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ABSTRACT

During the Lewis and Clark expedition in 1804, the liquor
problem first entered Kansas, when two men were punished for
drunkenness while on duty. From 1804 to 1848 little is to be
found in records that gives any information on this question
but from 1848 to 1861 it was a live issue, Laws were enacted
prohibiting the sale of intoxiecating beverages to the Indians,
the Dram-shop Law of 1855 was passed, the Wyandotte Consti-
tutional Convention was held, and Kansas was admitted as a
state January 29, 1861, without a liquor control law in her
Constitution, The demand for better liquor enforcement laws
grew. Political parties were urged to place prohibition
planks in their platforms. The improved Liquor Law of 1868
was passed, John P, St. John was elected governor in 1878 on
a Republican ticket. The legislature passed Joint Resolution
Number 3, a bill to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in-
toxicants in Kansas, and the question was to be decided at
the election of 1880,

Many agencies worked for the passage of the proposed
amendment, The pioneer organization was the Good Templars,
They were aided by the Kansas State Union, the State Temper-
ance League, the Womant*s Christian Temperance Union, the Blue
Ribbon Society and the churches. The People's Grand Protec-

tive Union was against any change in the Liquor Law of 1868,



At the election of 1880, the proposed amendment passed
by a safe ma jority. John P, St. John was re-selected governor,
and immediately set about seeing that a law was passed to en-
force the amendment., .The Liquor Law of 188l was enacted by
the legislature over a protest by George W. Glicke

The materials for this thesis were obtained in the Kansas
State Library, the Kansas State Historical Library, the Library
of Kansas University, the Porter Library of the Kansas State
Teachers College and the City Libraries of Pittsburg and of
Iola, The facts concerning Drusilla Wilson were obtained from
Miss Marianna Brown of Carmel, Indiana., Much of the informa-
tion was found in the Kansas Historical Collections. The
Clipping Departments of the State Libraries gave many accounts
of Prohibition. All the newspapers used, with the exception
of the Girard Press were in the Historical Library at Topeka,
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CHAPTER I
THE LIQUOR QUESTION BEFORE STATEHOOD

More has been writtenm and spoken about old John Barley-
corn in Kansas than aﬁout any other single reform issue. To
prove this statement one needs only to visit the libraries,
view the court dockets and listen to the conversation of
various groups of people as they gather for business or soc-
ial purposes. Some of the younger Kansans will assert that
there is less liquor consumed ﬁnder the present laws, but
those who are now in the twilight of life would not agree.
They state that in their day things really happened to those
who broke the liquor laws; but let the pages of history be
turned and startling facts are revealed to those who search
for histiorical truths in regard to the ligquor question in
early Kansas history,.

The liquor problem is an old one in Kansas, About
137 years ago in one of the first books published about the
region that is now Kansas, a liquor problem which involved
a court martial is recorded, This court martial took place
at the order of Captain Meriwether Lewis and was held to
mete out punishment to John Collins and Hugh Hall, members
of the Lewis and Clark expedition. The one culprit was to
receive 100 lashes, and the other 50 for getting drunk while
on sentinel duty, thus exposing the entire party to an at-
tack from the Indians. This trial took place at eleven

™
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o'clock on June 29, 1804, on the present site of Kansas City,
Kansas. Since whisky in those days was considered a neces-
sity, a large quantity was carried by this expedition; but
evidently Captain Lewis knew the evil effects of the beverage
on his men or he would not have been so severe with the two
men for becoming 1ntoxicated.l

When the Lewis and Clark expedition paused on Kansas
soil in 1804, no white settlers were present; but soon the
missionaries came and upon their heels followed the traders
with whisky as a part of their wares.

From the time of the Lewis and Clark expedition in
Kansas down to 1848 little can be read of the liquor quest-
ion; but in 1848 Tuckquas, an Indian chief, prohibited the
sale of ardent spirits in his tribe.z This was thirty-two
years before Kansas put a prohibition amendment into the
constitution, and during each of those thirty-two years
there was almost a constant agitation for some sort of law
to control the use of intoxicating drinks in the bounds of
Kansas, '

lReuben Gold Thwaites, (Editor for) Original Journals
of the Lewis and Clark Expedition 1804-1806, With Facsimiles,
Maps, Plans, Views, Portraits and a Bibliography. Printed
from the Original lanuscripts in the Library of the American

Philosophica.l Societye (7 vols., New York Civy, Dodd, Mead
and Co., 1904) I, 61, 62,

Vol. I contains Journals and Qrderly Books of Lewis
and Clark, from River Dubois to Two-Thousand Mile Creek;
January 30, 1804 - May 5, 1805. See Appendix I for copy of
court martial of John Collins and Hugh Hall,

2"Once More Kansas is to Vote on the Prohibition
Question,"™ Kansas City Star, Sept. 9, 1934.




Most of the election days prior to the organizing of a
provineial govermment in Kansas were stormy ones. November
20, 1854 was election day in Lawrence. The slavery question
was the burning issue of the hour. A part of the election
ecrowd had gathered afound a barrel of whisky discussing the
political questions of that time. As the men warmed up a
bit, they grew quarrelsome, and as they separated to go to
their several homes, the feeling among them was not one of
brotherly love. John Collins and his friends started home
on foot and, when they were about three miles out of Law-
rence, the party was passed by a wagon containing Lucius
Kibby and his friends. Mr. Kibby, thinking that Mr, Collins
was trying to burn a cabin situated by the road, made a few
remarks that caused Mr. Collins to become offended. The
quarrel was taken up by a Mr. Davis, friend of Collins, and
he drew a knife on Kibby., The affair ended with Kibby
shooting Davis., Xibby gave himself up and was tried for
first degree murder and acquitted, This was the first mur-
der trial in Kansas Territory and very likely woéuld have
never happened if the men had not been imbibing from the
.whisky barrel before they started home on that Lawrence

election day.3

Andrew H, Reeder, who was appointed by President

Pierce as the first governor of territorial Kamnsas, in his
SA. T. Andreas,History of the State of Kansas, A Full
Account of Its Growth from An Uninhabited Territory to a
Wealthy and Important State. (chicago, A. T. Andreas, 1883)
317, Hereafter cited as Andreas, History of the State of
Kansase




message to the legislature in 1854 made a plea for some sort
of liquor regulation., Reeder declared that something must be
done because of the large number of Indians interspersed with
the whites., He also added that the nature of the Indian is
aroused to its worst fassion if he is allowed the free use of
liquor, and that much damage to both races would result if
something were not done. The members of this legislature
agreed with the governor that some measure must be introduced
to control liquor. George M. McDougal, Graham Rogers, Captain
Blackhood and William Rogers, all Shawnee Indians, presented
petitions imploring that something be done to save their race
from the degradation of the unprincipled whi tes who sold ar-
dent spirits to the Indian tribes, This legislature did pass
a rather weak prohibitory law that was not any too well en-
forced or received either by the Indians or the whites, This
law prohibited the sale and manufacture of liquor in Indian
territory or reservations within territory held by Indians

in their tribal character;4

Shortly after the passage of the law by the legislature
of 18555 there grew up in the larger settlements a strong

desire to control the use of intoxicating liquors in local
communities, Topeka was a leader of this movement. On
Mareh 12, 1855, the Topeka Association adopted a code of

by-laws, one of which read as follows:

4
Clara Francis, "The Coming of Prohibition to Kansas,"
Collections of The Kamsas Historical Society, XV, 193,

Ssee Appendix II for terms of Dram~shop Law of 1855,
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No member of this association shall be permitted
to buy, sell, or give away where profit acerues, any
intoxicating liquors of whatever kind, nor permit
them to be bought, sold, or given away where profit
acerues, upon his premises; and the full force of this
article shall attach in all its particulars to the en-
tire shares which any member may sell, exchange, trans-
fer, give away, or make over by any process, to any
other person whatever, and shall be so mentioned in any
article or deed of sale which may hereafter be made in
the exchange of city shares or parts of shares; and
further, the full force of this article shall attach in
all its particulars to the city lots to be donated to
actual settlers, and also to any interest now held or
which may hereafter be held by the Emigrant Aid Company
in this city property; Provided, That nothing in this
article shall be construed to prevent the sale and use
of liquors for médical, mechanical or sacramental pur-
poses, under penalty of the forfeiture of the premises
on whiech such sale, or gift of liquors may be made to
the Topeka Association,

