio- · 
latiou of the provisions of this act: 
Provided, however, tfiat this section 
shall not apply to ALCOHOL KEPT 
FOR CHEMICAL OR MANUFAC­
TURING PURPOSES, or to olle-hali 
gallon of intoxicating liquor·· othe,;_ 
thllll beer, or twelve quarts or twenty­
four pints of beer held by lUi indi­
vidual: alld Provided, further; thatfor 
said ten-day. period .of time, it shall 
not be ·necessa,-y to obt<cin any permit 
.or permits for th.; shipment of any 
such intoxicating liquor, lawfully held 
within the state at the date this act 
_goes into effect. to· points outside . .;£ 
the statC: 

.Another- Opening._:.::..~_. 
"SEC.- 29. IT SHALL BE UN­

LAWFUL FOR . ANY PERSON 
OTHER THAN A COMMON CAR-· 
RII;:R TO TRANS:PORT, CARRY 
OR BRING INTO THIS . STA'J;'E 
ANY INTOXICATIN'G . LIQUOR 
IN EXCESS OF ONE-HALF GAL­
LON _OF LIQUOR OT~R THAN 
BEER, OR TWEI:, "VE QU."-RTS · 
OR TWENTY-FOUR PINTS .. OF. 
BEER, WHHIN f';N;l 'rWEN'rY-
DAY -PERIOD. . . ...... -·· 

. "'?ec. 30. It is hereby m:ade the 
duty of the attorney gene~ to en­
force the provisions of .this act.· and 
prosecute violations thereaf in any 
county where the prosecuting ~r­
ney of such county fails, neglects _or 
_refuses to enforce the proVisiollS heie­
of and said attorney gl"leral m:a.y a,s.:. 
sist the prosecu~g attorn<>y Of any 

. county in any prosecution fol' the vio­
lation .of _this act. 

"Sec. 31 .. All per.so:ils "convicted· of 
any violatio~ of this act whtte the 
puniShment. therefor is· not herein 
specifically pr.ovided · Shall t,e· pun­
ished by a fine of :not less than fifty 
dollars ·nor more than two hundied 

-20-

Initiative Bill 
No. 3 is an act . 
favoring brew­
eries outside o£ · · 
W-ashington, 
against those 
within -the- State. 
It would destroy 
reveiUie, pay roll 
and taxes. 

--:·-_ 

Read -Sections S, 
1, 11, 14, 15, 21 
and 29. 

revenue, vote 
more taxes and · 
destroy· millions 
of dollars o£ 

· propertY varues 
and vote fn 
more liquor? 

READ-THE 
BU:,L. ... 

. ._ ___ _ 

Initiative Measure 
No. 3 says in ef-_ 
feet: "You can 
liave 811 the liquor 
yon want, bnt 

fifty dollars, or by_ imprisonment · in 
the county jail for not less than ten 
daY£ nor more than three months, ot 
by both such fine and imprisonment 

"Sec. 32. Any person con-victed the 
second time of the violation of this 

you must send 
yolir money out of 
Washington to 
pay for the labor 
and products of 
other . state.:;' . 

. act shall be punished by a fine of not 
less than fifty dollars nor ·more than 
five hnndied dollars, and- by impris­
onment-4>. the con.nty jail for n9t less 
than thirty· days nor ·more. than six 
months; and any person convicted the 
third tilne of a :violation· _of the -pro­
-vi<k>ns of ·thfs act shali for snch third 
and each s-o.lbsequent violation - be 
fined not less th.;m. two hundred :fifty 
dollars, nor more than. five hundred 
dollars, and be confined m the coun­
ty jail for not less than three moni:hs; 
nor m.ore th.a.n oDe year. .P;-osea!ting 
attorneys and jnSnces of . the peace · 
having knowledge of :any· previa%· 
_conviction or any peisori'acciSeii of .. 
violating this act shall in preJ?axjng 
complaints, informations or indiCt­
ments fot subsequent offensei ai~ 
lege such· p~vious conviction there:in 
and a certified transcript from. :the 
docket of ..,.Y justice of the pe,ce. 
or ,;_·certified -copy of the· i-eeord un­
der seal of ·t:p.e clerk of any :cotjrt of . 
record shali be sufficient evidence of 

·any previous · conviction or conVic­
tions of violations of this act 

R~d S~ction l5. 

"Sec. .3.3.- This act shall take EF­
·FECT and be in full force and effect 
FROM ·and after the. FIRS'r DAY 
OF JANUARY, 1916. 

. (Endorsed.) · 

"State· of Wa-Shington, ss. 

"Filed in the office of tlie Secrctsry 
of State, Jan. 8th, 1914, at 2:38 o'<;Iocl::· 

~e Meas­
:ure No. 3 ·pro­
hlbit:s the manu­
facture of beer in 
iW"ashlngtoD.. but 
permits the nse 
of more. beer 
made in other 
kates than the ., . 
present con­
Sumption in 
this state; ' 
i 
I 

I" •· 

I· 

.I 
i" 
l 
~ 
BILL;_ 
·l 

TIIE 

The ·P.ennit pro­
visi;,n -of Section . 
15 provides that 
each person . of . 
legal age may · : 
have s gallons_ of" · 
whls~y or 216 . 
<rt=ts· of b~ 
each year. 

p.m. 

"L M. HOWELL, 
· . Secr~tsry of State. n 

:r.ktiativ • Meas-. 
u±e No.. ·3-is not 
a I Temi;;erance. . 
-B;ill. · It: pro­
vides. for more, .. 
fiquo:r than_tlie 

.Pfesettt con~:-.. -· 
snniptj:on in -." 
this state .. 

--21-
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OFFICIAL ARGUMENTS. 
The official arguments for and agaiilst initiative mea.snre No. 3 are 

herewith given in the order m which they were £led with the Secretary 
of the State: - - - · 

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO-. 3. 

STATE-wiDE PROHIBIDON. 
FACTS, NOT THEORIES. _ 

The best _argument for or against State-Wide Prom-bitbn.is th~ 
experience of a state_ that haS- tested if out. . The Statistics and statements 
of facts herein shown _ can 'easily _be_ verified by addr.essing -<;:;ovemor 
George H._ Hodges, Topeka, Kansf!S,.-arid enclosing l>qstage. · _ · · 

Kansas:has had prop,ibition for·thlrty (30)-·yeats, and -p.Uder ~t, in 
spite of agricultu..-al disaster, so frequent in earlier'.years as to give it 
V!e name of "Bleeding Kansas,'~ _has become the richest state per capita 

· in the Union.. · · ·. . · ·."' · · ; . · 
·Assessed v.UU:ation is $1,750. per capita. Assessed valuation ,of 

-Missouri, a licens~ state· adjoil).ing Kansas, js l_ess tha;t $300 per capita. 
- Kansas has bank deposits of $120 per capita; Miss6uri,- $20- per 
capita_. Kansas under: prohloition spends __ $1.48 ·per capita for liquor· 
Missouri under ·license spendS $24. per .capita. Evciy mall. woman, :wg 
Child in Kan...<:as has just $22.52 IlJ.Ore to spend for food, clothing, edu­
cation and--enteii:ainment than The Misso:urian. · 

In Kansas one farmer in five owns _an atrto; in ·Missowi, one in one 
hundred.· In Missouri ci>mmon labor receiyes $8.00 per week. In Kan­
sas $14 per week. . Why? In Missorui there ·are· 4,000 saloons into. 
which the peopre pay eighty i:nillion dollars pel-.-year. . · · 

In Kansas there are no saloons. Kansas creates wealth fustet than 
any .state in the Uruon. The state tax:'-rate is· $1.04 on $1,000. In 
Washington tlle state taX iS $8.06 on $1,0_00. - · : · -·- ·' ,_ - . 

Kansas has 105- counties. Eigli:ty-seven have .no insa:ile; ninety­
six have no inebriates; fifty-four have no feeble-minded; fifty-three nq 
prisoners in jails; sixty-five no prisoners in the peii.itentiary. . . . . ' . 

Kansas has practically no paupers and as a consequence the poor 
farms in forty-nine coun:ties haYe been turiled.mto experimental sta- _ 
tions under the control of the State Agricultural College and are called · 
P-rosperity Farms. E;:ansas' death rate is seven in .one thousand.' Mis-
-souri, seventeen.. · · 

WHAT A GREAT NEWSPAPER SAYS. 
The ;North Ameri=. (Philadelphia) says: ·"'Something is the mat­

ter with Kansa5." It is found in the -clause ih ·her constitution which 
readS: . . · · - . _,. · 

"The manufacture and sale of_ intoxicating liquors shall be forever: 
prohibited _in this S1;ate." - . · · · . . · · _: ., · ·' --: _=-' 

It is this defiance of_ what other states ha~e legalized as a "~ec~.:,_.',­
sary" evil that has h~ped to make her citizens the.-ri~_est per··citnirn<·. 
in the country and t;pe 'richest of any agricultural folk in -the­
that has given her ;i peimaneilt school fund of $10,000,000 · i.nd_ l 
duced her illiteracy to an almost negligible qtrantity. · _ · · · · 

It is this insistence upon what-slaves of cus!?ni always have ·sneered' 

-22-

I 
at as "impractical" that has given her a balance of moie. than a million 
and a quarter in her state treasury and no bonded delht, save $370,000 

·held by the permanent school fund; this alone that makes possible the 
statement that ~8 per cent of her 400,000 school-children never have 
seen a saloon. 

1 

• • 

Yes, something's the matter with Kansas. Of what 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 little wonder ti!at an increasing 
number of :persons believe that this nation will be past the most danger­
ous :rocks in its course when the thing that is the ma1;r witli Kansas 
is the ·matter with every square mile of te.rPto:r:y from :Eastport to San 
Diego ::nd ?:_om _YV alia V[ alia to Key West. . · [ _ _ . : 
· Prohib1t1on m W a.Shmgton would mean m9'eased wealtb, low ~es 
and prosperity just as it has in Kansas.. . I : 
STATE-WIDE PROHIBITION COMMITTEE· OF WASliTNGTO.N. 

_ · I . (Endorsed) 
State of W ashington..::._,;s. . I 

Filed in·the office 6f Secretary of State, June 25, 1914: 
· · I. M. HOWELL, Secr~tary of Stat~ -

:INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. ·3·; ! 

:STATE-WIDE' PROHmiTIOrk~ . . 
. ... ·--:--- :F-ACTS, NOT THEORY •. ----· 1--:--

The State-Wide Prohibition Committee of Washington, _in itS <Jf­
ficial argument in behalf 0 f Initiative Measure No. 3 giv:es what purports 
to be statistics concerning conditionS in proQibition .Kan!sas. - _ · : 

These alleged statistics are taken from speeches made by Govemor 
Hodges and Attorney-General Dawson ·of Kansas, leaders and_ cani~ 
paigrrers in the cause ·of prohibition. _ _ · _ ·. . I -. . :. . - _ 

· The _figures quoted art< not taken from any recogmzed authonty and 
do not state the facts, -- - . · . · . · I _ 

_They will-be taken. up in this answer in the order irLwhich they_ are· 
set forth in tl\e· argument for the bilL · · · I · . 
. The true value of _all wealth, by states per capita, in! 1904,_the late:,--t _ 
report av:lllable, is found on page 44 of the Special Report of the Director 
of the Census on Wealth. Deot and Ta.--cation, · , 

Kansas is there credited With .$1,468; and Washington had $1;806 
at· the same time..· In Kans~ only $44 per capita were· exempt from 
taxes, while the Washington exemptions totaled $112 per capita. · The -
true value of all.property in Missouri was $1,147 per ,capita with per 
capita exemption_s of $49. · · · I 

. : :wHAT ~CLE SAM SAYS. I 
The report of the comptroller of the-currency .up to June 4,-.1913, 

the lateSt !rom the government presses, page 49; shows total bank de-· 
posits in Kansas per capita of .$100.12 with $4.12 per clpita in _savings · 
banks. On the same day Missomi had total depositS per capita· of 
$137.43 with $12.-s·o in savings; Washington $129.82 total deposits and 
$37.62 saving-S. · . . i · 

. Kansas,· with 1,792,000 persons, government ~imk.te; 'had 3~,881 
automobiles on June 30, gr one for each 44.~. persons. Washington_with 

-23-. . t 
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1,362,000 persons on- the same day had 36;to5 automobiles, or one _for : 
each 37.4 persons. 

There is no way to tell how much Kansas spends per capita for 
liquor as the bootleggers do not "keep books," but Kansas people do_ 
ship in liquor which is registered under the law, and the· reports file~ 
with the connty clerks show total registered individual shipments of 
18,000,000 quarts of liquor in 1913, mostly whiskey! I ! · 

Insanity in Kansas has more than doubled during twenty years of 
prohibition. In 1890 Kansas had 88.4 insane persons for eacli one 
hundred thousand of its population. In 1910 it had increased to 172~ 
(see page 76 of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 1912) 
and on June l;;t, 1914, the number was 202.4. (Report Kansas State' 
Board of Control) -

The facts are that in 1913 Kansas had 4,883 inmates in its county 
j~. (Reports of County Sheriffs 1913.) In June, 1914, Kansas had 
892 penitentiary inmates and Washington 666. Kansas had 385 reform­
atocy inmates and Washington 332. Kansas had ·3,427 insane and 
Washington 2,719. Kansas had 448 juvenile delinqUents and Washing- . 
ton 308. -(Figures taken from reports ·of the State Board of Control, 
Kansas, and State Board of Control, Washington.) · 

According to a table on Qage 73 of the Statisti.<;:al Abstract of the 
United States for 1912 paupers· per 100,000 in alms houses _on January 1, --
1910, were: _Kansas 43.5, Alabama 34.7, Florida 27.5, Louisiana 11.3, 
Minii.esota 33.1, Idaho 29;8;South Dakota 24.8, and Wyoming 13. 
- Kansas is not in the registration area, hence the death rate is an -
unknown quantity. 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. 
Nebras~ Colorado, Washington, Oregon and California all exceed 

Klinsas in per capita expenditures for ·educational purposeS. Kansas per 
capita is $25.63, Washington $49.36, Nebraska $28.45, Colorado $33.60, 

_Oregon $49..29, California $51.87. (See pages 118 a:i:ui 119 of the Statis­
tic-~ Abstract of the United States for 1912.) 

The State-Wide Prohibition Comrriittee in its officia:l argument in 
behalf of Initiative Bill No 3 gives only one authority-Governor 
Hodges of Kansas-and he is a rabid prohibitionist. 

I-n_ this answer the statisi;ics_ given are taken from the latest avail­
able Statistical Reparts of .the. Census Bureau of the United States Gov­
errui:tent, the highest authority in existence, and from official state rec­

- ords. This state is big enough to decide its own question without hav-
~g to go to the governor of "Kansas for dictation. - · · 

The citizens of the state -of Washington are .invited to address him 
_ for such verification. Governor Hodg~ may, :t:heref~re, be Called upon 

"' to answer 350,000 inquiries, the voting population qf the state of "~Nash-­
-__ ingtoiL He could- not possibly -personally answer more than 100 in-

-:: - quiries -per day_ It is therefore evident tha,t the answers have been 
alrea-dy prepared by the Anti-Saloon League. 

A pamphlet nsed by the Anti-Saloon League and circulated through­
out-the state; is evidence of the methods used by the opposition. The man 
labeled the 'Tmished Product" was found after the· entire state had 
been_ scoured and was made d:rtlnk on liquor bought and paid for and. 
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served to him by the Anti-Saloon League. They g~t I hlm drunk and 
then took his picture. I 
- WOULD DESTROY- PROPERTY. I 

Initiative Bill No. 3 would destroy taxable properity in -this state­
worth more than $17,000,000; wipe out an annual payroll of more than_ 
$8,000,000; -would destroy revem,1es and taxes of $2,60@,000; destroy a 
hop crop sold last year _for $1,320,000 imd -valued this ye\ar at $~,800,000, 
an industry employing 15,000 people; an annual malt and barley cr9p of 
3,200,000 _pushels, $800,000 worth of which is used lo<f.lly-; depreciate 
the ~ue of 216,000 acres of barley lands and 5,500 acrfs of hop lailds, 
causmg a loss of more than $2,000,000; would lose to the1state reore than 
$2,000,000 for 300,000 ba.._-i-els "of beer brewed. here and solli in other s~es 
and conntries; would lose to business $12,000,000 now S]i>ent arinually in 
trade channels; and would ~ow 8,300 m~ out of emp~oyment and de­
prive 33,200 other persons dependent on them of their biead and butter! 

The loss in values ca.nsed by such a law would reach! the stupend~ms 
total of $43,000,000 in a single year! ! ! - ! - _ 

This is nqt a fight for or against temperance. Temperance and 
prohibition are--not tlfe same. Temperance is self-enforced. Prohibiti9n 
is force applied by one set of individuals against another-~et. 
_ The question it issue is not moral, for no att=pt is made by this 
bill to prevent the use of liquor. To_ the contrary it is en;conraged -unQ.~ 
Sectiqn, _1_~,- _w_l_llcg_ prgy:i.d~ #J-at e,_very person of_!egal_ al ge .ID?-Y secure 
-one-half gallon of liquor or twelve quarts of beer every twenty days. 

To the individual the _bill says: "You may have all th.e liquor yo_u 
want but you must not spend your money at home. 'Yilou may have a 

. case of beer every twenty days, bt?t it must not be made by vVashington -
labor, from Washington grown barley or hops m a Washington !>rew-
eryF I --

To the 8,300 m~n at work in the liquor industry ilie prohibitionist 
says: "Yon must find employment in other lines. Go out and pe bar­
bers, carpenters, -plumbers, teamsters, waiters, clerks, bhd carriers and 
bricklayers" -and this is in a state whose labor market is hlready serious-
ly overcrowded: 1 • 

. LOCAL OPTION PREFERABLE. I 
Washington has a local optiqn law today under whi\:h communities' 

can eliminate the saloon where snch action is favored by fa majori,tj, and 
this already has been done. _ The licensed saloons in the 1\:::i:!:le-s _are upder 
constant police supervision and public observation; remoye them and the 
traffic in this stat-e would be driven to secret haunts as I it is in Kansas 
and Maine today. · I - - - . 

Prohibitory laws do not remove the appetite for liquo'r. They merely 
change- the channel tbrongh which the supply is received! _ _ . 

Initiative Bill No. 3 -would destroy local self-govepuhent, and in lo­
cali?es where a majority of the p~ple are opposed to it, ,

1

1it woul.;l create 
a- disregard for all law. . - - - · . _ 

Initiative Bill No.3 woUld destroy police supervision and p).lblic ob-
·servation of the liquor: traffic, . - I _ 

Initiative Bill No.3 would place a premium on crime. I It-would make 
liars and perjurers of men and women as similar legislation has-done in 
other states. - I -· -
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Between the years 1900 and 1910 the population of Kansas increased.­
onJy 15 per cent, while during the same period the population of --- · · 
ington increased 120 per cent. · 

The state of W asltington js inviting tourists of the.world to visit this 
commonwealth. Already agitation for prohloition has .::aused a decr~e 
in· travel. Tourists always avoid -a so-called "dry" state. · 

. Initiative Measure No.3 would send millions out of the state" annti-· 
ally for liquor consumed witli.in the state, With no resulting material. or 
mor.J.l compensation. · · . . ·. - _ 

The ocean is in front of us. British Columbia is to the-north. WlllS­
key smuggling and its distnoution through secret and vi<_:ious Channels 
would monopolize an the "activities of all the state, county and municipal 
law ~chinery ·m: the :impossible task of ·enforcement: · · ,. · · 

BREWERS' ASSOCIATION OF THE NORTHWEST, 
By .Louis Hemricll, President. . 

INITIATIVE BILL N0 .. 3. 

STATE-WIDE PROHIBITION. 
HONEST _FACTS IN .OPPOSITION. 

. The history of prohibition, in st;a.tes where 1t has been tested. is such. 
that, -if proper consideration were given the subject, few persons would 
vote for Initiative Bill No. 3, which. should- be properly entitled:,. __ ... : · __ 

"An act in Javor of breweries located outside of the state, and 
. against those Within the ·state employing labor here, living here, and. 
paying taxes here.'' · · .. . _ 
· · This bill imposes upon the citizen, who uses liquor as a beverage, a.:D.a 
not to ·excess, ·a restrictioli: t4at Will engender· disregard ·for this bill 
itself, and disrespect for laws in general . · :·· · . 

It is unnecessary and vicious legislation; as the state of Washington· 
· :has.a local option law, under which any commuillty ~y eliminate. the 
· ·saioon;-where··snch an action is ·desired··ty·a majority~ · :···--. ·--···"" ·· ·'·-· · 

· Initi<J.tive _Bill No. 3 would. destroy-local· self-government,:which is· 
, dear to the heart (!f every American and represents the basic priiiciples 
pi our Constitution. · . . . . . 

On April 7 of this year President ·Wilson reiterated his declaration 
made to Rev. Thomas B. Shanno:p. of Newark, New Jer~ey, "I. am in .. 
favor of local 9ptioil. and I· am a thorough believer in local sclf-govern- · 

... · ment, and believe that every self-governed communitj, which constitutes 
a social unit, sh-ould have the right to control the matter of the regula-
tion oi the withholding of license._" · 

PERMITS IMPORTATION; BUT PROHIBITS MANuFACTURE. 
. · ·Section 15 of the Anti-Saioon ·League Bill No: 3 provides fot the pur...: 

chase 9f more liquor outside of the state and the shipment of the same· 
into the state than -is at present drunk within the state, but no pro:vision . 
is made" for th~ manufacture within the state. . . . . 

· · Tb~ Anti-Saloon League makes· ample provision for the importation 
into the state of liquor of all kinds, but.makes it a~~ to IlJ.anufactuie .. 
beer Within the smte. · --The State 'of Washington_ is, geogiaphlc--.JJ.y, pa.--ti.culal:Iy adapted tQ · 

· ~e manu£acture of beer, owing. to ~e ~gh quality of hops and barley, 
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grown withl:J:. its borders. W~gton breweries·manuf\acture a qilal.ity 
of beer that 1s second to none m the world. and have b~t up an .export 
business valued at over $2,000,(!00 annually, and brirrg th~t sum back into 
this state to be paid out in wages for labor, to circulatei and add to the 
wealth of the state.. · · · i 

Every chamber of co=erce and co~ial club ,fithin this state 
is making: an earnest endeavor to induce immigration and to secure. addi­
tional capital for public enterprises. The adoption of ~ law wo-tP.d 
force over thirty thotisand men out of employment, and compel them to 

. leave the state or to seek work along other lines, which are now over-
: crowded._ -· .- - I ·· · 

. The prohibitionists quote Kansas as a model pr<;>hil.:Htion state,and 
rely upon thcir p~erted facts and :f:iocrW:es· to establish the alleged bene-
ficial effects of prohibition.. i · · 

- .I . 

WHAT GOVERNMENT REPORTS SA(Y. 
. I . . 

The report of t;h. e Comptr<?ller' of the Cll.:.-ren~, Jiute ·4, 19.13, page 
49, shows total bank depos1ts m Kai1$3S· per cap1ta $100.12, W1th $4.12 
per capita in savings banks;·Washingtori. deposits, $129.2~· per capita. 
·and $37.62 per capita in savings .banks for the same ·peJilod. 

.Nebraska, Colorado, Washington, Or~onand ~obua~ali ~~eed 
KanSas in per capita expenditure for educational plll'pos~ · .~ausas per 
C;tp1ta -15 ""$25:63-; -wasliiiigfon-$4'T.36;"N·eoraska -$2~:45; -qo1ora.0.o -$33.60. 
Oregon $49.29 and California $51.87.. (See pages 118 and 1.19 of "¢e Sta-
tistical.Ab.st:ract of the United States for 1912) -·/ :.: . . · 

The government cerisus for' 1910, showing pop-;llationfrom ·1900 to 
I910;shows -an increase for North Carolina of 11 per·ce:ht, Tennessee 8 
per cent, Maine 7 per cent_ and Kansas 15 p_er ·cent-all d)ry -states, while 
Washington shows ari increase of 120 per cent, the greatek in tl;te Union. 

This unprecedented increase in the popul_ation of.the~state of Wash­
ington indicates ·that people migrate to a: wet state wher:e there are great 
business oppo~ities, and not to dry_ States,' where· estrictive l_eg­
isia.tive measures create high taxation and busines!> depression, as well 

· as willftil- interference with perso~ h"berty. · I · 

. SHOULD GO siow. I . · 
. The people of tl,.is state would be wise to ey&clse care in the legis-" 

lation they demand. and be slow to adopt neW and radical changes in. 
the1r laws. Washington is a new state, with wonderful pbssfuilities, and 
the adoption of radical laws will pre-v-ent_development·;kd be our own 
ruidoing. · · . · · · . --l . · · · 

· . The growing of hor)s _and barley in this state is one of ilie important_ 
induStries that wonld _be destroyed by this bilL -The hop drop of the state 
of W ashingtcin in 19LFsold for over $1,320,000, and from! a conservatiVe 
estimate placed.upob. th~ crop for 1914, tli~ value Will eXteed $1;soo;ooo ... 
.. -. . In -i913 there were 15,000 peisoils employed in p~ hopS, wd one­
half _of the total value of :tile crop wa5 paid ont in labor. \jV a3hington has . 
5,500 acres of land_growing hops at this time, ,.-alued·at .$2,250,00.0. · 

· . - :B:;P yards are yal.uedatbetween $400 an4 $5.00 per ki::r-6,. while this 
· same la.J7.d, without the growth of hops, would ha'?"e a ~iie of·but~ $150 

to $200 per acre, which mean;> 11-I~ss of over _$1,650,000.to the.ho:P;-gr;ower 
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and a like amount of taxable property lost to the state, and other prop­
erty will have to bear increase in tax levy. 

_ AFFECTS TAXPAYERS. 
Initiative Bill No. 3 does not alone affect hop-growers, but will affect· .' 

taxpayers in an increase in taxes. This- bill would de,""troy the hop and 
barle.y industry, as we would have no market at home, and outside manu­
facturers will not bny hops from a· prohibition state. 

The. annual barley crop of -3;2®,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 land would also de- . 
crease. -

Initiative Bill No.3 destr.oys the fuewfug industry, wipes. out revenue ... 
and taxes paid to the state and municipalities, but does not prevent the 
consumption of alcohoL _ . · 

· The desire of manlcind for alcohol·will result in the secret manufac­
tur.e. Every artj.cle of food contafus alcohol in varying quantities, and ;a 
mixture of su,o-ar and yeast, ·permitted to ferment, Will result in a liquid · 

. from which alcoho_I can be made, by distilling the same-as _water is dis- . 
tilled to purify it. . · 

The Anti-Saloon League, by Initiative Bill No.3, seeks to 
and not to create industries in this state. Its agitators; composed 
political preachers, seeking publicity in the limelight o-f proln'bition,.liv.,_ 
ing a transitory existence from city to city, are unit_ed in their e."forts to 
destroy the hrewing, 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 e..-tablishments of 
any kind. · . · 

Five cents spent for a glass of beer is not all profu:, 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 gets his p9rtion for barley and hops. The transportation 
companies get theirs· for hauling, and pay out a portion to employes. A 
part goes to expenses for federal, state and municipal gov=ents. 

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

Then-come rent, light, heat. state, county and city general taxes; 
insurance,· salaries, and this is not 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 mnst have 
clothing and food, and they pay rent and taxes._ · 

Proln'bition does not reduce liquor drinking. Its only accomplish­
ment is- to take away revenue ap.d regulation. 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 revenu" 
and taxation that" is completely wiped out. 

The destructive tendency of the Anti-Saloon·LeagJle 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~ 
not a sa£e place to live in or raise a family "in; it is sending all of its_ 
Citizens to the penitentiary and i_nsane asylums.:_.But1ook to us; we can 
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-save you and .lift you out of this horrible condition; take ·prohibition 
medicine and it will cure everj ill of man or municipality; it has been 
tried in Kansas, Maine, Tennessee, North Dakota, ·North Carolina, and 
has worked wonders. Write to the governor of Kansasiand he· will tell 
you how· to build up the state of Washington." ; · 

Then they quote a lot of their self-made figures which are not suS-
ceptible of proof. . I · -

No, "Mr. Anti-Saloon League Doctor," we do not need "your medi­
cine, thank you. we have read your prescription and letters of commen­
dation, but we think we· are doing quite nicely. we kno..:V the conditions 
in the states you mention and, in all candor, we do not liKe to trade as we­
excel in every way, in population, in wealth, in industry, in health, edu-
cation and culture. _ _ 1· 

STATE HOP GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 
" Alvin Muehler, President. 

ANSWER OF ANTI:..-PROHIBmON 
ASSOCIATION . i" 

The "best argument" for Initiative Measure No.3 isl an Eastern.yel~ · 
Iow journal's -scream:, a summary of Attorney-General Dawson's and 

_ Governor Hodges'_ Ka-I!sas political speeches, with, a request to write ~d 
ask Governor Ho~ges if he tells the truth. . I . - . 

Dawson's pnnted speech, p: 7, not quoted m "argp.ment''-=-admrts 
"that there is_ some illicit selling in Kansas is undeniable;" and p. 14, that 
"It is often said that prohibition does not pr.ohibit. And that is true." 