This law was evidently violated, for on May 14, 1855, a
meeting of the Topeka citizens was held at the boarding
house of Mr. A, W, Moore to consider the best methods of
preventing the sale of intoxicating liquor in Topeka, Dr,
Martin, one of the temperance leaders of Topeka, said that
it was a well known fact that liquor was being sold both to
whites and Indians and that not only the morals and reputa-
tion of the place had been impaired but also the property
and lives of the settlement had been endangered, Resolu-
tions were drafted at this meeting condemning the liquor
business and pledging the codperation of the eitizens to
the task of ridding Topeka of intoxiecating liquors and sa-

loons., The resolution also upheld the law of the Topeka

6
F., W. Giles, Thirty Years in Topeka, (Topeka: George

W. Crane and Co., 1886) p. 102.




Association and appointed a constable to enforce the demands
of the citizens., Again on July 4, 1855 the citizens of Topeka,
under the leadership of Dr, Martin, met on a prairie outside
of Topeka for the celebration of the Fourth of July. The
prohibition issue was brought up and the citizens became en-
raged over the activities of the liquor dealers, formed them-
selves into a committee, and marched to the place where the
1iquor'was sold, They demanded that the proprietor give them
his supply of liquor. He flatly refused to do so at first
but compromised by giving it up for a certain sum of money.
The liquor barrels were rolled out into the street, the heads
knocked in, and the contents destroyed.7 '
After this episode little is heard of the liquor quest-
ion in Topeka until the spring of 1857, when a high class
dram shop was opened at Number 50 Kansas Avenue., The inter-
ior of this place had a New York bar room atmosphere. This
was too muech for the temperance advocates of Topeka, and
they waited for an opportunity to come their way to rid the
community of this place of iniquity and its keeper. The
chance was not long eoming, for one Charles Leonhart, a
bright but intemperate reckless young fellow got into an
argument with the proprietor one evening in July, 1857, A
temperance advocate happened to be just outside the door and
heard the argument, He also knew the traits of this boy
when he was drinking, and so he called in to young Leonhart

7Andreas, "Topeka", History of the State of Kansas,
P. 541, -




in a loud voice, "Clear them out, Charley!" and the boy
obeyed, Out of the window and door came bottle, stools,
jugs, chairs, and glasses with astonishing rapidity. People
soon congregated to see the fum and also to help the en-
raged Charles.' They cleared the place of anything that had
ever had the slightest introduction to liquor. The crowd
by this time had grown into an infuriated mob, bent on get-
ting rid of all the liquor in Topeka, The next place was
on the southwest corner of Fifth and Main Street where a
considerable amount of beer was stored, and this was quick-
ly destroyed. The mob then passed on to the southeast
corner of Fifth and Main and destroyed some whisky stored
there. Topeka was thoroughly searched for anything that
looked, tasted, or smelled like intoxicating liquor., As
the night grew darker, several fights took place between
the opposing sides. A general disorder prevailed up and
down Main Street, Law suits grew out of this wholesale
destruction of liquor and property. It is said that $1500
worth of property was destroyed on this night, énd both
those in favor of liquor and those opposed to it knew that
something must be done in the way of controlling the liquor
traffie law because nothing was gained from mob rule.8
The affairs of the territory during the territorial

and early statehood days in Kansas were carried on by the

8F. Wo GileS, 92. Cit., pp. 102"104.
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masculine part of the population., The women had not been
given the right to vote, but no doubt they were often con-
sulted on the issues of the times, Both men and women were
becoming interested in the liquor question. They organized
temperance lodges and societies and became active in the
cause of temperance.

The Topeka legislature convened in interest of the Free
State movement on March 4, 1856. A temperance meeting was
held on March 4 in Convention Hall for the purpose of dis-
cussing the temperance cause, and on March 11, the unforseen
happened. War against liquor was formally declared in a
memorial presented to John Brown, Jr,, one of the members of

the legislature, from a group of fifty-six ladies of Topeka.9
This memoriallo was referred to the Committee on vice and
immorality. Almost before the legislators had received and
disposed of this memorial from the Topeka ladies, a second
one came in from ninety ladies of the nearby community of
Lawrenoe.l1 This memorial was also passed on to the same
committee, No action was taken on either of these memorials,
for on March 15, 1856, the legislature took a récess until
July 4, and when it re-convened it was immediately dispersed

after roll call by Colonel Sumner and his command, at the

order of the President of the United Statese

§Clara Franeis, loec. e¢it,, 195, 196,

loSee Appendix III for sections of the memorial of Topeka
ladieSo

11Clara Franeis, loc. cit., 196,
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The legislators were never very enthusiastiec about com-
mitting themselves on the liquor question. Its control was
left mostly to local commitiees, and as is often the case
with politicians much of the fighting was done with words
behind closed doors and little legal action ever came of it}
but here and there, quarrels flared up between the liquor
dealers and the temperance advocates which resulted in liquor
spilling.

In the early spring of 1856 at a small village known as
Big Springs, which is fifteen miles west of Lawrence, occurred
a liquor spilling. Dr. Carter, the proprietor, was definitely
told that intoxicating drinks would not be tolerated in the
town and that anyone violating the rule would be dealt with
severely. Dr. Carter later learned that this threat was not
idly made, for his drug store was visited by forty men and
women and the liquor found there destroyed;lz

In the winter of 1856 the town of Lawrence witnessed a
liquor spilling., The leader of this group was Miss Spencer,
a young and active Lawrence school teacher. The ladies had
felt for some time that there were too many saloons in Law-
rence, but they lacked a leader. One of the ladies sug-
gested this idea to Miss Spencer., She gquickly gathered a
erowd of seventy ladies and a few of the braver husbands of

the group and marched down Main Street entering the saloons

and destroying the liquor found there. Only in one instance

12
Andreas, History of the State of Kansas, p. 352,
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were they threatened by a saloon keeper and his objections
were soon silenced by some of the men.l3

The liquor spillings were not all econfined to one part
of the territory, for at Trading Post in Linn County there
is one recorded in 1858, Trading Post had several saloons,
but one was known as the "Pro-Slavery Doggery." It was the
headquarters of the pro-slavery group of that section, 1In
April, 1858 James Montgomery, a free state 1l eader, appeared
in Trading Post with twenty of his followers and for some
unknown reason Montgomery and his crew entered the "Doggery",
rolled the barrels of whisky out into the street, and de- ‘
stroyed them.l4

Too much blame for the liquor situation should not be
placed upon the men that met in the early Kansas Legislature
because they did try, after a rather feeble fashion, to pass
liquor control laws. The first one was the Indian Ligquwr
Law of 1855 which forbade the selling or giving to Indians
of any ardent spirits. The second attempt was the Dram-shop
Law of 185515 which was taken bodily from the Missouri Dram-
shop Law., This was a local option law and was a reasonably
good one., In 1859 another law was passed, It was quite
similar to the law of 1855, This law of 1859 was in effect

until after Kansas became a state.16 It was considered to

13
"Many Saloons in Kansas," Kansas City Star, May 18,
1936, .
14“Many Saloons in Kansas Smashed Before Carrie Nation's
Crusade," Kansas City Star, May 18, 1936,

15

16836 Appendix IV for Liquor Law of 1859,

See Appendix II for Liquor Law of 1855,
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be the best of all the early laws passed in Kansas to con-
trol the liquor traffie, although it, too, created a license
system exempting incorporated towns of 1000 or more inhabi-
tants. The law was upsatisfactory and was disapproved by
temperance workers,