The purported "facts" are l;lali truths, the most vicibus form of si>e­
ci?l pleading. Some Kansas counties "have no prisonhs iti jail," but-
some counties are too po.or t!) have jails. . _ ,

1

_ 

WHAT A.NEWSPAPER SAYs.· 
Ottawa Herald, January 6, 1914, gives jail population in 1913,-3· 

counties missing, as 4,883, or 1 in 366.9. Some Kansas dounties have no 
"poor farms." The reason is, they "board out" paup&s. See p. 182, 
second report, Kansas Board of Control, Charitable Institutions; p. 385 
same report says "there is doubtless a. real increase in the percentage of 
insanity in Kansas as elsewhere." · ' .-·-

Four thousand five hundred federal liquor licensesjwere issued for 
Kansas in 1909-one for 344 of population.-Rep. Kansas CalL Int. Rev­
enue,-1909. Wet Nebraska, Kansas' neighbor, had and license for 380 
population. In 1913 arrests for drunkenness ran, per 1,000, in Co#ey-
-v-ille, 20, Topeka,_16.6, Wichita, 16. I -

-Leavenwor..h Tfules, Jannary·l, 1914, gave drunk<;nness as 90 per 
cent of all police -arrests. According to. U. S. Census Bulletin No. 163, 
Kansas has lowest percentage church membership of twell

1 

ve North Cen-
tral states. , · - -

Topeka State "Journal, July 8, 1913, showe(i that 1,~00,000 quarts of 
liquor a month, 18,000,000 a year, were shipped into the state in indi-
vidual pack?ges. · _ 

. . UNCLE :;lAM'S-REPORT. I 
In December, 1911, U. S; Census Bulletin, Kansas is shown to have 

150 convicts for lOO,OOO·population to 108 iii Missouri.. Kansas' assessed 
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valuation per capita is not $1,750. According to p. 44, U. S. Census rep. 
on Wealth, Debt and Taxation. it is $1,468, and Missouri is $1,147, not 
$300. U._ S. Compt. Currency, Rep. 1913, p. 49, gives E:ansas bank O.e-: 
posits $100.1~, ~ot $~0, and. Miss<;uri $137.43, not $20. Kansas ~d 
$4.12 per capita m savmgs, -MISSoun $37.52. - : 
- Page 976 above Census Rep. shows Kansas spent $4,02,999 on police 

and $110,954 on jails, _to Washington's $232,032 police and $41,077 jails;· 
Most of the "best arguments' " figures can be exploded by reference tq 
Abstract of the Census and other official documents. Above are offidal 
citations. "Best argument" gives none. -

WRITE TO THE BISHOP ALSO. 
_ If writing to Go,:ernor Hodges, also write Bishop Lillis, Kansas City~ 

Kansas, who-Harper's-Weekly, December 24; 1910-o--said: "Absolute 
prohibition has proven impracticable, if not indeed a @sma1 fail=e." · 

Glowing- assertions of .the ~ti-Saloon League, given #n the "best_ 
argument," will also be found to be dismal failures. -

ACOMPLEX PROBLEM. _ 
The liquor problem is the most complex fa~ humanity. It is not 

snnple, as· prohibitionists claim. _No act can dispose of _a questiO;rr involv­
ing reljg:ion,_ pUblic ?Tid private mprals, taxes, revenue, industry, busi­
ness, mental and physical_ health __ and welfare, politics- and each i 
vidual . -_ . - ------~--:-----

. Prohibition is un-Christian. Grapes and_ their natural: "fermentation 
are the Creator's acts. Christ drank wine and .made it at Cana. Biblical 
win~ was f~ented alcoholic wine-not mere grape jui~ _ GenesiS · 
xiix:' 12 refers to eyes "red with wine"; Eccles:iasties x: 19 to "Wine 

-:riiaketli merry"; Isaiah v:ll to "wine inflames them." -Proverbs =:1· 
. says "give strong drink unto him that is ready to.f~t "and-wme urito. 

theril. .that be of heavy hearts"; while Ephesians v :18 says, "J?e not 
drunk with wine, ·wherein is excess;" These and other texts show that 
the Creator ana His Son intended- that man may use alcohol in some 
forin- at will, but in- m6dera:tion.. · - · · 

PROHIBITION IGNORES VITAL FACTs. 
Prohibition .is unscieniific, ignoring vital facts of bzo!ogy, physioiog}r 

and peychology, stated by Ieaqmg authorities, Ameri= and -foreign, who 
oppose prohibition; though agreeing on the e.vi1s of alc6holi~ · 

Lombroso on "Crinie," Little, B~own & Co., publisher.!?; 1912, Chap­
ter m, say.s of prohibitory laws that their· "lack of ~ccess is due es­
pecially to the Jact that no repressive law can· acto:inplish its purpose, 

_when it runs rounter_ to our instincts. 

THE USE OF ALCOHOL INSTINCTIVE. 
"Now amo:rig these instincts is that desire for psychic stiiq.ulation 

sucl.t as one may getJtom wine, a need which increases with the progreSs 
of civilization." Saleeby on 'Worry," N. Y., F: A. Stokes Co.,.in chap-

-ter on _Worry, Drugs and Drink, cills alcohol "a racial poiSon," but says : 
"It is· certain beyond certainty that neither denunciation nor warning, 
nor legislation. nor any other ·measures w~tever will wean mankind as 
a whole from its adO.icti~n to alcohoL" · - . _ 

Professor Munsterberg, the -~ard· psychologist in. McOure's. 
Magazine says: "To say that certain evils co~ from a-certain source 
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suggests only to fools ~e hasty annihilation of the source before ~dy-­
·mgwhether greater evils might not result from i:b> destrilction, and with­
out asking whether the "evils ~ht not be reduced, anji the good from 
the same source remain untouched and untampered with." 

Kraaft-Ebing, Kiernan, Spitzka and other alienists show tliat intoler­
ance of alcohol is an expression of degeneracy. "Such ·total abstainers/' 
says Dr._ E. S. Talbot in his book on "Degeneracy," "leave degenerate 
offspring in which degeneracy assumes .the type of exc~s in alcohol as 
well as even lower phases." · ' 

ALSO UNECONOMIC. ! 

:Prohibition is l'lneconortuc. Federal.inco~e tax- d.imates for 1914, 
·$87,000,000. Estimated tax receipts from liquors, $228~000,000. Under 
nation-wide prohibition to meet such a dclicit, a $25 income tax would 
become $62.50. With state-wide prohibition this stat~s taxes will in­
crease ~¢y as the ~tion's would. _ . ·_ [ _ . _ 

Loss of revenue m one :way must be. made up m another, Will the 
already over-burdened submit? ·wherever prohibition .bists taix:es ·have 
had to be increased without corresponding benefits. In ~906 in-41 states 
average- tax rate on $100 v;--as in 343 prohibition towns l$2.54, as agairist 

· $1.58 in 846 license towns. Taxes were 61 per ce:ttt higher in the prohi:­
bition towns. D9 yon want your taxes- 1ncreased 61 p~ cent?- -- · 

_ -Galveston News says sp-ecial taxes had to.be levied ip Texas prohibi­
- tioii towns ·ta·offset loss ·of liquor license revenue. -In'29-Kansas ·towns 

ta:X; rate has been ?-5 high as $5.63 _per $100.__ _- I · _ _ 
SIXTY-ONE- TRADES- AFFECTED.i -

Proru"b-iting manufacturing beer- in this state afl;eds .61 trades and 
unions! Breweries <if· British Columbia, Oregon, ·Idaho_ and any other· 
state can and will slllp into every corner of the state, and~into present dry 
areaS, their product at expense of Washington capital, lal:lor and farmers:· 

-Prohibitiocists argue beer production is not "use:fbt'' ·This argu­
ment would prohibit every church picnic, "movie," newspaper,- and 
things not made for food, clothing and shelter. · i 

Under civilizatimi, man's pleasures, aesthetic; intellcbctuar and social 
are as important to him ·as are bare utilities. It shoul:dl bear- .weight on_ 
:the economic side that Theodore Roosevelt, Progressive; Williani. How­
ard Taft, Republican, and Woodrow Wilson, D(!!llocrat, are not Prohibi- _ 
tionists. · · · · 

ALSO IMPRACTICABLE. 
Prohibition's .impra<:t:ieabiJiti is not a question of ~s~on.· but 

fact. "Any one can segrre official facts, by. writing to ilie _commissioner. 
of Internal Revenue, a,nd asking if it is not true that neirly one-tblrd of · 

_ ·the governmen't's· Spanish 'War r~vemie was raised by the beer tax and 
- that without it the gov=ent would have· been badly ):rippled, or else 

all taxes in=eased a :third. . . _ -: · I 
. If :Kansas, pet pro_hibition state, has not a greater mhmber of j:ederal 

liquor licenses in proportion to population than almost· any other state. 
As the mayor of prohibition Nashville in statemerlt ·tO -Oregon in 

1910 said: "If you wan:tyour tax rate increa..«ed, your ~evenue·reduced,_ 
- real estate values decreased and business in general haJ:npered without 
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promoting temperance, morality, or reducing the amoUDt of liquor con-
sumed, fayor state-wide prohibition!' ·. 

Proluoition 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 abns~ 
and not on the abuser is to avoid the whole question." · . . ·. 

Moreover, whenever the use of alcohol has been prohibited the-use of 
dangerous and deadly drugs has increased. Rev. W. A. Wasson, ofthe 
Episcopal Church well said, Pearson's 1Yiagazine, August, 1909, "the . 
proluoition propaganda parades in the livery of heaven" bnt is "the su~ 
preme immorality that confronts and threatens the Christian ch=ch in 
this country." · 

. GREAT MEN OPPOSED. 
With such eminent Prot;estant clergymen as the revered Washingion_· 

Gladden, Lyman Abbott, Geo. Trumbull Ladd and Dr. Parkh=st; with· 
the venerable Cardinals Gibbons and LOgue among the many of all sect;; __ 
outspoken against prohibition, itS_· advocates cannot claim all mqrality _ 
theirs, nor all opposing thein to be agents of Satan. _ . 

You can get drunk on any liquor under this bill. Sees. 4, 15, 16 pro­
vide that any adult can buy ha1f a gallon of spirits or 12 quarts beer 
every 20 days to drink m lris home or give to guests. . . . 

He can drink about a gill of brandy a day or tank up on 3. gallons 
. of· beer in one day. Sec. 2 prohibits liquors containing alcohol, capaOle 
_of use as a beverage. · · · · ·-·-

This prohibits vanilla ?Ud other extracts, and favorite prohibition 
medicines like Peruna and Mrs. Lygia Pinkham's remedies .. 

seC. 6 prohibits acivertismg mtoxicating liquors iri any way. .';['his 
would exclude most periodicals, and cut the state papers' revenue. 

·Sec. 7 provides that druggists maY. sell liquor needed by persons 
extremely ill, and alcohOl for mechanical or chemi~ purposes o_i:lly •... 

THEY ARE SIMPLY LOOPHOLES. 
-~~- These ioopholes are open as_barndoors. Cases.of aeadly ailments 

will mcrease. Mechanics and chemists will be numerous. 
Sec. 25 permits the manufacture and sale of denatured alcohoL This 

will let every bootlegger. and blmd pigger ply -their trade. 
The idea of calling such a bill~ pro~oition law· is absilrd. 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-payln.g saloons mto law-breaking, non-taxpaying bootleg-
gers and blind pigs. . . . . 

How any honest, sincere Prohibitionist can support such a measure 
can only be ~lained on the ground of fanaticism. It should be called .· 
a bill to encourage secret vice and lawbreaking,-. 

· ANTI-PROHIBIT]_:ON ASSOCIATION, 
By E. Bramerd, Vice-President. 

SEA TILE TIMES' VIEW. 
The following is from the editorial columns of the Seattle Daily 

Times of July 12, 1914: · 
"Under the conditions of the 'initiativ:e,' arguments in ·favor of and 

_agalnst the-proposition were to be submitted wi~ a definite time and- . 
filed with the Secretary of State. 
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"Mr. George D. Conger :filed the argument in favori of- the initiative 
. and attempts to give facts and figures that would show ~that proluoitory 
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, savmgs 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 p()litical speeches 

. of well-known Pmilloitionists of Kansas. . ' . 
"On the other hand, the Hop Growers' argument ag1llnst State:wide 

prohibition deals with the .same state, but pomts out that the compar-
isons are all the other way. ' . . 

"Instead of W asliington being inferior in bank deposits--ln. savings 
accounts--in literacy-and superior. in vagrancy, ins:mity and crime-
the very reverse is true. . i - . 

"The fortunate part of the Hop Growers' a..-gumenf is found in _the 
fact that the writer of the argument quotes from statistical abstracts of 
the ~nited States Census for~ a~thority_:. _ I. · . _ 

'Inasmuch as such authonty 1S cons1deted to be standard and no 
authorit;y ·whatever is quoted by the other side, accordmg to all the rules 
of evidence it would appear that. the arguments against State-wide Pro­

~ihition are not only muCh. more conclusive--but stand upon absolute 
authqrit;y." 

POST-INTELLIGENCER. 
In revieWing the official arguments for and ·against rninat;ive Bill 

No.3 the Seattle Post-Intelligencer o£_July.l2, 1914, said: · 

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 3. 
(Seartle ~ost-Iritelligencer.) 

"Four arguments have been-filed under the law at Olympia in con~ 
nection with the petition accompanyln.g Initiative Measiire No_ 3, pop­
ularly known as the proposed prohibition law-one for arid three against 
-and these are printed m full in today's issue of the Post-Intelligencer. 

"The arguments to date._coi::nprise ex parte statements, largely m 
the nature of special plea<):mg, _by both proponent and ptotestants, with 
figures and statistics w:idely af Variance and should~ ilierefore, be ap­
praised with this fact in mind. Of the MAGNITUDI£ of the MA­
TERIAL INTERESTS affected there is NO QUEST~ON. It is not 
a subject of DISPUTE. · -, · . i 

KANSAS EVIDENCE. I 
"Inasmuch as the prghibition law m Kansas furnish!es the text and 

its operations are bronghf into controversy by these oper:cing arguments, 
an article m the current issue of the Saturday Evening Ppst by Williai::n 
Allen White, entitled ~ow Kansas Boarded the Water Wiagon,' becomes 
of timely in-terest. The author is a .prohibitionist, but nqt a ·proruoitiori 
propagandist, .and he anaiy'zes the situation m ~ansas and traces tlie 
history of the inov=erit. m a spirit of apparent fairness. ! . . . . . ·. . 

"As -a preinise he--candidly and truthfully says: 'PROHIBITION, 
OF COURSE, DOES NOT PROHIBIT: To which he adds; 'NOTH- · 
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ING has hurt the cause of temperance in this country so much as the 
delusion that a law on the statute book will pmhioit the sale "of liquor_in 
a city, a county or a state.' , 

''Unless 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 KanSa.s, the only state 
where the law really amounts to much, it has taken a quarter of a cen:.. -
tury -to enforce it.' 

LOGIC- OF SIT_UATION. 
"It is possible-even probable---he thinks, that the 'common busi--' ' 

ness s~se' and the 'common moral sense' of the American people have so 
developed that less time .will be required hereafter 'to get- a state thor­
oughly under ·a proruoitory law,' but it means, at -best, a long, bitter 
struggle. - - - - -

-"Nevertheless, imtil a state has enougli public will power _to keep 
up 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 try swearing off --

-·on. prohibition. - _ -
"That is- the logic of the si~tion in a nutsh~ __ 

KANSAS SA;LOONS. 
· "Wide stre~es of this COuntry ai-~ 'dty te.----ritqif_ .-c _ • _ ~c- ----­

prohibition, but UNDER- LOCAL OPTION. Much of the state of 
W ash.ington is 'dry' by the same local option process. Maiue,_Tennessee, 
Georgia and other states have prohibitory laws, 1:iut, according to wn:. 
liam-Allen White, Kansas is-'the only- state where-the law ~y amounts 
to much,' and there, he says, FOUR COUNTIES OPENLY DISRE-
GARD THE LAW and permit SALOONS TO FLOURISH. - · 

"The foregoing testimony, let it-be kept in mind, comes from a Kan­
san who can see both sides-who looks not through the ·eyes of prejudice. 
-His is no ex parte evidence, intended for."eampaign purposes._ 

PURSUE PRESENT POLICY. 
"Would vVilliam _Allen White, cognizant .of conditions and diffi­

culties, advise the state of Washington, a seacoast state bordering on 
foreign land, with large cities and <livei-sified population, to un·dertake 
to do, at one fell swoop, what Kansas; an agricultural ·state, -with no 
large cities,-_ha.S succeeded, in part, in doing at the end of 25 years? 

"Most"likely, being a practical ·philosopher, he would see wisdom in 
-FURTHER PURSUANCE of the state's- present policY" OF LOCAL 
OPTION. . - - --

NOT A PROHIBITION LA,. W. 
"But it is NOT A PROHIBITION LAw-that i;; proposed :FOR the 

state of W ASIDNGTON.- Far from it. · -w_hile J:irohi'biting the manufac­
turi and sale of liquor in the state, it WOULD ALLOW LIQUOR man­
ufactured "and sold outside of the state to be shipped into the state, under 
permit or -license, in most Iroeral q~aritities. A CASE. OF -BEER (12 
quarts o_r 24 _pints) or a half -gallon of spi..--ituous ~iquor could be 
SHIPPED EVERY 20 DAYS to any-pm'chaser over Zl"years of age, 
on the sole condition that he register_at the county auQitor's office and 
pay the J"e<lulr~ fee-of 25 cents. -
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~ "',rhus .a brewery, by moVing across the bo~der, -lht continue to 
do pusiness with the state of w ashlngtou, but riot in the state of wash-
ington. - i 

"How SUSCEPTIBLE OF ABUSE this pe..-mi{ system would 
easily become, especially in communities out of sympathy with the law, 
is too pJ:ivious to call for comment. _ And this phase of t!he measure un- -
doubtedly is destined to rouse wide antagonism on the l7art of real pro--
hibitionists themselves. -

LAW LOOS:ELY.DRAWN. i 
"The proposed LAW IS- LOOSELY DRAWN and full of crudities. 

For example, according te s~ction 7, 'no~g U. this act shall be con- _ 
. strued to- prohibit a registered &-ug-gist or phanrtl!cist from -selling in- -

toxicating liquor -* * * for sacramental purposeS-upon the order of 
a clergyman,' etc. _ - _ _ - _ _ 

;'IritoXica~ li_quoi- is nev_er u~ed for sacramental 1 purpos~ .. 
'Faults ot phraseology are m eVIdence throughout_.tlie meaS1rre_ and, 

_ in consequence, it would be all the-easier-of evasion and! the_ more diffi­
-cult of honest_ enforcement- IT IS POORLY FRAMED. 

. -TRAFFIC NOT STOPPED. I -. . -
"Called a 'state-wide prolllnition law,' it IS NOT" SUCH. It would 

wipe. oitt the saloon, it is 1;rlle, but it would not estop;# DQES NOT 
PROPOSE TO ESTOP, the traffic in I,IQUOR in theistate of Wash­
ington. In:the\5pera:Eio:n of-thep~nyst~-i:t·w-ould bring the state, 
through the colllities, into-closer and ·more active official r.elation.s w:itli 
the liq,nor busine.Ss than -ever before and, mo.reover, nni!lify the wip_ of 

· those counties and communities that have elected to be<!cme absolutely 
dry. While- r<=!oving some -evils and minimizmg othjors, -unless the 
public will of the state were wholly in sympathy with the law, it 
WOULD PRODUCE NEW EVILS and; as William AJ!len ViT-hlte says 
of such laws in an states save Kansas, 'not amount to mu&' 

- - - . - I 

_- -- CANNOT BE ENFORCED. . I· . ·. --
"THE POST-INTELLIGENCER DOES NOT !BELIEVE IN 

THIS INITIAU:VE MEA~ NO. 3. It -believes [that unifo~y 
better results have been obtained the country ov:er under tb,e- LOCAL 
OPTION system than·unqer prohibitory laws, orso--calir.ed prohlbitqry 
laws. With_ drj t~tory constantly expanding :by meart~ of locaL self-­
governmeut_ind.in the light· of the FARCICAL FAILlfR.-E Q_F PRO­
ti---:IBITION IN MAINE, GEORGIA, TENNESSEE arid other,states, 
the p_r:esent moveffien1; in- the state of W a,sl;rington ~emS pecw_iarly- in­
opportune and=~- This newspaper h<l;s:_-too much ±-espeet- fqr law 
to-w!sh to see any law put upan tP-e statute books-IMBOSSIBLE OF 
HONEST ENFORCEMENT." - . - - - - I 

-- A: RURAL- E-DiTOR's ViE.wJ 
- The Puyallup ('VV'as~gton)_ Vall-ey Trjbune _of J~y ZS; 1914, ,in 

discussing the. prohibi,tion: agitation had the following t6 !say:-
- : THE REAL' FACTS-WHAT ARE THE'Y?. - ,_ -

. ''Wh~ an 1mpdrta.lit ea-tise is before the people" of ;i si::ii~ f~r &~~ 
. ten:ninati~n, it becpmes tlie duty of a joUrnal that SEEKS TO BE FAIR 
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to present both sides; or, in advocacy of its chosen side, to draw its· 
arguments from the \V ell of Truth. Sometimes, owing to PREJUDICE, 
and possibly to IGNORANCE, the allegations put forth are not frlli-n 
the source mentioned:. Indeed, a common use of figures is to becloud an 
issue. The stat~ent was once made by a discerning person that there 
are three kinds of liars.. These he classified as liars, d-n liars; and 
statisticians. Alas, that this should be so nearly just. In the hands o~ 
an able figurer, figures may be made to perform the most amazing feats;_"; 
to prove or di.sprove 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 allegations verified to the utmost, nothing would remain but to 

. ROOT UP THE HOP FIELD AND VINEYARD AND PLOW UN-. 
DER THE GROW1NG BARLEY. 
. ''It is held by some that an analysis of the moral and :financial ton~. 
dition of Kansas _is· a final and overwhelming de=onstration that pro- ·: 
hibition brings prosperity arid good behavior; shuts the jails and de- : 
pletes the asylums. Orators take the stump with these allegations as 
their capital _and waxing e_nthusiastic, are impressive. W cinder .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 
an~ moral degeneracy,. if the aveiments touching the status of KANSAS 
could be con.firmed. 

UNCLE SAM'S RECORDS. 
"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 da:m. 
It. seems from perusal of th= that UNCLE SAM'S MEN, m quest of 
f.acts, FAILED utterly to OBSERVE the IDEAL CO:Nl)ITIONS pi.c-· 
tured. . They did not find the per capita wealth greater than in other· 
places, the banl!; accounts more plethoric, the average deportment on 
higher plane. ._.The per capita ts>tal bank deposits of KANSAS a 
$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 S...<\ VINGS BANKS. On the sirne date (June 4, 1913) we 
find by· the federal government's reports that MISSOURI-a neighbor-:­
ing state to Kansas--:-had. tcital bank deposits of $137.4.3, w-ith $12.50 (or 
three times as much) pet capita in savings banks. Uncle Sam also.find.S 
.that KANSAS HAS OVER 30 P.ER CENT MORE INMATES IN ITS. 
PENITENTIARY THAN BAS WASHINGTON; 16 PER CENT 
MORE REFOR).1ATORY INMATES, A...N"D 46 PER CENT- MORE· 
JUVENILE l)ELINQUENTS. 

KANSAS' INSANITY. ' 
"People ~ GO CRAZY IN. KANSAS, on m;casi~n. Indeed, it 

would seem ~s if they had be.en making a business of "it there for some 
time; for INSANITY IN KANSAS dur'..ng the past 20 years has more· 
than DOUBLED. In 1890 Kansas had 88.4 INSA.l~E persons for each 
100,000 of its population; by 1910 it !:tad increased .to 172.2. (See s~- . 

· tical Abstract of the United States, 1912, page 76.} And"by June4, 1914, 
the percentage had" reached 2Q2.04. 'vVhat's the matter with Kansas?' 
True. Kansas has many autom0biles,_ a circumstance arguing freedom. 
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from want, but it has far fewer in proportion to population than WASH-
ING;TON. The DEATHS per thousand are low, yetjN_OT -~0 WW 
AS m WASHINGTON and many other states. There lS a libera,l ex­
penditure for schools; FAR LESS, HOWEVER, PERl PUPIL, THAN 
IN NUMEROUS SECTIONS WHERE STATE-WIDE PROHIBI­
TION DOES NOT PREVAIL. There are far morel PAuPERS per 
1,000 IN KANSAS than, for instance, in Louisiana-th~ latter never yet 
pointed to as a modeL To be exact, Kansas has 4.3 and Louisiana 1.3-
a difference of 300 per cent :Ul the latter's favor. Thus ithl~ e discrepancies 
continue as far as the investigator chooses to compare the assei:-Vations 
of the orator and propagandist with the cold and unfeelin.g returns of the 
government's hired experts._ And perhaps, moreover, lit would not, in 
this connection, be amiss to state that-according to the records of the 
county clerks of K.ANSA5-t_here were officiaUy shippbf i_nto that state 
in 1913 18,000,000 QUARTS OF-LIQUOR-for the most part,_whiskey. 
This, of course, takes '!J-O accormt of illicit sales or importations .. E.ach 
of us can make his ow:n conjectures as to the VOLJUME OF THE 
BOOTLEGGERS' BUSINESS. We have it, too, from William Allen 
White-a practic;ll philosopher and fair to the Prohib~tion eXperiment 
in his own state-that 'FOUR COUJ\TTIES OPENLY DISREGARD 
THE LAW AND PERMIT SALOONS TO FLOuRISH.' 

"That all. should approach so grave_ a matter .in-~~ spll-it_ of FAIR­
NESS, IS MOST ESSENTIAL. There 1s not a voter bft wo_uld be glad 

have reli<J.l;lle information. touching the subject. . One, listens to an ex­
governor of Kansas, and.is U;npressed, and. then STu:piES THE CEN­
SUS and marvels. that there should have been, in. the lnaine· of reform, 
such an apparent perversion of the actualities. There rises in his .mind 
the thought that iJlls perversion must be DELIBERA.TiE, OJ;(, DUE TO 
STUPIDITY ;.in either case he is not pleased, and the dause of·PROB;I-
BITION surely has GAINED NOTHING. ·. I 

.LOC~ .llliGULATION_ . I 
''That one MAY NOT ENDORSE STATE-WJiDE PROHIBI­

TION, and even may· resent the metl;l.ods of promoting ~t, does ncit mean 
that he has any sympathy with the saloon. It is apt to mean that he 
FAVORS WCAL REGULATION of the· liquor trade; and trusts to. 
the GOOD SL"l"SE of the COllll;lluriity. to run this trade, ;md not be run· 
by it; or that he favors ~OCAL OPTION-the giving to each com­
munity the right to abolish, if it so. wishes, the licel1sed saloon~and 
trusts to the intelngence and civic character of i~ peo:81e to resp~ the 
law- and see to itS enforte=ent. ·The Tribune favors the PRINCIPLE 
OF LOCAL OPTION.· This plan of CONTROLLIN~ the liquor' traf­
fic has the vlri:ue and ilistinction to be safe, SOUND, JUST and PRAC--
T-ICABLE." . ' . ' 

.. KANSAS FACTS. 
Under date of Au~: 9, 1914, Th1,0 Sea~e Tim~ p-u~lished th~ 

"folloWing review of cOnditions in PROHIBITION K.ANSAS, together. 
with- a statement by DR. EDWARD HUNTIN"GTO~ WILLIAMS, 
noted physician an~ writer; · 
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THE SALIEN'l;' POINT. 
"EVERY MAN AND WOMAN who ~ to take part in the 

S~te-wide proln"bition contest next ;November should read Dr. W:illiams' 
article.; - - -

"Te demonstrate whether the f9regoing statement is absofutely t:rUe:--
obserie the following _facts which Dr. Williams sets forth: _ _ 

"(1) Whlle"Mr. Conger, the man who engineered the prohibitioPo 
petitions, has written an-article in fav-or of his petitions; he cited not a 
solitary authonty for anything which he claims. - · _ - . 

-"(2) This is absolutely true unl~ one is willing to accept Mr. Cmi.: 
ger's request to 'write the Governor of Kansas' if one doesn't- believe -_, 
what Conger says! - - _ - - _ : 
- "(3) Writers of fiction like William Allen Wmte of_ Emporia, Kin= 

sas, have c:;ompos_ed most extravagant things apout what -prohibitio~ 
has done for that state-and- yet Mr. White doesn't cite one rolitary au~ 
thority for his statements. _ - _ , 
- "(4) On the other hand, Dr.- Williams m,akes no stat~ent.that lie 

doesn't b&ck up by ~tate or _Goveinment reports, or. by bo~d since' 
those statements are filed as authentic records, they are never disputeq.. 

"(S) Dr. Williams- deals with every as_pect of the case which is 
treated by¥!". w:hite. For example: 

'!(a) He- deals-with insanity: 
!'(b) He deals with pauperism: 
"(c) He- deals -with--crime: _ ----,- --· 
"(d) .He deals with all in their relations _to the use· of alcoholic Ii~-

quors. - - _ , _ _ -= _ - _ - _ 
__ "J?inally, he deals with the all-important- de-claration so o£ten made -

by The Times that 'proln"bition does not proln"bit' even in Kansas, ·wner¢ 
enormoUs quantities of liquor are consumed _annually; according to go_v;­
ernmenj:al reports; _ - - - - -

-.KANSAS VS. NEBRASKA.-
''Dr. Williams tak~ these_ matters up in- their order and demon--._ 

strates that as compared with Nebraska-which is a· high lice,nse state 
h"ke Washington-there is a greater percentage. of every one existing in 
the state of Kansas- than exists in- the Jrtate of Nebraska,: - -- - ·_ 
_ "Dr. Williams goes even further, and says ~t -as compared with 
·the surroupding stat~ of Kansas, the latter leads in the number of_ crim~ 
inals, in -pauperism, in insanity and comes very nearly co:asUilling :as -

_ much liquor in the co=se of twelve months as does the stat-e -_of Ne­
-. ·braska:, which has a ·controlling instead of" a "'prohibit()ry' law. -ObserV-~ 

the £oliowfug: - - - . _ _ _ _ - . -
"The,:government census report shows ·&at Nebraska decreased its. : 

insanity eases. three times more than: -Kl!-115as did b_etweeri. 1900 a,tJ-d 1910, .-
--Read what-he says-in another col-ilmn upon. this pag~ :. '; 

"He makes this stat=ent .definite by pqinting out -that there are 
twenty-eight cas·es ·of insanity iii Kansas to the 100,000-:inhabitants, _as 
against ten iri·Nebraska. -- -- - : - -_ _ -_ - · . _ -

"And yet N.el:lraska con:ttols and polices and_ fines the handling of 
--li-quor m that state, w~e Kansas pr<;>hibits by law the s_aie of a!!liquo~­
.in its· state-,---an.d 'therefore lqses all re:vennes- thetefrcim-:-wliile _liquqf, 
is bein · ·sold. · ' _ - - -· '- ' - _ - - _ -
~en it comes to give -~ causes of ins~ty "an.d. asceriaiJ:i the 
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~umber who have bee'?- made insane fi;om alcoho~ven jthere the re-cord 
rs 25 per cent.greater m Kansas than m Nebraska-and jVet-the pretenSe 
is th;;t K~sas 1:1:ses 'no li_quor at all' l _l I - - - i . . 

Dealing Wlth paresis as a pe-cuhar .form of alcohelic disease, Dr.'­
Williams demonstrates by the census report that Kansas, had 80 cases to -
each 1,000 cases of insanity, while Nebraska had but ~0, Iowa_ 50 and 
South Dakota 20! l ! 1 _ . 