Kansas was now fast becoming a territory of impor tance
and was demanding statehood., The Wyandotte Convention met
at Wyandotte in the summer of 1859. The meeting place where
the organiec laws of the state were to be framed was a dark
forbidding structure of three stories. The historic room
where the delegates met was a large, gloomy place, The
thoughts of creatures of the underworld would be more likely
to come into the observerts mind than laws that were to gov-
ern a state. Sawdust was spread down the aisles and around
the speakert's desk. What for? The guess of the reader would
be as good as that of the writer. The room directly under
this large room contained a bar especially set up for the
delegates.l7 To this rather uninviting place came John
Ritchy, a delegate from Shawnee County, on July 11, 1859
with the following resolution on the ligquor question:
"Resolved, That the Constitution of the State of Kansas
shall confer power on the legislature to prohibit the intro-
duction, manufacture or sale of spirituous liquors within

the state." This resolution was referred to the Committee

e
Wme A, Phillips, "The Wyandotte Convention,"™ The

Kansas lMagazine (Jan, - June, 1872), (Topeka, Kansas, The
Kensas llagazine Publishing Company, 1872) I, 1-5,




of the Legislative Departments:® oOn July 23, H. D. Preston
of Burlingame offered the following amendment: "The legis-
lature shall have power to regulate or prohibit the sale of
alcoholie liquors, except for mechanical or medicinal pur-
poses.™ The resolution and its amendment were discussed at
length in the convention. One of the opponents of the reso-
lution was Solon A, Thatcher of Lawrence, Thatcher was a
temperance man but believed that the convention was not the
place to settle it. He was of the opinion that the conven-
tion had more important business to perform than to mmke
rules and regulations to control 1iiquor. Wm, Hutchinson,
newspaper correspondent, and delegate to the convention
from Shawnee County, was strongly in favor of the resolution
and its amendment, He argued that it would close the liquor
question to discussion and settle the issue once and for-
ever. Considerable time was given to the discussion of the
resolution and its amendment by Preston, and the discussion
on the subject of temperance legislation came to a close
in the Wyandotte convention with nothing being éccomplishedolg
In 1860, a law known as the Indian Liquor Act was pass-
ed., This act forbade the sale, exchange, gift, or barter of
spirituous liquors or wines to the Indians within the terri-

tory unless directed by a physician for medical purposes.

18W dotte Constitutional Convention Kansas 1859,
(Topeka Kensas cState Printing Plant, 1920) De 76e

lQCIara Francis, loec. e¢it., pp. 199, 200,
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There was a heavy penalty attached for the violation of the
law. By this time the Indians, like their erring white
brothers, were becoming experts in obtaining fire water.
There was a great need for this act for the protection of
both life and properfy.zo

In 1860 the temperance people of the Kansas territory
became strong enough to organize. They held their first
annual meeting in Lawrence, October 9, 1861. This society
passed resolutions giving views of how they intended to
control the liquor question, The members of this first
temperance society were made up of persons who had been in
the limelight of the territory from the beginning. They
were men of the highest type and of the best social stand-
ing coming from widely scattered communities, The names
of Amos Hunting, H, M. Green, J., P, Root and Abraham Ellis,
later known as "Bullet-hole Ellis™ appear many times on
the roster of the early Kansas Assemblies, These men and
many others were always allied with laws and reforms that
would make their state an outstanding one.21

Kansas became a state on Januvary 29, 1861, and she
came into the Union without a satisfactory liquor law writ-

ten upon her statute books.zz This important question was

destined to be settled in the coming years.

“20rp3a., p. 200.

2l1pia., pp. 200, 201.

22M’ilton Tabor, "Kansas Reaches Fifty Year Mark In
Prohibition."™ Topeka Capital, April 26, 1931.




CHAPTER II
TEMPERANCE CONDITIONS BETWEEN 1861-1880

When Kansas was admitted as a state on January 29, 1861,
there was great rejoicing because it came into the Union as
a free state. The temperance advocates, however, were not
overjoyed, because the liquor problem was still left unsolved
by the new constitution., This problem was growing more com-
plicated with each passing day. The Civil War soldiers were
coming into Kansas and there was much guerrilla warfare be-
ing carried on between opposing factors. New settlers were
arriving daily, and along with these groups came the gambler,
saloon keeper, and prostitute, With the coming of this group
of undesirables the law abiding inhabitants of the state knew
that they must do two things to maintain the safety of their
homes. They must ever be ready to fight lawlessness and must
pass laws safeguarding their rights as American citizens.,

In the pre-statehood days, Kansans of the law abiding
type sometimes took the law in their own hands énd drove out
the violators. In many instances the liquor problem was thus
dealt with, but the saloon keeper was always like the bad
penny; he either moved to more fertile ground or waited till
the trouble had blown over, and then reopened his business.
The women of various localities often settled in their own
way the question of whether a saloon should or should not be

allowed in their community. Mound City, a small rural center,

wldis




was the scene of such a disturbance in the spring of 1861,
Soldiers were stationed near the town, and a Missouri sa-
loon keeper opened a bar on the main street. The women,
not liking to see a group of drunken soldiers reeling down
the street, invited their husbands to rid the place of
this sight, The husbands did nothing, and so one day the
women of Mound City, aided by their sisters from loneka, a
nearby village, descended on the place of their wrath as
locusts settle in a field., They were armed with axes and
hatchets and soon made a wreck of the saloon's interior.
Some of the saloon's immates started to interfere but were
stopped by a bystahder with a gun, Mound City was rid of
saloons and bartenders, but it took the women to do it.l
By 1867 temperance sentiment was becoming firmly en-
trenched in Kansas. Outside speakers were invited in.
Dr. Chas. Jewett of Connecticut, an outstanding lecturer,
came in to Topeka during the session of the legislature in
1867. His lecture stimulated the temperance sentiment to
the extent that the women, though not given the right to
vote, were taken into consideration by the men seeking

office.2

An act amending the Law of February ll, 1859 was ap-

proved on February 21, 1867 by the legislature., The act
1

2

Clara Franeis, loc. cit., 201.
Ibid., 202,




provided that before a dram-shop could be opened in a town-
ship or ward of a city, a petition must be circulated, and
a ma jority of both men and women sign before the license
could be granted. A license tax of mot less than fifty
dollars nor more than'five hundred dollars was to be paid
to the country or city treasury at the time the license
was granteds Many of the legislators were happy at the
passage of the act, but Dan Killen of Wyandotte was par-

3 to be spread

ticularly happy and offered a resolution
upon the jouwrnal thanking all who had voted for House Bill
Number 157, the number under which the amendment was known,
The year of 1868 was chosen to revise all the general stat-
utes of Kansas that had been made in territorial days or
early statehood days.4 The Amendment of 1868 was rewritten
in the Dram-shop Act that went into effect October 31, 1868.5
After the passage of the Dram-shop Law of 1868 the per-
sons opposed to the liguor control by the state started an
active campaign to rid the Statute Books of any control
bills. The temperance people were also active in trying to
strengthen the laws. The legislature met at Topeka on Janu-
ary 18, 1872, The Kansas State Temperance Union was also in

its annual session and the legislators were invited to attend

3
Andreas, "Prohibition in Kansas", History of the State
of Kansas, p. 287.

41pid.

5See Appendix V for Dram-shop Law of 1868,
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its sessions. The brewers of Leavenworth heard of this in-
vitation and immediately invited the legislators to attend
a beer banquet to be held on January 18, 1872, in the late
afternoon. These men, seeking to retain their friends in
both camps, accepted 5oth invitations. This worked a 1lit-
tle hardship on them, for the beer banquet came first, and
it was not just in order to attend a temperance lecture
with the odor of beer on one's breath. The two affairs
came off as seheduled; there were no casualties, but the
poor legislators hoped that there coudd be more harmomy'
among their constituents in the future.6
The revision of the Dram-shop Law of 1868 did not
control the traffic in liquor nor satisfy the residents of
Kansas who wished to see their state a dry one. The ene-
mies of the cause always seemed to find a way to evade the
Dram-shop Laws. They either elected officers that were in
sympathy with them or sought means to evade the laws. One
method was the organizing of "Social Clubs." These clubs
were in reality open saloons, and the law abiding citizens
soon outlawed them. Hiawatha had a "Social Club" opened
for business on October 7, 1875. The proprietors were F.
W. Rohl and H. Stauft. This club soon became the meeting
place of bibulous individuals who had an uncontrollable
desire to quench their thirst. The law abiding citizens

decided to close the c¢lub and run its owners out of town.

Sc1ara Francis, loc. cit., 208, 209.
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They sent the officers to make the arrestss Rohl and Stauft
saw them coming, barred the door, and dared the officers to
enter. The officers went for help, returned and knocked the
door in, arrested the owners, destroyed the liquors found
there, and scattered fhe immates of the e¢lub. A lawsuit
followed but the citizens won the case and the club was
¢losede’

Girard, a small town located in Crawford County, also
was the possessor of a "social Club®" in 1878, Its owners
were W, J. Waeters, A, Silgele, R. Dorman end M, Z. Miller,
This club also became the meeting place of the undesirable
class of people in the town, Suit was brought against
Waters and his friends., He was convicted and his business

was closed.8

In some localities saloons were opened and their pro-
prietors paid no attention to the law. Their enemies were
in the minority, and in this fact their business remained
secure, Dance halls and gambling devices were usually in
the same quarters with the bar. Lawless crowds ‘congregated,
and shooting affairs were so common that little attention
was paid to them. "Rowdy Joe's" saloon in Wichita was
known over the state as a place of vice, His receipts at

the barlaveraged one hundred dollars nightly for months.

7
Andreas, "Prohibition in Kansas", History of the
State of Kansas, pe. 714,

8wsocial Clubs", Girard Press, January 31, 1878.
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Men were shot in this saloon and nothing was ever done about
it.9 The citizens considered the place a necessary evil and
let it alone, After the completion of the Atchison, Topeka,
and Santa Fe Railroad, Newton became the shipping center for

immense herds of Texas cattle that formerly had been driven

to Abilene, a wild cow town of early K’ansas.lo Newton came

into being almost over night. Its population was composed
of every class, color, and nationality. The gambler,
"Soiled Doves",ll and the scum of the earth were to be
found mingling with the plainsmen and the eastern cattle
buyers. In a short time fifteen houses of amusement all
containing bars, were opened. These places bére such names
as "Do Drop Inn", "The Side Track", "Gold Room" and other
nemes suggestive of the times. Murders were common and
erime ran wild, The better class of citizens were in the
minority, and from 1871 to 1873 Newton was controlled by

the worst element of the tounslz

In 1867 Hays had seventy-five saloons and its famous
"boot hill", where it is said forty-five persons were bur-
ied, all having met violent death in one of the drinking

places.15 Oswego had its first licensed saloon in 1868,

9Andreas, "Prohibition in Kansas", History of the

State of Kansas, ppe. 1390-91.

1OM'ilton Tabor, "Wild Cow Towns", Topeka Capital,
April 30, 1933.

llThe name of "Soiled Doves" was given to prostitutes
of Newton.

12Andreas, "Newton", History of the State of Kansas,
Pe 773, !

lsKansas City Star, March 16, 1922,
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which was the scene of a brutal murder on the night of August
6 when Chas, Van Alstine killed J., C. Wheeler in a drunken
brawl, Van Alstine was convicted agd sentenced to the peni-
tentiary for the erime. Both men left families to be cared
for at public expense. Before the case was settled, and the
families sent to relatives in the East, two thousand dollars
had been spent by the county officials., The original cost
of the license was fifty dollars, and the country was out
nineteen hundred and fifty dollars. The whole tragedy could
have begn avoided had it not been for the greed of a few for
a license and a chance to satisfy their desire for intoxi-

ca'nts.l4

Often ridiculous situations presented themselves when
men were under the influence of alcohol., Great Bend in
1872 was infested with a humber of bars. One afternoon a
cértain Godfrey, a young and promising attorney, was kicked
from the doorway of one of the saloons drunk, The night
was cold and young Godfrey froze to death, His body was
carried into the office of Dr. Bilaine and left, The rela-
tives were notified and were on their way to claim the
body. In the meantime a snow storm blocked all roads and
the reiatives did not arrive. On the following Sunday some
of the dead man's cronies were gathered in a post office
around the whisky barrel. One drunken fellow exclaimed,

AI4Nelson Case, History of labette County, Kansas From
the First Settlement To the Close?ﬁTTEEET_T%bpeka: Crane
& Co., 1893), Dppe 208-250, :




"Let's plant Godfrey" and immediately his companions thought
the idea a good one, so they borrowed a wagon, and some also
went on horseback., They took the body and started for the
burial ground where a grave was alreédy dug to claim another
body. On the road to‘the burial ground, a dog scared up a
rabbit. The riders gave chase and later joined the proces-
sion. The grave was reached and the body placed by the side
of it., An aftorney, also drunk, was asked to say a few
words. He was in the middle of his address when another
rabbit waé scared up by the dog énd away the mourners raced
leaving the attorney to finish his address to the silent
dreamless sleeper, Gogifrey.l5

Medicine Lodge was the scene of a tragedy that the in-
habitants never forgot. One summer afternoon, a long, lean
good=-natured farm boy, John Garten by name, rode into the
town, He was harmless and murder was far from his thoughts,
He was invited to drink some whisky and became drunk. He
started home riding in a drunken fashion, A mother amd her
daughter were walking home and as Garten passed them he shot
at the daughter and killed her, then rode on not realizing
that murder had been cormitted. He was arrested but escaped
into New Mexico. The girlt's father followed him and it was
reported that he, too, became a murderer.l6

From 1868 to 1873 a prohibition amendment to the Con-

stitution began to be talked of, but not hopefully. The

iSAndreas, "Great Bend", History of the State of Kansas,

ppe. 266-67,

167, A, MeNeal, When Kansas Was Young, (New York: The
Macmillan Co., 1922) pp. 73=76,
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legislature of 1873 was inclined to leave such legislation
alone. By 1874 the Women's @rusade had reached the state.
Along with the crusade came a new method of fighting the
saloon. The women entered on their famous praying campaign.
They entered the places where liquor was found and held a
session of prayer for the bar keepers. This was too much
for those gentlemen. They would have prayed, if praying
were in their line of business, for the crusaders to leave
off the prayers and bring out the axe and hatchet instead.
They could dodge the hatchet but not the prayers.l7

In the legislature of 1874, House Bill number 209 was

introduced. This bill was a menace to the keepers of

breweries. It passed the House and was sent to the Senate
where it was referred to the Committee on Retrenchment and
Reform., John P. St. John,18 a member of the Senate made a
desperate effort in behalf of the bill. It was finally
reported for consideration but was blocked by numberless
motions and died on the calendar. During the session,
temperance workers presented thirty-four petitions to the
legislature, and 12,000 signatures were received from the
enemies protesting any change in the present law.19

In 1875 there were three different bills introduced
in the Senate to amend the Dram-shop Law of 1868, All

17Clara Francis, loc. eit., 209.

18540 Appendix VI for Sketoh of Life of Johm P,
St. dohn.

19

Clara Francis, loc. cit., 210.
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either died on the calendar or were killed in the committee
stage. The House also introduced three, They, too, met
the same fate.2°

In 1876 renewed efforts were made to secure legislation
relating to the restraint of the dram-shops. A bill, Number
216, was introduced in the House by J. J. A. T. Dixon of
Russel County on January 24. It passed on February 22 with
fifty-five yeas and thirty-eight nays. At the evening ses-

2l a member of the House from Atehison,

sion George W, Glick,
entered a protestza against House Bill number 216. Glick
declared that his constituents did not want the law on the
control of dram-shops changed because the liguor traffic

could be controlled under this law better than under any

new bill that had been offered. He further said that the
taxation would be increased greatly if the license system

&5 Glick was a Democrat, a foe of prohibi=-

were repealed,
tion, and a powerful speaker. He aroused much discussion
for the proposed legislation, and on February 23, a motion
was made by a legislator from Leavenworth to reconsider

the bill but the motion lost. The bill was sent to the
20

Clara Francie, loc. cit., 210,

2lgee Appendix VII for Sketech of Life of George V.
Glick. '

22
See Appendix VIII for the protest of Mr. Glick
against House Bill number 216,

23jndreas, "Prohibition in Kansas", History of the

State of Kansas, p. 241,
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Senate and was killed on March 2, two days before the ad-
journment of the legislation.24
The political parties in Kansas up to 1874 had never
been interested in the cause of temperance, but in 1874
the Republican Party recognized the issue in the'following
plank:
Resolved, That drunkenness is one of the greatest cur-
ses of modern society, demoralizing everything it
touches, imposing fearful burdens of taxation upon the
people, a fruitless breeder of pauperism and crime, and
a worker of evil, Hence we are in favor of such legis-
lation both general and local as experience shall show
to be the most effectual in destroying this evil,
This was the first recognition of the question in Kansas

by a great political party.zs

The Democrats, as a party,
never took any notice of the prohibition question. The
Greenbackers at their annual convention in Emporia, 1878,
gave their approval of temperance but took no action to-
ward writing into their platform a plank dealing with the
liquor question.26 Most of the temperance people seemed
to be in the rank and file of the Republiean party, for
in 1878 the candidate for the governorship was iohn P.