"Kansas again show~ to disadvantage when her pditentiary record 
is compared with Nebraska. -_ - J 

- "Dr. Williams declares that Kansas had 52 inmat..J in her peniten­
tiary for each _100,000 inhabitants, while Nebnska b;l! but 36-thu5 _ -
demonstrating the folly of William Alien White's fictidns whiCh .he- so · 
glibly puts forth. - · - - _ 

. . KANSAS CRIME. - I - . -_ 
"Another most essential point to be ol5ser:ved is tl;le fact that the 

warden~s reports_ show that- the cause of c:riminali-ty in: ~sas was the 
same old arch-trouble-maker--alcohol-that exists in other states;. 

"Indeed 77 per cent of all the eases -ai=e attributable to the -me of 
.alcdhol-and yet -~as is a 'prohibitory -state' I l I - -i.- -: -

- "Dr_ Williams also points out that" official documents show that 
almshouse population in Kansas is 20 per cent hlg]:ler thlm in Ne!>raska. 

~'Un4e Sam's experts report that there aie 53 perspns per 100,000 
of population. in- the Almshouses of Kansas- in ·the same -period-that 44 

- -were confined t-o the Almshouses of Nebraska.. -_ _ I - _ _ 
- "Thus Dr. Williams demonstrates from the record ifuat Kansas has 

more insane-more criminals and ·more paupers per wd,ooo- population 
_-than Nebraska had, which is a high license state, like Washington. 

'"Again Dr. Williams calls attention to the requir~erlts of the Mabin 
liquor law, recently taking effect and req~·railroalis .and expre-ss 
companies to -file reports of all intoxicants shipped into ·the state of 

.Kansas-and this is done by counties. _ I _ 
"Taking this- official report, one ·finds_ that Topeka-:-the capital of 

Ransas and the_shire town of ShaWnee county~in thelmonth of Sep­
tembe:, 1913, received more than nin~-fiye thousand qr-zaru of liquor, 
of whicl?- over 90,000 quarts were received m Topeka alone.. - - _ -

"As Topeka has but 45,000 people, this would be j~t half a- gallon -
per month for each man,_woman and child-~d yet Kansas_is the ex­
ample of what 'prohibition . accorpcplishes' when put u!lon the statute 
b ks-, I l . . -- I - -oo • . _ - _ 1 

"Because of the foregoing the reader is requested to examine with 
the utmost =to? this _corilpilation from Dr. Edward Hunti:rj.gton-Willial;ns, 
who speaks by the card, "as he tak~ his -statenient froml the official re-
ports of Kansas and &e-United States." ' 

DR WILLIAMS' REVIEW. _-I 

- ""DR. EDWARD HuN'J;'INGTGN_ WILUAMS, .~ leading physi­
cian, medicil expert, cultured in_an imd author of many poe~, has fur­
nished :for· publication-taken· from government sia.tisti~infon,n2.tion _ 
covering the-State of Kansas fr-em tl:te standpoint-of prollibitiori. . -

- - "Hid stateement-is so-broad and comprehensive thai_~t needs hardly 
any co=ent by the publisher _in- presenting the same·_ to his patrons- -
beyond thi? mere fact: __ 
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"Dr. Williams speaks by the card-from the record made up by the­
State of Kansa5 and Ui:tited States officials, who are paid to ascertain- -
the facts-and the accuracy of the statements are proven by these sta-
tistics. -

"Of course any political orator or any writer of fiction can· easily' 
make assertions which look well in print, and will be a:ccepte4 by many 
good people as facts-and yet the promulgators of sncli statements never 
cite any authority whatever I - - -

"Against the wild assertions which have been repeatedly publiShed- _ 
about what 'Proln"bition does for the State of Kansas,' Dr. Edward Hunt-,­
ington Williams has -prepared the following, and challenges successfUl_ 
attack by citing official ~es: - : '; o"· 

"A few months ago 1t was enthusiastically proclaimed, apparently'~:·­
-from official sources, that the beneficent effects of prohibition i!:l Kan6aS _ _­
could be accurately measured by the steady decrease of ~ty and,- _ 
cirrn~ -

" "We are closing our poorhouses, prisons and asylums, thanks to 
our prohibitory law,' wrote -t;he Kansas enthusiast. _ 

STATEMENT OF GREATEST IMPORTANCE. 
"Everyone appreciates. that if th-is ~~tement is ~ it is of greatest_ 

significance. For, beyond question, there is a ~lose aSl!;Ociatiori between­
-insanity, pauperism,.crime and alcoholism. _ _ _ __ -----------_ 

"If Kansas, with its thirty y~s of proln1>ition, can Show a reeord 
for thrift, sanity and good citizenship superior to neighboring stat6;,- ': 
which have a tolerant form of liquor legislation, all reasoning perso~ 
will be forced to admit th?-t_this form of legislation has earned the-rlgl!-t: -
tc a serious hearing. 

CENSUS -BUREAU TELLS THE STORY. 
"It so happens that the c;ensus bureau, ~Iii~ has been inv~ti~g:­

these very problems, has just issued its -report.-- And almost -simultan~- _ 
eously the annual reports of the various -institutions for the insane, crim-· 
inals and paupers have become available. So that it is now possible to· 
gaug~ with absolute accuracy the truthfulness of the assertions made by 
the enthusiastic Kansan, who claims such superiority for ~ state. 

NEBRASKA INSTEAD OF MASSACHUSETTS.. 
"The Kansan observer reached his concl~sions by comparing -his ' 

state with such- Eastern states as New: York and Massachusetts. But' _ 
obviously his comparisons, to be of much value, should have been made- _ 
with states nearer home, and more nearly like his own.. - _ __ _ 
_ "Nebraska, for example, offers a very close par'allel, bei'llg an ad-
joining state of the same type and having the same kind and p~ctically'-
the same number of inhabitants. _ · 

"It is apparent, therefore, that_ K~ should be able to show a 
cleaner bill of health than_ Nebraska to make good her claim of legisla­
tive superiority. - - - -_. 

"But in point of fact, the shoe is on the other foot.' The cens-uS r~ 
port -shqws that Nebraska had almost tllree times as great a decrease in 
insanity during the census period as_ Kansas-twenty-eight per 100,000-
inhabitants as against ten, to be exact. -
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. "So that if we make the decrease in insanity an mdex to good legis­
- lat10n, Nebraska's license law appears to be greatly s¢ior to her sister 

State's prohibition.. ' 

ALCOHOLIC INSANITY. i 
"Of course, no one but a badly biased partisan will clain1 that any 

particular form of liquor l~slation is responsible for the fluctuations in 
the exact numbers of all forms of insanity. Yet therle is one form of 
mental unsoundness, known as alcoholic i:nsanity, that~ directly depend-
e)l.t upon the consumption of liquor. i 

"The number of cases of this form of insanity iri any community_ 
-will give a very accurate index to the amount and quality of liquor con-. 
sumedL _ I 

"So that -if Kansas is actually as- 'dry' as her pruftisans cJaim, she 
should have no cases of alcoholic -insanity whatever. or) ·at worst, should 
make a better showing than her immediate neighbor. ! - _ -

"But her OWl;! offi~al reports show that even in the matter of insane 
alcoholics, Nebraska has a better recordL 1 -

"To be perfectly explict, Kansas has 5 per cent. alcoholic cases in her 
asyl~s, w,hile NebraSka has a trifle over 4. Moreovb-, the n~mber of­
-cases of this form of -insanity has increased 1 per cent. leach year for the 
iast three years in Kansas; at the very time when the prohibitory statute _ 
was 'being more rigidly enforced than ever,' according to a prominent 
State official. - - -- - -- - · i 

"M.eanwhil.e.iJ.! most of the ~djoining States, with/the excepti?D- of 
Oklahoma (which 1s also a proh1"b1ti= State) there wasj a pretty uniform 
decline in the nmnber of cases of alcoholic insanity. : 

COMPARISONS EXTENDED. I 
"It is evident, therefore, that Kansas has no basis for boasting about 

her -insanity record when compared with her nearest neighbor. And her 
r~rds show to no-better advantage ;when the compru1isori is extendedL 

"Thus the a-verage number of cases of insanity in tfl-e ten States that 
-surround Kansas as a center, is 30.6 per 100,000 inhabitants less than in 
Kansas. [ -

"Or, stated in another way, if these states had as !many insane per 
capita as Kansas, they would have 4,800 more lunaticS than they now -
have. All of which does not-seem to offer much basis for enthusiasm 
over Kansas' method of legislation. ! -

P ARru.Is FOUND IN THE ASYLU"Jk 
"'But there is still another .index to the amount of ~irituous liquors_ 

consumed in any community. This :Is the n_umber of/ cas~ of pare:>is 
faun~ in the ~ylums_ Fo:r- al;tb-ough _alcohol IS _not ~ei sp~~ ca_use of 
·paresiS, the disease always accompames, and results tram rus51pation of­
some kind. It is a m;;ttter of record that communities ~eatly addict~d to. 
alcohol show a ·corresp=dingly high percentage of pates-is. _ _ - -

"'t is significant, therefore, that Kansas haS a_ higher percentage of 
this disease, according to her own ·officiaJ_ report, than any of the states 
of her group. _ - - ·1 _ 

-__ "Stated in exact figures, Kansas had so· cases of • paresis for each -
1,000 cases of insanity, at the same time that Nebras~ had 60, Iowa -50 
and South Dakota 20. 
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."And the records show th~t the number of cases is increasing steadily 
in Kansas at the same time iliat the number _seemS to be graduai!y de-_ 
creasing in the gJ:onp of surrounding states. The physici;:ms at the State-_:;­
Hospital at Topeka report that the percentage of cases had risen to HlO _, 
per 1,000 Pl1913. 
THUS KANSAS EXCEEDS OTHER STATES IN HER INSANITY. 

RECORD. -
"In other w~ds, Kansas,. instead -of -~owing J:Darked superiorjty,­

actually f~ behind her neareSt neighbor in_ the decrease of inSanity; 
has a higher -percentage of insanity than the surrounding states; has _ 
;nore alc;oholic insanity than -her neighbon;; .ind far ~her percen~e-_= _ 
of- the dissipation-produced disease, par~is. - _ - - _ ---:--- -

"As these figures are the ones compiled by the governm.ent. and 
give~ out officially by the various states, on~ is Jed -to .wonder whether_ 
the enthusiast who boasts about "Kansas' record is mereiy igno~t,_. or,. 
suffering from the pediliar kind- of astigirul_tism that -seems to blind the 
political p~san to plain.£ac:ts. _ -- _- . - ~--

- KANSAS STATE PRISON RECORD~ 
"The -same enthusiast has extolled the people of- Kansas as excep­

tionally law-abiding on the basis of the State's Prison-recordS. ·'Hae---
again the p~ ~ti= fs apparent. - - - _ - '· :. : 

- "For the actual facts are available to any one whO cares to reid the ""_ 
offidal reports of the- State Penitentiaries: And accordi!ig--te--:th~ _ 
reports, Kansas -sho:ws to disadvantq_ge _when- compared with N ebiaska. _ · 
Or to quote from the official prison reports, Kansas had 52 inmateS in 
her penitenti~ for each 100,000 inhabitants during the same period that - -
Nebraska had 35.7 per -100,000, - _ -

"This means that: if the peopie oLKansas were_ as law-abiding as 
those of N_ebraska,-there· w:ould be 275 fewer prisoners in the Kansas 
penitentiary than- at present. _ - - _ 

"Jirioreover, the prison warden's report shows that the cause of--this 
lawlessness in Kansas was the_arch trouble-maker, alcohol, as a-dii:ect or 
co!ltributory factor in '17 .2 per cent. of .cases. Thu5 the actual num_ber of­

. ~, as well as the percentage of liquor-maae conVicts, is higher in_ 
Kansas than in h-er sister state._ - -

~sAS• REC_ORD OF PAUPB;RISM. 
"Naturally these prison -records are a thorn in the fle:sh of the Kansas 

enthusiast. :But the records- of pauperism are equally disconcerting. al~­
though frequently glibly explained, regardless of facts. - · · -

"For example, certain Kansas speakers explain that Nebraska has 
so many le5s insane in her asylunis than Kansas by ~serting that Ne-" · 
braska has sent her lunatics to the poorhouses instead _o-f the hospitals.: 

-But official documents tell quite a_different story. _ - -- _ · : 
"These "documents show that the almshouse population oLKansas 1s­

about_20 per ceu1;.higher than that of Nebraska. In short, that Kansas' 
criticism of Nebraska really applies to herscl:f. -- - _ _ 

_ "Uncle Sam's experts report that there are 52.5 persons per._lOO,OOO 
of population in _ilie -almshouses in Kansas at the- Saine -fune that .the 
number jiJ_ -the almshouses in Nebraska is only 43.5.. _- ----__ 

"Stated in the simplest terms,- tlien, Kansas has more -insane---iliore·-­
criminals. and more paupers thari -N ebra.Ska. And now comes- a recent'-
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government report to the effect that she has also mort:l mort,o-ages on her 
farms l · i 

KIND AND AMOUNT OF LIQUOR CONSUMED. _ 
"Every_ one admits that all these conditions aie di±-ectiy or iD.dlrectly" 

dependent upon the am~mnt and kind of liquor consw:±led. The implica­
tion is that the people of Kansas manage to find ·aj wa-j: cif Seciiring 
liquor in very a_ppreciable quantities_ despite the pro.lJiibitory S):atute. -

"In point -of fact, this is no longer a case for speculation, for acCurate 
rec~ll.-dS of tJ::e legitimate traffic are :z:ow_available. The!Mahln.liquor:h:w, 
which went mto effect· recently requu-es railroads and ~ress compames· 
to file reports_ by counti-es of all intoxicatnts shipped 1into Kan5as. 