St. John, who had been identified with the prohibition
question since his arrival in Kansas in 1869, He was

rated as an interesting speaker and had a capacity for

4§4CLara Franeis, loc. cit., 210-l11l.

851pid., 209.

26
D. W, Wilder, Annals of Kansas, New Edition, 154l-

1885 (Topeka: T. Dwight Thacher, Kansas Publishing House
1886) p. 793, :
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making friends wherever he traveled over the state. He was
an avowed enemy of alcohol. He made people see the disastrous
results on the morale of the state from the utter disregard
of the law and the hegrtlessness of the saloon keeper in
selling to minors and besotted drunkards. People who had
never taken sides now found themselves fighting on the side
of St. John., He was elected by a majority of 2,744 votes
over his opponent. |

Governor St. John delivered his message to a joint ses-
sion of the Senate and House on January 16, 1879. He plead
with the legislators to put liquor traffic out of business.
He called their attention to the enormous amount of money
spent annually for intoxicating drink, an amount so large
that it would defray the cost of state government, includ-
ing charitable institutions, the agricultural college, nor-
mal school, university, and penitentiary. The governor said
that something must be done to stop this great waste of
money, and advocated the change of the first section of the

Dram-shop Law of 1868 to allow cities, towns and townships

in the state, irrespective of the particular class to which
they belonged, to make their own choice. Governor St. John
really wanted the manufacture and sale of intoxicating bev-
erages to be prohibited in the state but he felt that such
217

a change would never pass the legislature.

27See Appendix IX for contents of Governor St. John's
message to the joint session of the Senate and House, July

16, 1879.




The reaction to the governor's message was answered
with almost a perfect bombardment of bills from both the
House and the Senate, The first action was a resolution
reque sting the committee on temperahce to examine the sta-
tutes for reference to needed legislation and report to
the House either by "bill or otherwise,® This was on Jan-
uary 21, and two days later a bill to amend the Dram-shop
Act of 1868 was introdueed by William Moore of Republiec
County. This bill which was known as House Bill Number
86, was an act to amend section eleven of chapter thirty-
five of the statutes of 1868, regulating the sale of in-
toxicating liquors. It was read for a second time and
referred to the standing committee on temperance. On
February 8, House Bill number 188 was introduced by T.

Je. Calvin, chaifman of the committee on temperance.,

This bill was an act amending the act to restrain dram-
shops and taverns and to regulate the sale of intoxicating
drinks. Petitions from thirty counties were received
favoring the proposed changes, and a petition signed by
2,152 voters against any change of the law was received
from Atchison county. Both House Bill number 86 and House
Bill number 188 failed because of a constitutional major-
ity in the Senate, In the meantime House Bill number 110
was introduced by George Taylor of Clay County. This one

never came out of the committee. On February 10 Joint
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Resolution House Bill number 5 was proposed. This bill
proposed an amendment to Article 15 of the Conétitution of
Kansas relating to the manufacture, importation and sale

of intoxicating liquors. It was introduced by C. E. Faulk-
ner of Salina. This 5111 was referred to the committee on
Judiciary and later to the one on temperance. It was re-
ported to the House with a recommendation that it be passed.
The last bill introduced in the House came on February 14.
This was House Bill number 336, an act to authorize county
commissioner and councils of incorporated cities to grant a
license for the sale of intoxicating liquors for medical
purposes. It also failed to pass by a majority.28 The
House, if we may judge by evidence of the number of bills
introduced, had good intentions and tried to carry out the
Governor's temperance views, but the foes were too many and
nothing was accomplished.

The House was not alone in its introduction of prohibi-
tion bills, for the Senate also was the author of several.
The first one came on January 29 in the form of 'Senate Bill
number 17 introduced by Senator Grass of Independence. A
substitute measure known as Senate Bill number 32 took the
place of the original one. This act was introduced by John
T. Bradley of Council Grove and was sponsored by the Temper-
ance Union of Kansas. It recommended that Chapter 35 of

28Clara Francis, loc. cit., 214-15.

Andreas, "prohibition in Kansas", History of the
State of Kansas, p. 288.
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the General Statutes of 1868, an act to restrain dram-shops
be passed by the Senates This bill was reported out of the
committee and got to the floor of the Senmate for debate.
Senate Bill number 115 introduc ed by Senator R, W. Williams
of White Cloud, Senate Bill number 150 written by A. M. Kel-
logg of Clay Center, and Senate Bill number 157 introduwced
by Senator George F. Hamlin all died on the calendar or in

the comnittee stage.29

Temperance legislation had been oceupying too prominent
a place in the legislation; the legislators were growing un-
easy and weary at even the sound of the word "prohibition."
They were looking for a means of escape from the labyrinth.
of bills dealing with the subject., They had rgached the
plgce where they did not care what bill was passed; the
only thing they wanted was the calendar cleared of all leg-
islation dealing with intoxicants. At this point of satu-
ration Detwiler, the representative of the Good Templars,
& prohibition society, appeared in Topeka. He brought a
huge petition énd immediately started a bombardpent of the
legislators with petitions. Detwiler copied the names and
arranged them according to legislative districts. He then
approached three or four members daily and presented them
with a list of their own constituents asking each to ex-
amine the petition and present it to the body of the legis-

lation to which he belonged. This mode of attack was kept
29

Clara Francis, loe. cit., 215,



up for over a week and then suddenly stopped. The legis-
lators now were at a loss what to do. They still had Senate
Bill number 32, an act sponsored by the Temperance Union,
but it was being stubbornly contested by powerful lobbyists
from the brewers of Kansas. In the meantime Detwiler had

#0 an eminent lawyer and temper-

asked Judge N, C. McFarland,
ance worker, to write a joint resolution submitting an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the State relative to the manu-
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors. This resolution
had to be perfect in legal technique for the foes of temper-
ance had prominent lawyers on their side. Judge lMcFarland,
because of his governmental experience, was a good choice

of the "drys." Two days later he handed the resolution to
Detwiler. This resolution, later known as Senate Joint
Resolution number 3, was introduced by Senator George F.
Hamlin, Linn County, on February 8, This resolution was
quickly referred to the committee of the whole and printed.
It was so quietly and quickly done that the opponents hard-
ly knew that any such bill had been 1ntroduced.' It came as

a faint ray of hope to the harassed senators. They immed-
iately substituted this resolution for Senate Bill number

32, and returned it from the committee. There was no fight
in the Senate over Joint Resolution number 3, The liquor

30.

Joseph G, Waters, "Samuel A, Kingman", Transactions

of the Kansas Historical Society, IX, 45-46. Read footnote
at bottom of pages referred to for comments on Judge N. C,

McFar land,




lobby did nothing. They felt that their strength in the
House was too great to let it pass there. The vote came

on February 21, 1879, with thirty-seven yeas and no nays.Sl

The resolution was immediately transmitted to the House,
where it was referred to the committee on temperance on
February 26, F, J. Calvin of Labette County was chairman
of this group and recommended the passage of the resolution.
The bill came up for roll eall on March 5 at the evening
session of the House.sz This night meeting is considered
one of the most dramatic ones in Kansas history. The vendors
of alcohol and their lobbyists tried every trick imaginable
to defeat the measure. The temperance cohorts were equally
active., The governor was often seen on the floor holding
conferences with friends of the proposed bill., The gallery
was crowded with the curious, both friends and foes, and as
the time for the roll call drew near the situation became
more tense, Both sides were confident of victory. The
fatal roll call started, and the enemies of the measure were
all on hand to say "nay"™ when their names were called.
Things began to look gloomy for the other side, A hurried
conference was held and the friends began to become worried
over the outcome of Joint Resolution number 3, but as the

stragglers came in the vote changed to the side of the
..

Clara Francis, loc. cit., 215-16.

32J’am.es A, Troutman, "Mile Stones in the History of
Kansas Temperance Reform" in Prohibition in Kansas, History
and Beneficial Results and How to Maintain and Enforce the
Law, I§§3-1951. (T. E, Stephens, Compiler, Lopeka: Kansas
Farmer Co.,, 1902) p. 18, Hereafter cited as Prohibition in
Kansas, 1895-1901,
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prohibitionists. A two-thirds majority was needed and now
only one vote was needed for the passage of the resolution.
Who would be the one to change his vote from "nay" to "yea?"
Governor St. John left his chair and moved among the House
members seeking for some one that he might influence to
change his vote, He noticed a representative, George W,
Greever, a Democrat from Wyandotie County, who seemed to be
weakening, He kept looking into the balcony and seemed to
be searching for some one to help him decide what to do. A
woman hurried from the gallery and came to the desk of
Greever. She held a hurried conversation with him, patted
him on the shoulder and returned to her seat, He sat for a
moment in deep study, then suddenly jumped to his feet and
yelled, "Mr, Speaker, I wish to change my vote from "Nay"
to "Yea."53 The question might well be asked who was the
woman who was able to change a man's mind? Her name was
Mrs. George Greever,34 the bride of the representative from
Wyandotte County. Senator Burcham, leader of the opposi-
tion, exclaimed, "I knew he would do it. She is a témper-
ance crank, and he is foolish about her.," Thus a woman
had saved the day for the prohibitionists of K’ansas.35
Senate Joint Resolution number 3, now as a legally pro-
posed amendment,56 was to go before the people of Kansas
for acceptance or rejection at the November election,
35G-rant W. Harrington, "The Genesis of Prohibition",

ggp Collections of the Kansas State Historical Society, XV,
28,

“Ibid., 229.
SS1pid., 230.

36See Appendix X for contents of the proposed amend-
ment to the Constitution,




The saloon keepers of Kansas are really the ones to
whom praise should be given for the proposed prohibition
amendment to the State Constitution, Senator William Bur-
cham, leader of the opposition, deciared that the wets had
misjudged theif strength in the House and that even then
they thought that the voters would not give the proposed
amendment a majority at the coming election.37

The wets said that the amendment was a joke; however
the'rank and file of Kansans did not consider it one and

organized their forces for battle against the liquor inte-

rests of the state.

Grant W, Harrington, loc. eit., 229,




CHAPTER III

AGENCIES FOR AND AGAINST
THE PASSAGE OF THE PROHIBITION AMENDMENT

The prohibitioniéts of Kansas were organized into a
number of clubs and societies. Oftentimes the clubs were
merely groups, which met in the homes of some interested
person for a social evening and had as their main topic of
interest, the liquor problem. At other times the people
were organized into societies with well defined constitu-
tions. These societies were joined with those of other
communities until the organization was state wide. It had
a strong influence in gaining legal help against the saloon
keepers and their business.

One of the most popular societies was known as the
Independent Order of Good Templars, a society organized at
Utica, New York, in 1851 and brought to Kansas in 1857,

The first lodge was organized at Iowa Point, a small town
in Doniphan County.l In 1858 a lodge was formed in Topeka;
others were organized at Tecumseh and Lawrence. By Sep-
tember 26, 1860, there were enough lodges to warrant the
formation of a Grand Lodge, which was organized at Topeka
by Samuel F, Burdette. The Independent Order of Good

Templars had a very striect set of rules governing their

1 .
Andreas, "Doniphan County", History of the State of
Kansas, p. 490. :
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order. Their tenets were total abstinence from all intoxi-
cating liquor as a beverage; no license in any form, under
any circumstances for sale of liquor to be used as a beve-
rage; the absolute prohibition of the manufacture, importa-
tion and sale of intokicating liquors for such purposes,
prohibition by the will of the people, expressed in due
form of law with penalties deserved for a crime of such
enormity; the creation of a healthy public sentiment upon
the subject by active dissemination of truth in all modes
known to enlightened philanthropy; the election of good
honest men to the administration of laws and persistence
in effort to save individuals and communities from so dread-
ful a scourge, against all form of obstacle and difficulty
until our sueccess is complete and universal.z
The work of the Good Templars was varied, Their meet~
ings were 6ften of a social nature, Good speakers were
brought in from outside of the state; programs, debates,
and entertainments were held at regular intervals. The
order grew in size until by 1872 there were 173 'lodges in
Kansas with a membership of three'thousand members scattered
over the state from North to South and from FEast to West;3

however, the chief work of the Good Templars, was in lift-
ing the fallen and in saving others from falling, They

ZGeorge F, Fullen, "The Independent Order of Good
Templarse" Prohibition in Kansas 1895-1901, p. 85.

3

Clara Francis, loe, cit., 2005,




believed in spreading the Christian religion, and in uplift-
ing the drunkard and placing him in a position to be self-
respecting and sélt— supporting., Their work was a constant
war against human greed and suffering.4 It is no wonder
that an order of this nature grew in the state and became
one of the potent factors in writing the prohibition amend-
ment into the state constitution,

There were many efficient leaders among the members of
the Independent Order of Good Templars, but there were a few
that were outstanding in the work. One was Dr. James H,
Whitford, a prominent physician and prohibitionist of Gar-
nett, Dr, Whitford had felt for some time that an amendment
should be offered for the suppression of the liquor traffie,
but not until the legislation of 1872 was there such a bill
offered to the legislature., This piece of legislation,
known as House Bill number 7, was an act to provide against
the evils resulting from the sale of intoxicating liguors
in the State of K’ansas.5 The bill was introduced on Janu=-
ary 7, 1872, and was referred to the committee}on ﬁemperance
of whieh Dr. Whitford was a member, It was reported back to
the House for passage but was returned again to the committee
and after a long weary debate’in this stage was at last re-

turned to the House and passed by a vote of fifty-seven yeas

L
George F., Fullen, op. cit., pe 86,

5Clara Francis, loe. cit., 205.
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and thirty-four nays. It was sent to the Senate on February
14, but reached that body too late for any action to be taken
~on it, as adjournment was just four days off;6 Unfortunately
no copy of this bill has been preserved and the only record
that is to be obtained is from the comments of some of the
leading newspapers of the state, MMost of the articles writ-
ten were of an unfavorable nature to the cause of the drys.
Oﬁe of the most widely read papers declared the proposed
House Bill number 7 was a crazy idea and never could be en-
forced.7 The editor of another paper said that the citizens
of his county did not like the law and therefore would not
enforce it if it were passed.8 Some few papers tried to
arouse a racial quarrel between the English speaking citi-
zens and those of German birth. Circulars were written in
German by this paper calling a meeting of all interested
Germans to defeat House Bill number 7 and to protest against
any change in fhe liquor law of 1868.9 The sentiment of
the press was decidely on the side of the ligquor interests

in Kansas., The Good Templars were responsible for about

fifty petitions being presented to the legislature favoring
6

Clara Francis, lo€. cit.,, 206-207.

7"Proposed House Bill number 7", Leavenworth Times,
January 28, 1872.

8"Happenings in the Legislature", Atchison Weekly
Champion, February 3, 1872,

9"Meeting of German Citizens to Defeat Temperance",
Topeka State Record, January 24, 1872,




the proposed bill, but they had nothing in the form of any
other 1li terature to offer.lo The order, at this time, felt
keenly the lack of a magazine or paper that could go into
the homes of the people and carry their side of the quest-
ion. They resolved S theis Warldhat oppor tunity, to or-
ganize a company to print either a magazine or a paper, and
they also organized a new department known as the department
of good literature. In the meantime, J, R. Detwiler of
Osage Mission, a very clever man and strietly a dry, decided

to print a magazine known as the Temperance Banner. The

first issue occurred in October 1878 and for two years was
widely read by both sidess Detwiler was a very capable in-
dividual for this task. He had the ability to keep people
guessing as to what his next move was. He was a member of
the Good Templars and at their meeting in Fort Scott in the
winter of 1878 he appeared carrying an armful of his maga-
zines that contained a resolutionll proposing an amendment
to the state constitution against the sale of liquor, It
was favorably received by the delegates present, accepted
and sent to over two hundred lodges of the order over the
state. Detwiler evidently wrote himself into an office

for he was elected Grand Worthy Chief Templar of the Orderclz

He at once took up the duties of his office and started

cireculars, petitions and magazine articles to inform the

loblara Francis, loc. cit., 207,

llSee Appendix for the Detwiler Resolution.