"Wbat -th-~e recor1s show s?otild .be ·a revelation fo those wh9 ha-ve._ 
been led to believe that Kansas lS. actuaiiy 'dry.' - : -

TOPEKA-AND THE COUNTY CLERK'S: RECORD. 
. '.'Topeka,. for example, "is considered one:o£ -the lmost raw-abiding 

cities_ in. tb,e st<Lte. A member of the Boar1 of ·control recently stated -
_publicly tha1; 1;he Kansas metropoliS was absolutely 'drinkl-ess.' ,- _- ---

- "And yet the files of the County Cl~k of- Shawnee County, ip_ which 
the cit;v·of :I'¢peka_is 1ocate9,.show that in th~ monthof_Sept~er, 1913, 
the-shipments -df hquor-offia?;lly reported amounted to-95,561_ quarts, of 
which 90,062 qua.---ts were received in Topeka-a cityj .of 45;000- inhabi­
t!n~'just half a gallon per month for each man,_ woman and child,?._ 

__ . "!~~-is_a·~~ewha:t questionablesh<?_~g_f?r_?, ~9<i~ to-=: And 
yet by companson Topeka snows ·to advantage for her httie.neighbor, 
Tecumseh, with a population of less than 100, _receiv.hd 1,627- quarts- in 
one month-an amount equivalent to about- one_ bariei of whisky :per_ 
capita_per .annum'--fiye barrels to the family_ - i . . :J 

"Little wonder, th~ .that Kansas' reeora is wo.-sl:> ,than_ her ncigll~: 
bors' I But what about the integrity, or intelligence, of the persons who 
are shoutirig about her _incomparably goodrecora ?_ -! -- - -_-- _-
. _. - - - _- . T;EiEORETICAL LIT~TURE.f · .. :- _ . - .·~. . 
-_ : "'There-is no theoretical literature upon the matter,' wrote a· mem,~,-

-_ ber- of the Bo?-r!Lof Control of the Kansas insane- -ho8pital recently,: _'it 
is sPuply an actu"al fact_ that _since doing away with ~oons·andjoints 

- - and houses of prqstitution, insanity has decreased.'-- i- . . -- . 
- · _ "There may be no 'theoretiCal literature' upon th~- subject, as·-_the 

gen:j:leman asserts; but there is another ki;ld of literatute, in ~e torn;- of 
goV:-:=mc:m and.state reports tJ:-at he wotild do well to;j' scrutiniZe b~ore 
putqng h1mself on recpni . , , - - ---

KANSAS COMPARED WITH CALIFORNIA. . 
~-- -"11; is intereSting to note -tl{ai-during the-same_ pe.-riba· in ~hi<:Ji Kan~ -

siS was m-akirig th1s record, the State of California. ·w:hose_ record is·_be-: 
ing attacked just at present,- sho-wed _the greatest deci9-e 'in .the ?iumber- : 
of insane in-her institutions of anv state, and was. only second to.one 

-state: in ili-e decreas-e of new Cases ~f insaruty.'' - - ! - .. - '- - --

_ -~~~ '~~~~IAT~S" P~O~rTibN. 
-- Th~ people"_ of Main':!~ hav:iiig a right to vo"f:e at_ the bie~il el-ections 

- when _Congress:inen_ anll ;>tate offic;Ws are chQsel;t, ·have, "repp.di:ated pro-
llibition." - "- - --.-- - -__ -: _- . -- ·- - --: _ _-- · _ :-_ ---- -_ --
- In other wordS- the Democratic. PartY 'fu:s elected a Govei_nor ~pon 
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to state the less wliiskey will be used and the SMALLER THE 
AMOUNT OF DRUNKENNESS."-REV. DR. PARKHURST, NEW -
YORK. 

IS MAN'S -ru:GHT. 
· "If you say I qught not to drink J; may agree with you, but if you 

say _I shall not drink, I WILL D~ whatever I please, BECAUSE 
THAT IS MY RIGHT."-HENRY WARD BEECHER. 

. -· 
"When a. law is fiagrintly and habitually violated it BRING:S LEG­

ISLATION INTO CONTEMPT. It creates a spirit of deception and·_ 
hypocrisy, and compels men to do insidiously and by stealth what they 
would otherwise do openly and above board. You CANN_OT LEGIS­
LATE MEN by civil action into th~ performance of good and righteous 
deeds."--:-CARDINAL GIBBONS. -

- "Many people thought ~tate-wide prolunition to be the ideal remedy. 
Instead of call:ing to their aid same 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 
~impracticable and its violation is PRODUCTIVE OF HIDDEN AND 
SHAMEFUL RESULTS."7 :)3ISIJ:OP. GA1LOR, QF :rE~-~~ 

"Ron~ people have taken it as an insult to their American free- . 
dom. It has b~;ought many to a point where they HAVE NO RESPECT 
FOR THE LAW OR FOR AN OATH, and there has been by far more 
dr:inlcirig and much more abuse of liquor than ever before."-RIGHT 
REV. THEOPHILE MEERCHOORT, BISHOP CATHOLIC DIG-, 
CESE, OKLAHOMA. -

- - -- - i'TJici.e is a- law of b.illnan nature tfu.t excess1ve pre5sure brough:t to 
;.:..----... bear on _any special form of evil results in other evil; and now when 

V'arious influences are diminishing intemperance in America, there seems 
to be NO SUFFICIE:N"L REASON FOR CALLING UPON THE 
STATE TO PROHIBIT the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors.': 

- -ARCHBISHOP J. L. SPAULDING, OF PEORIA.· . 

> -M-' GU 
C) 

- I 
REPRODUCED FROM THE NATIONAL 

PROHIBITIONIST. I 

- i 
March 25, 1911. i 

I 

" . EXPLAN~T~ON w~~D. 1 . · . 

Our friends, the local optionists, are havmg a very har!l time to 
;.;;~,-=JJJ.ain how and why, if local option is to cure the dJlnk: curse, when 

they have--as they claim to b.ave--more than one-half tthe- territory of 
the United States 'dry,' DR.ll~K CONSUMPTION IN<m.EASES. · 

- . . - I - . 
"Their :first .answer to the announcement of that -fact-iwas to r~assert 

_ Mr. Roosevelt's 'harsher and uglier term' (see, ~or exiu:hple; the spe~ch 
- ·of Pliny Marsh, the Anti-Saloon League champion in Michigan.) -Since 

the fact would not stop being a fact b~use somebody talled if a lie,_ it 
was necess?fy-to -have an explanatien; that was _found- :!i'r-st in the ·asser­

- tion that .-tb:e increase is in exported liquors. The Nationhl Prohibitionist 
_ p~_ted out (how: cruel) that export liquors aie- not in the ·.;;amputation 

_:' ·presented in . the gov=ent statistics. Then our -friends_ exPJ_airied 
. , with the assertion that the statistics show an increase-of liqrtor ptoduc-
7-'-'---tipn-only-in:-the--wet--states.- -It -took only-a second's. thodght,..not.even a_ 

second thopght, to make it clear that- that DOESN'T iEXPLAIN, for 
the thing talked about is CONSUMPTION, NOT PROltlUCI'ION, and 
the production- of liquor in any particular part of the tountry doesn't 
o! necessity mean its consumption in" that part. _ I _- - __ ,- -~': 

_ ·· "Now comes the explanation. Our good friend, the 'Americi.ri, Is­
sue,' presents The increase of immigration as the soiutionl of the mystery. 
:!;1;1 the frscal year, 1910, 1,041,570 immigrants came to -riDs country, or 

-289,784 more than the year before. Those 289,784 sons of forei~ lands, 
~ey are the fellows responsible fo~ this. - I _ · _ :--- :· _ 

:'But wait a minute; according to the figures of the internal r_ev'eri.ue 
b:[u-eau the mcrease of spirits withdrawn for consiimpfi.on dUring- ilie 
fi!;cal year 1910 was 11,654,115 gallons, and the increase of beer tliat ~s 
Withdrawn for consumption was a _fraction less than zoo,ooo,ooo- gill:­
lons. Doesn't it strike the 'American Issue" that when --ite consider-the 
fact_ that of that 1,041,570 immigrants, more than 510,000 camkili -the 
months of MarGh, April, 1.{ay and June (the fiscal year. ending _Vyi-j:h. the 
en~ of June) and so had only a very s;mall part of the ipr to--~_p_eiid in 
~ibing American ~~:t it seem to the 'Am:lf;c:m Is~e:--,that 
to_put on tho.;;e _289,/84 poor ~<>rants the task of driri1cing 11;600,000 
f~?ns elo! whiskey and 200,000,000 gallons of beer might re c~der~ a 
rt _t:;rn • - ; . 

_ <.~y NOT . RECOGNIZE THE REAL -ExPLANATION: 
THAT WE HAVE NOT ONE INCH-OF :PROHIBITION TERRI­
TORY, AS YET, IN THE WHOLE UNrrED S~ATE~; AND 'DRY' 
STATES WITH 'WET' CAPITALS, MUCH -L~S (DRY' _COUN­
TIES-WITH 'WET' COURTHOUSES, CAN NEVER SETTLE _THE 
DRINK QUESTION;." -- I. · 
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NOT ATEMP~'NCE.3BH.J_~=~ ~~:~~ -~:·--
-- Initiative Measure No 3 hi-,._· .•• -- -- ... ::·-_ I -- --·-·-• ,_-

Of Washington at the . ' w ';ll lS to b~ sp.:!JI!l;>tt~~ ~ _the voters 
- --b· - ~e!leral election N oven;tb=·S,d,9LA- 'IS not a pro-

MAYOR HIRAM C. GILL 

Addresses Organization Meeting of German--American Womerrs League 
· of Washington. 

-Jil It:lon law, although It 1S labeled ·su-"" d '"- · -,_- · ·_ • "~ - ~ . . _ nre in an of '--'-'> an IS UOL a temlferance meas-
- On August ?9, <;t SeaJ::tie, ~y.or Gill, m ad~~g the women- of This Y :ense the word. _ _ _ _ _ _ _I -
the aboye ?rgamzation, said: As mayor of this crty, I come to y_ou __ ·Washiit~ oho:dfrlaw could work no~g but m;rm to the state of 
all and 1t gxves me great pleasure to have been granted the opportunity- J, ,: - Thi n, 0 _ o,m mo~ :;md econonuc standpomts. · _ _ 
t~ 6qlress tp. you -my ;personal opinio_n on a question that is of su:;h -. :~ the stat: ~~ la=ea prohibrtion, legalizes the sal_e o~ nk:e liquor in 
v1tal li!lportance to· the welfare, the o.evelopment of our state and.Its -Says 0 i. as gton than the preser:t consumptwn m this state, but 

-citizens. -Perha,ps as mayor of Seattle 1 may not have the right to in- labdr none 0 
It = be made from Washington products bi. Washington 

strt;ct yo? 6i->:ll:'-P?se upon you ~hich "!;'-Y you should Oil; No:v:mJJer 3: . This law . · _ . 
~=de this Initl;ltlVe M~ure Bill No._~, yet I have studied :J:ls ques- --f men f would_ destroy :lll of ~e md:rstry, .depnve ?-great army 
no_n}or ::rc;ars ;;nd I ~elieve have the rtght to express my of>rmon as a -_,':• fe:turn. 0

. e!ll_Ployment and gxve no b~eficial results to temperance in 
pnvate otlZ~ m pub he. · ~,. - Secti 15- - - - - . _ I --

"There undoubtedly is evil co=ected -JVith the liquor business; yet 7 
1 1 on of Irutiauve Measure No. :;lc provides that eaCh person of 

your or my_::-~'I!se·of ~e product sh?nld not be :ma!le the ~dard tQ ~> ~ ~~ r:-J pur~se 9gall_on:> '?£ whiskey_or 216 quarts! of be~ each 
ga~e the l_eg1:t=-a_::e_ use. ?f ot11;ers by. ~ do not ev:n a;lmit ~t pro- ~~ · Y If it is . er states and sh1p It mto Washington f?r _co_nsumptlon. 
hib1t1o:q. does prohibrt, neither IS_ the cl= of -consntut10nal nghts of -;; -w then -~b:t-~~ buy beer fn?m other stat<:S and sh1p 1t ultto Washing-_ 
one over _th~ ·other o;. tJ::e :r:es:tra_mt of personal h"berty any argument. .;;, -:; of u 1 IS _ng_ t to =ke ~ ~er': . .and gxve _the ~plo:Yment to the 
But I _bel1eve t}le trafflc m mtoXIcants should be regulated. -:: . I -;L_tivr. ownMsta~e and use ~e prod"!"cts of our ow-n fanhers. 

- Aim d :rn; .... ~ --. ru e easure No. 3 1s a fraud It is+~~ to ' d · 
": at uu;:,.._.,.~ - -----~---,---- -. __ garb of temperance Un.der .the.Iab-el .. o£_ ; - • ·:- ~y=g.- l(ara !!; m the -

"The I:;'ll':dl$ proposed v:lll. no~ reduce ·~e amount_ ~f _mt~Xlcants ,. _ the· support of any temperance _advocat~- ohibit;ion. It 15 npt entitled to 
consumed m· our state, but 1t 1s =ed .aga;.nst the. legrtmiate saloqn, -, _ The people of Washington should - t . -h - ·- 1 

-

. breweryo; distillery, to repress a revenue--produ~ industry of great· : vote solidly against this legislatio go 0 t e polls No1ember 3 and 

storeS,- who can sell without the fol:mality of a prescription, barr~s- of ' . 
value and to turn the traffic over to the blind p:igs, dives and drug ' n. I' 

liquor. - __ . - ! 
_"In fact, I believe that-75 per cent of the people who will vote ~ -

-for tli.~ 1aw n~ :Novexpber, and who _are now advocating its passage, · · 
are doilig' so bn the theory that it. will prohl"bit.- A-Jaw that will perniit 

_ the importation -of liquor into a dry- state from license territory is 
defeq:ive-upon its face, as it permits·thereby thatwhich it is intended 
to prohiDit. .Tt,slln.ply means to destrQy millionS .of doll~s' worth of 
property in -~s ·.state to the- benefit of_ some ·other _state. Mail order 
ho~Jr~m";Ury other license state would be'reccivingthe benefit of our 
follyo,, :Tlri~;is"".yvhat your league_ should inlpress upon its memb.ers and 
.the Jl'l-hli~ : _-_. ' _ ·: _ · -

:ffi:am.wn;vmced Initiative Measure No.3 will be beaten to death 
-in the:_ fan .-elections if you ladies co-Operate and- organize. Few_ realize 
the :iru(l~ce the _wo:;nen exercise- even if the franChise to vote has' beeu 
in t:hci!:-.ha.n~ for only four short years, yet I have oBserved i:ti recent 
bond,,el.e<;;j;iQn§:that the women -were very discrlln.inating in the way 
they voted, and· this proves to me that the moral influence you wpmen 

-exercise is- of vast advantage to the state. I would suggest that, even 
if .you· are nOt sue<,:essful in your fight on hand IlQW, yoli make your 

·organizaition-a''permalient one for future use, as the success of a gov­
enunent rests ·upon- the right decision on primary measures of the in­
dividual alone. I express my thanks to you for: the opportunity granted 

- me- of being the ':first :quiyor to welcome such a bo_dy of women to our 
city." 
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CHARLES HODDE ON 'TI-IE STEELE ACT OF 1934 

:Excerpt from Charles Hodde: Mr. Speakerofthellouse 
-voi~z,-Pagr.s-72' 77;-1986- ---------------

Legislative Oral History Project, WnNhfngton StateAI-chlves 
Office of the Secretary of State 

Charles Hodde, who repre.Mnted the Second Dish'lct in the Leglslwuro In /937, J943-S2, the last two of those sessions as Speaker oft h." 
House, began his political' career as alobbylstforthe State Grange, In thai capacity, he wih1Msed the passage of the Steele Actin 1933-34 
which created the Liquor Control Board after prohibition was repealed. He recmmtl•that ,,truggle here. His inten•iewer wasJaok Rogers, 
also a former member of the Legislature. 

Mr. Rogers: Now, the state ofWashington embarked on another now program h1 1933. Prohibition had bocn repealed--National Prohibition had 
been repealed---so what was the state's respon~e to that? 

Mr. Hodde: Wei~ tho big argument that immediat~ly came up wh~n it was certain it was going to bo repealed, ''Would we let this go back to the 
old saloon era, where private btiSiness was In itto make money?" The general senthnentwas that it should boa state controlled distribution, and 
resulted in the setting up of a State Liquor Board. This took place ln the '33 Special Session and it wasn't an eruy ll'ght. There was a great deal of 
fU"gument about it. E.N. Steele was a new senator, really, only elected in the '32 session, from Olympia. I'm not sure why he was chosen to 
introduce the bill, but he got hls mune put in history beonuse it was the "Steele Bill," the Steele Liquor Act So Steel&--whether he liked the idea or 
not-and be was nota liquor man, really-he got his nllllle attached to the ;ystem used in !his state for merchandising liquor. · 

Mr. Rogers: Wasn't ituml!lUal for the citiZens to understand that the state was going to be the only source for selling them llquor1 

Mr. Hodde; Itlllnkthe public gencrnlfy supported it bocause, oven though tlley had voted to repeal Prohibition, they excused their ac~ if you want 
to putltthat way; they weren't in fuvor of drunks excesses of that type. They said, ''We can get tid ofthe bootleggers which are creating this 
problem and at the same tirne we can supply It In a manner that will not induce over-consumption. 