12c1ara Francis, loc. cit., 212-213,
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public of the needed legislation to control ;iquor by an
amendment, The legislature was to convene in 1879 and he
did not have much time to complete the program that was to
be presented by the Independent Order of Good Templars %o
the legislature,

While the Independent Order of Good Templars was the
outstanding agency working for the cause of prohibition in
Kansas, there were also many lesser organizations, One of
these was a society knowmm as the "Kansas State Union" or-
ganized on October 15, 1866, with its headquarters in To-
peka, This group did very effective work in the cause of
temperance, and in 1867 at its annual meeting held in the
0ld Quiney Methodist Church, the first motion for a state
amendment to control liquor was presented by the Rev, H. D.
Fisher. Strange aé it may seem the group voted it down as
a piece of bad legislation. After this rather stormy
session the members grew discontented, and the Union ceased
to meet until 1879 when a new union was formed at Olathe
with John P, St. John as one of the leaders. The object of
this group was the advancement and promotion of the temper-
ance cause in Kansas, and to secure, if possible, the adopt-
ion of a prohibition amendment to the state constitution,
The members of the Union adopted a platfor.m.l5 at their

meeting held in Topeka in October 1879. The Kansas State

- See Appendix XII for the platform of Temperance Union,

adopted October 1, 1879,




Temperance Union is now the Kansas representative of the
American Anti-Saloon League.14
Another society that aided in the fight against liquor
was known as the "State Temperance League." It was organ-
ized August 20, 1874 in Topeka. MNoble L, Prentis and N, C.
MeFarland were leaders in the League, This group had for
one of its objectives, the formation of an independent pro-
hibition party if the major parties refused to write pro-
hibition into the party platforms. In 1874 they actually
did try to place such a party in the field but failed %o
Be able to find people that would accept the nomination for
éhe offices. Their convention was held in Leavenwrth Sep-
iember 10-11, 1874.15 The Temperance League was one of
?he groups favoring the instruction of youth against ardent
%pirits and light wines. In 1875 their yearly meeting was
ﬁeld in Manhattan and there the "Band of Hope", a children's
&ducational study group, was formed.l6 By 1877 most of the
league members had gone into other temperance groups.
! In 1879 the Woman's Christian Temperance Union came %o
Kansas. It was formed at a meeting held at Bismarck Grove,
éear Lawrence., Frances E, Willard, National founder, ap-

jointed Amanda M, Way of Pleasanton as temporary chairman,
She was assisted by Mrs. M, B, Smith of Topeka and Drusilla

14‘The Kansas State Temperance Union," Prohibition in
Kansas,.1895-1901, pp. 88-89,

13p, W. Wilder, Annals of Kansas, 1541-1885, p. 65L.

181b1d., pp. 689-690,




il

Wilson, the Quaker preacher of Lawrence.l7 The Woman's
Christian Temperance Union was popular among the women,

Most of the Kansas towns had unions. Their motto was, "For

18

God, Home and Native Land." The Woman's Christian Temper-

ance Union came into Being just in time to organize for the

campaign for the prohibition amendment. They were active in

this work. Mrse. D. Wilsonlg was said to have traveled over

three thousand miles in the interest of the temperance cause.ao

Another powerful agency in the cause of prohibition was
a group known as the "Blue Ribbon Society" organized by E. Be.
Reynolds of Indiana on May 1, 1878, at lawrence. For a time
it rivaled the Independent Order of Good Templars in import-
ance., This group was looked upon with disapproval by the

Good Templars who seemed to be afraid of the Blue Ribbon

21

Society. The founder of this new group was Francis Mur-

phy of Portland, Maine, The pledge was taken by several
hundred Kansans, The pledge was printed upon a card and
read as follows:

"With malice towards none, with charity for .all", I,
the undersigned, do pledge my word and honor, God
helping me, to abstain from all intoxicating liquors
as a beverage, and that I will, by all honorable means,
encourage others to abstain.

AI7L. B, Smith, "The Woman's Christian Temperance Union",
Prohibition in Kansas, 1895-1901, p. 87.

lBNoble L. Prentis, A History of Kansas (Topeka: Caro-
line Prentis, 1909), p. 199,

lgSee Appendix XIII for Sketch of Life of Drusilla
Wilson,

201, B, smith, op. ecit., p. 88.
2lclara Francis, loe. cit., 212.
%2p, W. wWilder, op. eit., D. 785,




The badge worn by the members had its origin in the Holy

Bible>®

and consisted of a blue ribbon proudly worn. The
Murphy or Blue Ribbon movement was slowly absarbed by the
Independent Order of Good Templars and the Woman's Christ-
ian Temperance Union,

Nearly all of the Protestant churches were in favor of
prohibition. The only churches not mentioned in the cam-
paign were the Roman Catholies and German Lutherans. The
Methodist church seemed to be very active in the movement.
The Reve Jo. E. Gilbert of Topeka was a leader. He organized
the ministers of Topeka for an active campaign for the pas-
sage of the proposed liguor amendmeni:.‘g4 The Congregation-
alists, Baptists, and Presbyterians all passed resolutions
endorsing the prohibition movement and encouraging their
mini sters to help in the campaign.25 A great deal of
praise is due the religious groups for their help in Kan-
sas during the campaign for passage of the proposed liquor
amendment to the state constitution,

Mueh can be found in the old literature about the
agencies favoring prohibition but when the opposition side
is sought, little printed material can be found to enlight-
en the reader. The foes of prohibition joined their forces

29

24

Holy Bible (King James Version) Numbers XV: 37, 38, 39,

Clara Francis, loc. cit.,, 217,

23D, W. Wilder, op. cit., pp. 880, 881, 900,




in few societies. Only two could be found, One was known
as Leavenworth Anti-Liquor Convention that met in the city
of Topeka on January 30, 1872, There were 119 delegates
present. They opposed any change in the liquor law of 1868,
and pledged themsel%es to protect the personal liberty of
all Kansans regardless of creed or race. They also made it
known that they were heavy tax payers and among the wealth-
iest group of the state. They held only one mee‘t:ing.z6

The most popular and powerful anti-Prohibition asso-
ciation was known as the People's Grand Protective Union
organized on January 21, 1880 in Topeka. There wére 125
delegates representing all parté of the state. They too,
let it be known that money was nothing to them when their
interests were at stake. They warned office seeckers that
they must be favorable to them or else their political am-
bition would never be fulfilled. The chief plank in the
Peoplets Grand Protective Union was a ery that a prohibi-
tion law could never be enforced in Kansas even if it were
to pass a vote of the legislature. They furthermore point-
ed out that the liquor business was a paying proposition
to the state and that much damage\would result if the Law
of 1868 were changed. This group also bought out news-
papers and wrote widely of the disastrous results in the

form of unemployment in the state if the breweries were

Clara Francis, loc. cit., 208,
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closeds, Neither time, money, nor talent was spared to
spread anti-prohibition propaganda over the state.27

As time drew near for the election day in November,
1880 to arrive, the anti—prohibitiohists and the prohibi-
tion forces were drawﬁ in tight battle formation. Both
sides were confident of victory at the coming election.

zvblara Franeis, loc. cit., 223, 224,




CHAPTER IV
PASSAGE OF THE PROHIBITION ALENDMENT

After the adjournment of the State Legislature in
February 1879 the activities of the temperance people
seemed to have declined until almost nothing was heard of
the liquor issue; but on lMarch 11, 1879, the great dry
leader, Francis liurphy came to Kansas. He was scheduled
to lecture in Topeka on the question of prohibition. The
drys were anxious to hear him and the wets through idle
curiosity also decided to attend the meeting and see what
he would say about them. Francis lMurphy was rated as a
powerful speaker and had a power of persuasion about him
that few public speakers possess. The members pf his
audience who thought as he did on the liquor issue left
the hall with a full determination to make a supreme ef-
fort to see the proposed amendment written into the state
constitution. Those apposed to prohibition cage forth
from the lecture with a certain fear in their hearts.
Franeis Murphy was often compared to the great apostle
Paul in his ability to impress his listeners.l During
the months of April and May the temperance followers were
beginning to make plans for the eoming campaign. Murphy

had succeeded in arousing them to action. Committees were

l01ara Francis, loec. cit., 220.
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2

organized and the Temperance Palladium, fhe official organ of

the State Temperance Union, and the Banner, the spokesman for
the Independent Order of Good Templars, both carried articles
telling of the plans of the drys for the coming election. The
ministers of the various Protestant churches were holding
meetings to inform their congregations of the temperance activ-
ities.