Mr. Rogers: They wanted strict regulation. 

l\1r. Hodde: They wanted very strict regulation over this disposition, the sale of it, how tl>f:)' were going to put it Olll to the public. So d1ey went 
along with this and the big'tgument which existed for years wa• gradually changed some-·-··but it's not boen changed remarkably yet-was whether 
there'd bo sale by the drinkorwhetl1er it had to bo taken home in the bottle. 

Mr. Rogers: By the package. W~lf, another hig arpentnfthe time wus Sunday sales. Sunday sales were prohibited and tl1at meant tl1at bars tllat 
stayed open till2 a.m Stmday morning had to close off selling liquor at midnight 

Mr.llodde: That's right If you didn'thavo it bough~ you couldn't drink it. There were other restrictions thatCllllle lnto the thing and l don't 
remember'whether they came in immediately or not, but you couldn't have It witltln a certain distance of a school or cJJUrcb or something like tha~ or 
any kind of a social affair that used it, But anyhow, this is an ongoing problem, but I think they did rather a good job coming out of a period of 
Prolu"bition to getsornekind of control over it. 

1\1 r.llogers: The govemor appointed the members of the Liquor Control Board as I recall. 

Mr. Hodde: And tl1ey made their terms long because they dldn'twantthJs to become an election issue, that a new governor might say, "When I get 
in there boys, you can haveliquonmtil two o'clock." So, with nine-year overlapping terms, it tnkes two gov<m1ors, almost, to get control of the 
Llq11or BofU"d 

Mr. Rogers: ThatwM<lone later when they passed au Initiative for liquor by tho drink and included in that was tho change in thenlne·year terms 
for the Liquor Board membors, which seems like along tbne, but as you explained i~ it.had n good purpose. 

One otherptlJjlOse of the Liquor Control Act in this state, the Steele Liquor Ac~ WHR to divide the taxes and the profits between tl10 state 
and the cities and the counties. They all participated, the counties and the cities had pollee authority and they had some additionol police duties 
bocallSe of!iquor. The theory as I understand it-and you can tell me ifl'm right or wrong-was that liquor would bo taxed e.1d some of the money 
would go back to local government•. 

Mr. f!odde: Jack, it was probably more of a successt\Jllobbylng effort than anything else. Actually, that was one Ofthe inducements to get the act 
passed was that local government would share In the revenues. Now, I don't know ifthey were entitled to share in them on nay odw basis or not, 
but they got their share anyhow. They just had a good lobbying outfil 
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Mr. :Rogers: The cities at that time got forty percent, the state got fifty percen~ aud the counties gotten percent-! always thought the·counties had 
a s'mall share oftlle action. 

Mr. Hodde: They maybe didn't have as good" lobbyist as they did in lateryears, Jack. One of the i~ducements to get a bill passed is to gatlwr 
suppo~ and it's not thntyoujust sit down with some theoretically Inclined group·to figure out what's absolutely right. These pressures come on and 
they give a little here and there and they come up with a result that's reasonably satisfactory. 

--c-~--:--:- -~- -·-
- - --M:r. hogers:-weH;"You were a succes8fu1 yo\mg lobbyist in the 1933 session anclthat must have been one ofyourpr!nciples.I know, in lobbying, 

it's always said that you've got to have allies, you can't do things by yourself. You've got to have others who feel as you do.ln othorwords, there's 
got to be a publiu opinion fora piece oflegislation before tho Legislature responds and passes it They don'tjust pass some individual's idea, it has 
to have some force of public opinion behind It The liquor act seemed to be passable in the Legislature if they shared the revenues and if they had 
strict regulation, is thatcorrect'l 

111r. Hodde: I sometimes question whether any am would have passed nt all if it hadn't been that witl1outityou would have had absolute chaos, 
free-sale liquor everywhere. So tlwy had to get together on something. There wasn't general agreement that it ought to be state controlled, but there 
was more support for that than there was for no-state intervention.1here was some thought only that that it should be strictly regulated by Ute state 
rather than opordted as a merchandising effort.l3utthey put this together and divided tho money up with local government and a few other things got 
in there because this thing didn't pass easy. You know that se,,ion WIL' called just to do this, principallx, and they were in such a deadlock. The 
Senate, as I recaU, went home about Christmas time. Thoy said, "lfyou House members wan! to sit around and argue, weU, we're going home." 
They came back right aller the flrHt of the year and it wns somewhere around maybe the tenth of January·before they got il dooe. 

Mr. :Rogers: It was passed early In January of !934. 

Mr. Hodde: Right. 



-~~llillli1!_!1Zlilll11jl'J'*II'!!l"""',.;u"¥1i'"'N"""""""'--.... -"!,""'qn-.,-.,...,,,..,.,,:<,.:"il,C"'-""',...~~~t-">-......•*'""i'T~I~~•,.,~~ •. , ..... -,., ... ,,.,,, 

E. Buster Sees Senate: . 
Suspend 'Rule 63 for Cigar 

C 0 A L .. S T 0 ·K E R S 
Clpll•l\,.~~ 11n tlr• hcf tMI frmlng "'Mthl! q~!dly 
rtv~~h ~4~11111 rltl!l .... -•hm~. ·hi· tdnrf\1'11 
~fl•r•d t 111....1 .co-'ll ,j,~~t 1hr1111~k IMt ~r11d >itn1,..d 
l11 'l1.r llJ'J\u-~r.d l01111d twrnly-livt Sc1~HI! },~rrll­
ownt"' .. hit ..... ~~~~ '" l.nty Ill thhml!r, "M ~r lht 
l!r" to 1t1pnn~ doud tlov .. 1 .. 
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. (3, 1937. 

CHAPTER '62. 

INTOXICATING LI'QUOR-Nlll'l' ANNUAL REVENUE .. 

Al'i Ac!!.' relating to into~icating liquors and amending sectlonij 
.{ and 78 of oha!)ter 62 of the Laws ot tho Extraordlnary 
Session, 1933. 

Be it enacted by the Leg•istr~ture of the State of 
Washington: 

SEC'l'tON 1. That section 4 of chapter 62 of the ~h~~~'.~\ 
Laws of · the Extraordinary Session, 1983, be ~~ge~~.1033 • 

. a~ ended to read as follows:. ~~. tt.~o-l~ 
Section 4 1 There shall be established at such state l!quo,.. 

'. · • atorca. 
places throughout t~e state as the liquor contrpl 
board, constituted under this act, shall deem advis· 

. abJ.e, 'stores to be known as "state liquor stores," for 
the sale of .liquor ~n accordance. with the· provisions 
of this act and the regulations: Provided, That the. ~"i~'ri~~at 
pJ;ices of' all liquor shai'l be fixed p;y .the board from 
time to time so that the net annual revenue received 
by the b'oard therefrom shall not exceed twenty.five 
per cent; 

2 The liquor control board may, from time to Pure ot.hyl 
' · alcoi)c>l. 

time, fix the special price at which pur-e ethyl ~1· 
· c'ohol maY. be sold to physicians and dentists . s,nd 
institutions regularly conducted as hospitals, :for use 
or consumption only in such hospitals; and may also 
fi~ the special price at which pure ethyl alcohol may 
be sola to schools, colleges and universities within 
the state for u~e for scientific purposes .. Regularly 
conducted hospitals may have right to purchase pure 
ethyl alcohol on· a F'ederal permit; 

3. The liquor control board may also flX the 'spe· 
cial price at which pure ethyl alcohol may be sold 
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: 

' .•. 

·, 
i 

:; 



ZO~_· . ··------ __________ SESSIOJI:l: LAWS, 1937 · . [Cil, 62. 

Amends · 
ch. SOc Laws 
of 193o, 
li 3180,88 . 
'P.O.) ., : 

~ess or· in scientific pursuits requiring alcoh~l for 
use therein; 
· 4. The liquor control board may also fix a spe­
'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 sh,all promote, as nearly as may be, the·minirrmm 
purchase pf such alco{wl' by such persons. · 

SEc. 2. That section 78 of chapter 62 of the Laws· 
of the. Extraordinary Session, 1933, as amended by 
chapter 80 of the Laws of 1935,. be amended to read 
as ,fo.llows: · · 

Dhrtr!t>utlon 
ofmonoya. Section 78, L :when said funds are .distributed 

as provided in section 77 hereof all monies subject 
to distribution shall be disbursed as follows: 

Computa• 
tlon. · 

Funds available for distribution to and including 
Septemher 30, 1937, seventy per cent (7oro) to the 

. general fund of the state and thirty per cent (30ro) 
. to the counties and incorporated cities and towns of' 

the state, distributed am,ong them pursuant to the 
p:r:ovisions h,ereafter made in this section; 

Funds available for distribution on ·and after 
October 1, 1937, fifty 'per cent (507o) to the general 
fund of the state a.nd fifty per oent (50ro) to the .. 
counties and incorporated cities and towns cif the 
state, dist~·ibuteq among them pursuant to the pro­
visions hereafter' made in this section;· · . 

2. With respect to the share coming to the coun" 
ties and inc6rpora ted cities. and towns under the pre~ 
ceding subsection, the d~stributl.on shall be among 
th~m in accordance with the following computa­
tions: · . · :· 

a\ First, the share comi~g to each county as a 
, whole shall be deter.mlned by a division among the 

counties entitled to distribution hereunder accord­
ing to the population of the .. areas in .such counties 
allowing the sale of liquor .under this act as shown 
by·the last Federal census; that is to say, tho share 

Cu. 02.] 

coming to eaci 
un¢1er shall h 
tion ot the ar · · 
this act in sue 
la tion of all 
hereunder; 

b. Secono 
whole, is (~s: 
,tion,.shall the 
ernment and 
cated in sucl 
shown ·by the 
share coming 
be as the pr1 
incorporate.d 
eral census,·] 
county, a~ sh 
county govex 
proportion o: 

. is not includ 
located in su 
rated city o: 
authorized u 
82 to 88 incl' 
·Share in sue] 
tf in any co 
towns there 
ltq~or . undel 
tion of s.uch 
tation of th 

3'. The < 
section shall 
immediatel) 
i:mmediatel~ 
ev.ery Fede: 
reason of e 

. this act, fll1 
showing th 
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~t· 
[Uirlng alcohol for 

l' coming to each county entitled to distribution here· 
l'l. 

. -.:. unqer shall be in the ptoportion which the popula· 

nay also fix a spe- ·~~--
tion ot .the areas allowing the· sale of liqtior under. 

.cohol:ruay be sold 
thjs act in such county b(:lars to the aggregate popu-

i1 niake regulationJ:l 
lation of all the counties entitled to distribution 

private individuals hereunder; 

y be, the mlni!uum b. Second, the share coming to each count-y as a t 

persons. whole
1 

is [~s] the· result of the foregoing computa· ,j 

pter .62 of. the Laws 
.tion, .shall then be divided between each count-y: gov· 

\ 

33, as amended 'by 
ernment and the incorporated cities and towns lo· 

113 a~ended to. re~:"~d 
. cated in such coun~y according to the population' 
shown by the last Federal census; th~t is to say, the 

nds are .dist1;ibuted. 
share coming to each incorporated city or• town shall 

all monies subject 
be as the proportion which ·the population in such 

as follows: 
incorporated city or tow·n, as shown by the last Fed· 

:'m to and including 
· eral census., bears to the. total population· within the 

cent (70%') to the 
county, as shown by the last Federal census; and the 

~ty penent (3Do/o) 
county government's share shall be based upon ·that 

cities and towns of· '· 

proportion of tho populatiop within such county as 

m pursuant to the 
is not· included in the incorporated cities and towns 

.is section; 
located in such cotmty: Prov·ided, That no lncorpo-

Ltion on ·and after 
rated city or town in whjch the sale of liquor as 

0%) to the general 
authorized under this act is forbidden under sections 

cent (50o/o) to. the 
82 to 88 inclusive of this act shall be entitled to any 

and towns of the 
sha.r~ in .such distribution: Pro1)ided, jt~rther,. That 

ursuant to the pro-
if in any county the area outside of the cities and 

ection; 
'. towns therein shall vote not to allow tlie' sale of 

~oming to the cm.i.n• 
liquor tmder this act in such area, then the popula· 

)'wns l).nder the pre~· 
tion of such· area shall not be included in the compu· 

.on shall be among 
tation o£ i;he population for distribution purposes; 

:allowing com:puta~ 3', The. computations under subsection 2 of. this State 
auditor, 

section shall be made by the state auditor, who shall, 

o each county as a 
immediately, after the effective date of this act and 

div.lslon among the 
immediately. following the official publication qf 

her"'under accord~ '. 
ev.ery Federal ceru;us and so often as necessary by 

laS in ,SUCh countieS reason o£ elect?.ons held under s~cti,ons 82 to 88 of 

i this ·act as shown· . this .act, file with the board a. list certified by him 

·as to say,. the share· showing the fractional proportions, in terms of per 
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ll~untlea, 

cent or otherwisel coining to each county· govern­
ment and incorporated city and town in the state 
pursuant to this section; and the board shall make 

. payment t.o each of said counties and irtcorpora ted 
cities and ·towns in ·the proportions 'shown 011 the 
certified list last. filed with it by the state auditor 
under this section. 

Passed the House February 23, 1937. 
Passed the Senate March 3, 1937, 
Approved by the Governor Ma'rch 13, 1937. 

CHAPTER 63, 
(!!, ll, 20Q.l 

BO'O:NTl'IDS ON P~EDATORY ANIMALS. 

AN Acor providing to~ nnd l'egulating the payment of certain 
bounties for the. lttiling, of oertain predatory anitnQla, and 
detlnlng the duties of the direo\or of. same in connection 
therewith; providing ·tor cet•tnin addltJonal. license fees, 
atnenCUng section 2, chapter 69, Laws of 1935, and section 
4, chapter B9, Laws of 1936. 

. Be it enacted b1J the Legislature ·of the State of 
Washington: 

SEc'rroN 1. That section ·2, chapter 59, Laws of 
1935, be,a:mended to read as follows: 

Sectjon 2. Whenever any 'such person to whom 
'such permit is issued, shall trap, kill or takE! any 
cougar, lynx, bobcat, 6r coyote, in accordance with 
such permit and within the area fixed by such- per. 
mit, and shall furnish proof thereof to the said di­
rector; he sh'all be paid a bounty of fifty dollars 
($50) for each cougar, and five dollars ($5) for each 
lyn:x or bobcat,- and two dollars and fifty cents 

· ($2.50) for each adult coyote and one 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 J?Ur-

,1 

' CR. 63.] SEI 

poses shall be expe 
upon vouchers appl 

Smc. 2. That se1 
. be· amended to read 

·Section 4. lt sl 
to bunt or kill any 
tain sheep, or mom 
f:rom the director o 
as a 1'big' game sea 
cured in addition t1 
animals required b 
ip the ';possession 1 
hunting deer, elk, 
or moose. Such m1 
under the supervis 
shall beax· the na:me 
of w ashl:ngton" ahl 
and any other dis1 
sary by the directo: 
the year stamped t 
attached to the caJ 
goat, mountain sh1 
censee. The fee 
met~l tag shall be f 
in addition to all o1 

Passed the Hou; 
Passed the Sena 
Approved by tb 



To the Honorable Mayor end 
Oi ty CouM il am1 
06mmi.sl>i.onfl of. 
Ill Cities a~d ~owns of Wash1M&ton: 

Al .. the pre1ilen~~ess·.i. on ofttio··:re(:;i.sl!i tt\re 

The Association of Waahington·Oities 
i::; sponsoring thl'ee 'r.>'lll:;. o1' th•a .l<tmost impol:'tanc.e to ev•3l~Y c:l·liy and 
town l.h the St1~te,. 'l'hese tl.lh $!'lilt 

flo~~:tJJ. N_q .. ~ .. .±l?.~~ which €\ltiendB tl1e s~~l0s t,f:\X lew to provi.c\e 
that; 25r.;-of the not P~lVGnue :(":[·om t.hr.,'t li:HV al'lal.l b0 pr>id to cities 
and towns and oount:letl 1 on the bfl:7d:> of popuJ.~1tion (l/3 to oo>.tntioa 
t;o be ex.pendl?.d on highvn~y:J -\lnd !'or• poor "' nc1 1.ndJ.i),•3n ti, 1'll\d 2/~s to 
citiea and towns to be expend0d on parko 1 ployfields, librar1e~~ 
poJ.iccl 1 health and fh'e d01HU·trnent.s J, . 

~.Jlij_,l No •• ~ pl'OVl(\e::> that 20% o.t' .1\<::t r.~V>3nue~ in ·t;he. 
mo·corveh:i.cle fi'.u·idof tt·w State trGer>ury sl~aJ.l b0 p<~id to clti<,HJ and 
towns on brH1ifl o-{:' population, to be <:~xp:Jniled on .~uch otro<~ts ae tbe 
gover•ning a·J.tho.riti(')s uhc1J.J. dete:rm:int'l, f<:ld provid0Js <.1 motnod i'or 
eo.oo\tnt1ng f~ncl :reportine; on thi.l e:x:pvnditUNHl, Tl1i.s bilJ. al.~o 
:r.0q_u:t.res the Sta·be di l'(:)ctor of' hl.R.;hWa~·s to ooJH.1truc t and .\'epail' 1 

·.oui; of State f'unds, aU primary State highvil'!ys tlno',\gh oi.tie<~ f!l.nd 
tow.ns, 

· ~~.~;l:lll NQ_~ p.x:·ovit1f.l0 for F.Unehc1ing tilco 8t€1t"> 1:1 quo:r.· .Act 
>"lO that tho I.l.quor 09n-t .. rol llo1Hd h Nq1.dt'Gd to make at loctst 2f>'fo 
net pr.o'l': t, Th<!l law now r<Jquiwo8 the \:>oax·d to make not ·co oxooad-
2f>'% Tlt:lt profit, ~~h bill also ,l.'lnl~>nda i;:-te pr::Jsont law-to give the 
c'i.·tios, towns .mHl tJuun·t.iGr- 1 50~ of' the net revemBs aJ1d th0 Steltlll 
·1:,\'l.\'3 oth&l.' 50'iL At px·ei.JOI'i't \",ht:'J liiJW givos oiti>:,;st town<' and counties 
l?>CY,.h and tho State '70%. 

. Wo M'ed no·~ tell you l\bW im.portamt th(~f!e tMP.'l81,),l'''a ar.a to 
the welfare of the oitisa snd towns. If tnoy 0an bo onaoted int6 
law, it will g.h'"-' oi't:L0a end towrw badly nCJeded f'u.nd13 to carry on 
tho.Lr 11.\lC(I~H~f~.qr funo'ttont>. It is up to you to impross t;he bgis~ 
1EI"t\l'£tl wHh tbu n<:1o10ssity oi' <~rwoting th0SG l.l!IWO, We thOl'ef.'o.::-e 
suggest that your Council ~ Cmmnimaion should meat at the earJ.i0at 
po:~sible dt,,'t,e and adopt; a l'e:~ol.\ltion GOJm ·thing .1.1ko tlte f'onn which 
i.•t·enclosed. A:!.'tQr it :I.e:' •;;dopt~·;r~, tho Mt:tycx· shotHd f3'li9\ it ,,.n.d 
t;ba Ol<arlc c0l'tJ.i'y ·t;o it and ~~(.)aJ. :it. <H<d Ol'ir:J ·~opy r>hOt.l1d bo :nailed 
t;o e~tclh m&mb-:n of.· th.e 1<:lgi1Jlo~ure tlHl'l; r·(>Pl'Clsents tho <U.st;rict in 
wh.i.oh your Oity is loaatud, · 

'Ne also o.no1o>.lt? a .Ust. of:' aU Gerwt.ox·:~ ~utd ~~~~p:r'0s0ntf:t·r.J.veR 1 
togothe:r with ·tihe re,.,i,hntoe t1ddre.:.H> and phore nunibtn·s of tht~ members 
in Cllymp:.a, Wo hE>Vo ple\ced Et :cGJ<I ch0cl<. oppoai te t\lol:'le we b'i!l:i.eve 
at·~~ f.r.'orn your distrJ.c·l;, J:t' wo lHl\f() rru.:1d0 any- m:\ st1,k<J 1 you oan oor-
re~t it rrom this list, 

.·May V.'G oount on your ooopo,rat;'l.on in \;hie work, 

YourD tor suocess 

Assoot~<~t:loc of' WasbJngton Gi.tio::~ 
Herbert Horrocks, 

Mtt yoi•, .Aborde~1n, 

1'HffiS!DJ1)jft, 
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~ASSOGlA-T-10N 0.F-WASHlNG:T0N ClTIF.S 

Dear Oi t;Y' Official: 

Legislative Headquarters 
OI.YMPlA 

A CRJ.SJ.S EXIS1~S AT OLYMP ~ 

February 15, 1957 

1Jne:x.peoted oppos:l tion to the program of Was·hinston oi ties and towns 
has developed during the past, fe¥1 doys, Aside from open hostil.tty· olear•ly 
ev.ident from a. number of quarters 1 there 1s a riGo.ide<l. tendency to mi.nitni?.e 
the pli.ght of Washington munioip~i.J.H,ir:ls and to let matters drift, Fac·· 
tionalism likewise is pl.eyirig its part in preventing action which !lhould 
e.nd must be taken it' local gove:rnmtoritf:\ are to be given fair consideration,' 
Ii' theee tendencies continue, o.n;y abowdown on AI'JsociaM.on ma.ttors may be 
prevented. 

'rhere is only one woy this o:riais can be met and toot it:~ by ntil:l.z).ng 
every available nieans to show the SEJU/lto:rs t.md Representnt:tves from your 
district the vi ta.l necesr:it;Y' of pushing this legislation IMMEDIA'l'JDLY. 'l'his 
is 1.1. fight for our vecy existr,nco nnd if the offenai ve is not takl'.l.n now, 
even the gljdna of the past. w~ll be jeop11.:rdiz.ed, · 

It is oloarzy Gvident that should the program of th0 Aosooiotion ffdl 
a.t .this seasion of' the Legtsh.tu:re, .oities will again bco stymi0d under the 
limitat,:i.ons of the 15 mill law. Whe.t the consequences of such (ilcti.on w:l.n 
be are only too well known .to require rep!>tit.ion hero, 

F:loase remember that this ts not a s0lfish progrE~m, Oi Mr~s dnsire 
only fr>:l.r trGotment o.nd to: be p1aoed on a porl.ty for their finr.noir•l needs 
with other levels of government, The enti:rc progr1:1.m cnn be enf1ctixl with­
out in any way interfering with the legi tlmnte needo .of fltC'Ite or clounty, 

Yo1J arc beine sont a spech1J.ly propu.red tJulletin e.nal,y zing tht~ Asso-
ciat1.on1 s progrnm, Us0 the mo.t0rinl (•.nd o.rguments when writing to your 
sr:mators E\l1d house membt):rs, or when you soe them on tholr home. visits, 
The situl..'.ti.on req).lires irMu~dis,t,e aot:ton. We mu1;t, l:'(lly upon you, 1f you 
wap.t addttional copi<,s, pl(:VilS0 do not, hosikte to let, us know. 

'rrusting thet we oe.n oo1mt on your• city or town to do ite Vflcy beat 
in furth0ring thl.s work, 1 t>.m 
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.b.BSMIA'I'IO:N QlF WASBINGTO'N CITIES 

HOUSE BILl, 175 

_ -~Ql'lb~_jJ}f~ntJJU1J<:.>~ :pTo:fi t.~ to ___ -~~~---~~-
StatA #ii!i'l.t ~~;i}il to oountins and 

cities 

In ·:aroh 1')34, State Liquor Control ~aw took e:Cf'Elot. From· April 1933 
to March 1934 - 3% Beer Bale legaliz~d and licensed by citi~s. 

Table Showing DAmands made on 
Polio~ Faoiliti0s due to Scln 

0f Intoxicating Liguors 
Num"ber 0f arr"stB 'by polic'l for violation of liquor 
lA.ws, dru·pke~f:lss, dr;.mkAn dri vi~~~ ~nd kindr.ed o:rf~~nq;:·::; 

19_3_g l9.TI ±s.:i4. W-2 ~ 
Sflattlf'l 
SJ0ken~ 
Tuooma 
Yakima 
iAberdoen 

'.j ,rqr<~t·t* 
Bo1lir.gham 

h''(35 8)4.1 10) 52<) 9427 lli! ~ 720 
2,112 3663 5065 5954· '7g7 
1227 1925 2414 2137 2481 
14?~- :'..695 1472 1952 231.8 
362 '(OJ.. 1·234 lOJ; 7 llf29 
3F. 8 2h2 '39 3 3b9 507 
302 370 657 373 481 

*DrunkAnRss only. T~tRl A.r'rosts :f0r !all causes in J1JverP.J·tt, for :peric:d 
of tablP., 4505, or 43,5% f0r dru~kenAss. 

s~attlP. 
TacomF.\ 
AberdR"'n 

- ~ ~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ -
Numb!?r of .State Li.;tuor Lioonser1 i. sn14e<'. from 
OotGber 1 1 1935 t0 ~1Fl:p·t0rnrer 30 19y,:, arn aa 
follows: (Sef'l Liqur.r 0('lntrol Boa:r:d H":por~, 
October 1, 1935 to Bet:p, 30, 193~, p.p. ~5-75) 

S:pol<ane 94g 
Yakima 268 
Y;ve.rett 292 

~ - w - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ -

~Vhl'il .Assoeia'tion of Washington Cities SF.lnt a g_uostior.nai.re tr> a munbFJr' 
of re:presentativ~ oities rAgardlng lnoreas0d cost of ~olioA de~artmAnt 
si~oA re~~al 0f prohibition. In rasp~ns~ to inquiry, oitias gave esti­
l\\Btfl8 of inore.ase· ir. liq_uor arrests si.noe lioe:1sE1 and sale of liq'l.wr 
bt thA StatA ao foll~ws: 

· ·Jnorof\B6 
Ane.oort"r:> '··n% . 
rlmuRB 33%: 
Of,shmE'lr~ HO% 
Cuntrailia 1~% 
oo'lvill"' 9b% 
Olym']ti.<J. 70% 
·.:r~asoo 300% 
Pom~roy 180% 
T~anty-throA oiti~s ohowed 
.~UE'l to ar.rflsts, 

Hoq_1:.1iA.m 
K~lS() 

Kr:nt 
M.:uysvillfl 
f.1on"vi!\sano 
I'ull;>:')an 
Winlock 

that fillE'IS did n:;~'t c.over incrA.as<> ir. costs 

l. 
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Sh(l)et tf.2 

Anao()t'i;<Js, Colvin..,, Cor,cr"'t~, K&le.nla 1 ::.or.t~sano, '.J?om!Clroy, P0:rt ·~~·own­
aen.a; ·PuHllla'n, sun-an.; Y&l~ima -ar.d; C.er-.t;ral·ta-oo:~lmented. orc·t~e--ln<lr·eased- . 
use of their jail facilities, with oorrAoponding increase 1n cost thereo. 

Camas, CentrallP., Colville, Concrete, Hoq_uiam, Kalama,Plillman, Su~ten 
and Yakima reported that there had been en increase in the cost of pol- · 
icing, · 

Centralia, Colvill~, Fuirfield, Kelso, Kettle Falls, Port Townsend and 
South Bend mentioned that an increase in polioA force was needed, but 
that they were unable to afford such an incr0ase. 

Concl'et~ ,rAp.or'ted t:1et it,s jaU e:x:p~1nses in 1932 were $)7 .68, and· in 
19.:/ 1 .. ,.:l~\ ... ~:9 ... Ji9X.r::.m.h .. \:.t .. J.:.} .... _,:~~· ~r'~ ~~~:61 ~.!J.;,.J lr\ r.:\lr el'J 'f"':'om other ci t1. <ol s or, 

.. n·ll. f1 'be fi) 11, (\()'1' !lYI-li1 ~o'hJ ·;; "~i' "t;Yr5"'if tin;.! I 

: .;:; c:r to ~t;ro!,i'bHion, oi ties lia8:nBEHl and oc.Uev ~~~d tl1f7ir own lio8nse 
~Gvenu~ on li~uor sales; ainoA return of liquor, cities are prohibitAd 

·rom li oP-nslng lig_uor ssles and (.l~:n d0:r:L va no revenue from that souro.e I 

' J.9ll s·pokane collected in lig_uor liot'lllSA fees }221,024.71 
\. · 193f1 Sooka.nf'l Nloei ved from s·tl.:l.te Ug_uor BQBrd 8c:, 000 I 00 
\ 1910

6 
- T&ooma collected in liquor lic~nsa fees l~B,20G,OO 

, 193 'l'an0111a reor:Ji ved from St,ate L L\;uor Board o5, 623.94. 
··~ .... ,,:focord1ilg to :~g\rre::. supl'lied by t-he t:>'vate· ... ·tl.x co.:nlrLl.:ssJ,on, ,,:.··ol)'TiH"·,r~·· ... 

levies for cities and towns for the years 1931 and 1936 are as follows: 

~$ 19,336,ooo. 
10,693,000. due to 40 mill limit law 

$ 8,~43,CCO, r0duotiori 

Cities and towns hav~ reduced· budgets ~nd curtailed ''l:lt_pr:mdi tul'es th 
the limit; yat most cities show heavy d8ficits, C1tiAs have no _power 
to l~vy and oollrrJOt ta:x:As oi' any kind, except as authorized by the State 
-~gislature, The AXOi$~ and lionnoa taxation field is in most casas 
.l>'re~F>m:pted by the State. Thl'lrAfOreJ 1 this hugPl reduoti.cn in oi'ty 1'':1V8n~ 
ues sinoA 1931 must b0 ;partially made u·p by Btat,fl ottpplied revr:~nuC'ls, 

Inoreas~d allowannes for oltiAs and ocunti~s from Gta~e Liquor Revenues, 
RS provided by House Bill 175, will aid otttes to ovaroomo rapidly in" 
oreasing deficits, 
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