The opposition party was also active. The People's Grand
Protective Union df Kansas was gathering its forces together
and building up a strong organization. They started a cam-

3

paign chest that totaled §100,000,. The executive committee
was composed of T. W. Cochran and C. R. Jones, a wholesale
liquor dealer, both of Topeka, and John Walruff of Lawrence,
one of the biggest brewers of the state and one of the last
to bow to prohibition.4 Ex-Governor Charles Robinson was
an outstanding speaker for this group of ligquor advocates.
All through the campaign he argued that the proposed amend-
ment was a great mistake and that it should never pe written
into the constitution., He furthermore said that a state
could not constitutionally provide for sale of liquor to one
man and prevent its sale to another. Robiﬁson emphatically
declared that if the amendment were passed it would make

every man in the state a manufacturer of illegal liquor and

4Z"It Was a Thrilling Campaign Conducted with Religious

Fervor That Made Kansas Dry in 1880," Kansas City Star, Sep-
tember 21, 1930. Herecafter cited as "Thrilling Campalgn

That Made Kansas Dry in 1880,."
3Ibid.

4Tvia.
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that there was nothing in the amendment to stop it.5 The
anti-prohibition newspapers accused the temperance workers
of msing unfair means to get the bill passed in the Legis-
lature. They also accused them of getting too much assist-
ance from the women. The women organized praying bands and
often held prayer meetings for the anti-temperance men of
Topeka. These gentlemen never knew what minute a woman
would drop by their side and offer up a prayer for their
welfare. It grew most embarrassing to the men that were
against prohibition and they often voted for the issue rath-
er than to have prayers said for them in some public place.6
The politicians were also matching their craftiness and
skill against the so-called long-haired men and short-haired
women of Kansas.7 Both sides seemed to be waiting for the
other to start the campaign off in a formal manner. The
drys were first to fire the opening shot for on August 21,
1879 the first of a long series of temperance programs
started. The famous Bismark camp meeting opened for a
twelve days session. Bismark, now a cow pasture, was lo-
cated near Lawrence and was a pleasure resort of early Kan-
sans.8 The camp meeting had been anxiously awaited by
people from over the state. Some of the famous dry leaders

of the United States were to lecture. The famous dry

>Tbid.

6Milton Tabor, "Kansas Reaches the 50 Mark in Prohibi-
tion," Topeka Capital, April 26, 1931.

7Nicknames given to the prohibitionists of Kansas.

8"Thrilling Campaign That Made Kansas Dry in 1880,"
Kansas City Star, Sept. 21, 1930.
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prophet, Francis Murphy was to preside. He was to be assist-
ed by George W. Bain, the firebrand of Kentucky, Mrs. J.
Ellen Foster, Iowa's most famous temperance daughter, Amanda
Way, the Quaker preacher, and last but not least John P. St.
Johm, Governor of Kansas. The Governor was to make the ad-
dress of welcome to the distinguished visitors. He was es-
corted to the big tent auditorium by the Capitol Guard in
full regalia, the Wyandotte, the Craig and Ottawa Rifles,

the Lawrence Guards and five brass bands.9 It is no wonder
that 8,000 persons gathered at the grove on the opening day.
The temperance people had done everything in their power to
make this meeting a success. They knew that the success of
this gathering would help out their cause in the coming
election. Music made.up a part of the program. The Reverend
Robert Brown of the Leavenworth Conservatory of Music was in
charge of this and he was assisted by Professor A. B. Brown
of Springfield, Missouri.lo The song that opened the cam-
paign against old John Barleycorn was a familiar old hymn,

"T Need Thee Every Hour." After the Governor's.address of
welcome the "Battle Hymn of the Prohibitionist" was sung.ll
The great treat of the day was next, the lecture by Francis
Murphy. He held his audience spellbound and when the clos-
ing hymn "Where Is My Wandering Boy To-Night," was announced

?1pid.

lOClara Francls, loes elt,, 221, 222,
11

See Appendix XIV for Battle Hymn of the Prohibitionist.
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women sobbed and the men were tremendously moved.12 The
great day of the entire twelve day session was on August 26,
1879 when a crowd of over 25,000 gathered on the grounds.

The crowd was so dense that they had to take turns at listen-
ing to the program béing given in the big tent.la' The events
of the camp meeting were carried to the outside world by the
leading newspapers of the state. Some papers kept special
reporters on the grounds who attended all sessions, while
others less fair to the dry cause, watched from afar and
headed their articles, "Whaling Whisky" and told little of
the events of the daily sessions. The Topeka Capital did

not maintain offices on the grounds, yet they made sarcastic

14

remarks about the camp meeting. The Topeka Commonwealth,

an anti-prohibition paper, commented both favorably and un-
favorably upon the prohibition question, and defended Gover-

nor St. John's address of welcom.e.15

The Bismark camp meet-
ing was considered a success by both friends and foes of the
temperance question. It did much good for the people who
were undecided. These people almost unconsciously made up
their minds to cast their lots with the drys, for they ad-
mired the loyalty of the temperance group. The leaders of

the prohibition forces were more determined than ever to see

12"Thrilling Campaign That Made Kansas Dry in 1880,"
Kansas City Star, Sept. 21, 1930.

lBClara Francis, loe. cit., 221,
l4popeka Capital, Aug. 22, 1879.
15Topeka Commonwealth, Aug. 23, 1879.
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their forces win at the election now about one year off. The
anti-prohibition people were just as firm in the belief that
the proposed amendment would ruin them if it were written in-
to the constitution.

In the fall of 1879, soon after the Bismark meeting lec-
turers and workers for the temperance people were sent out to
all parts of the state. All dry organizations helped in this
work. No community‘was too far distant or too small for them
to enter, It was a labor of love for these persoﬁs for the
temperance people, as a group, were not able to have a cam-
paign chestl6 like the People's Grand Protective Union of
Kansas had given to them. Mrs. Drusilla Wilson accompanied
by her husband, Jonathan Wilson, gave over three hundred lec-
tures in various parts of the state in favor of the amendment.
James A. Troutman laid aside his law practice to assume the

editorial management of the Kansas Temperance Palladium during

the cam.paign.l8 The Reverence J. E. Gilbert of Topeka was one

of the strongest organizers for the temperance people during

20

the campaign.19 James Grimes of Parsons, Mr. and Mrs.

1o

See Page 45 of this Thesis, Footnote 3e

l7Eva M. Murphy, "Women's Christian Temperance Union,"
Transactions of the Kansas State Historical Society, X, 40-41.

18Frank W. Blackmar, Kansasg, A Cyclopedia of State His-
tory, Embracing Events, Institutions, Industries, Countiles,
Cities, Towns, Prominent Persons, Supplementary Volume of

Personal History (Chicago: Standard Publishing Co.,
@ s Part I, 7I§.
19Clara Francis, loc., cit., 9.

2oAndreas, "Labette County," History of State of Kansas,
1460,

17
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Stephen L. North of Lawrence21 and many others left their
various business enterprises and spent their time campaign-
ing for the temperance cause.

Many slogans were used by both sides in lining up t<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>