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FOR PROHIBITIONISTS.

AN OPEN LETTER TO EX-GOVERNOR ST. JOHN.

BY REV. WILLIAM M. THAYER.

PUBLISHED IN THE “BOSTON JOURNAL” BEFORE HIS NOMINATION.

Dear Sir, —You and I oppose the liquor-traffic on principle. You bolt the Republican nomination of
Blaine and Logan because the National Convention did not recognize constitutional prohibition in
the platform: I support the nomination notwithstanding this impolitic and prudential act. If you are
right, I am wrong: if I am right, you are wrong. Both of us mean to be right; only one of us, however,
can be right in this particular action. Your bolting indicates that in your view the Republican party, on
the whole, is more wrong than right: my adherence to it indicates that in my view it is, on the whole,
more right than wrong. The action of neither of us indicates that the party is wholly wrong or wholly
right.

You have done a noble work for Republicanism, including prohibition, in Kansas; and you did it
without bolting. You would not bolt now, unless you honestly believed that you could save your
principles by so doing. On the other hand, I adhere to party to save mine; and your principles
are mine. It appears to me, that, by bolting, I shall not only lose prohibition, but all other leading
Republican principles I have held; for, in that case, I must vote either the Democratic ticket, which
would be voting against prohibition and Republicanism, or some other ticket which cannot possibly
win. In trying to save one principle, I lose all. 2 I believe not only in prohibition, but also in a sound
currency, universal suffrage, civil-service reform, protection to American industries, etc.; and I help to
make neither of these victorious in November by bolting. Helping the Democratic party into power,
helps to extinguish all these principles.

You went into the National Republican Convention in good faith, proud of the party's record, and a
fearless champion of its principles. Because the convention failed to support one of your Republican
principles, you bolted. You lost one principle in the convention; and now, by bolting, you throw
away the others. I lost one in the convention, but save the others by remaining in the party. This is
evident from the fact that you cannot vote the Democratic ticket for the same reason (if no other)
that you cannot vote the Republican ticket; and, if you did vote it, your ballot would antagonize
nearly every Republican principle which you have advocated: hence your ballot must be cast in
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November where it cannot help make any one of your leading political principles victorious. If half
of the Republicans should follow your example, the Democratic party would be restored to power,
and all your aforesaid principles go by the board. On the other hand, let me repeat, my ballot helps
make every Republican principle victorious, except prohibition. Now, if I can help save the aforesaid
Republican principles with prohibition, I will do it; and if I can help save them without prohibition,
I will do it. You would not do the latter; but, if I can save three principles out of four by adhering to
the party, I accomplish more than you do, since you lose all by bolting; and this fact becomes more
important, if, in doing this, I help save the Republican party, which saved the Union. Your action says,
“Unless I can save the Republican party with prohibition, I will not save it;” but I would. The party did
not fight and conquer the “slaveholders' rebellion” for prohibition, but to save the Union; and the
great principles of republican government involved in that struggle are involved in its safety still, and
will be until the late rebellious States are thoroughly reconstructed. I look upon the Republican party
as a providential one; and its mission will not be fulfilled until there is free speech, free schools, and
a free ballot, from 3 Maine to the Golden Gate and from the Lakes to the Gulf. Therefore I would
save the Republican party now without prohibition—save it now without prohibition, but with those
other fundamental principles which have made its record grand; and by and by we will save it with
prohibition. Lincoln said that he would save the Union without slavery if he could, or with it if he
must. So I say of the Republican party and prohibition: for next to saving the Union to-day is saving
the Republican party; and next to destroying the Union, in this crisis, is restoring the Democratic
party to power. My ballot, without bolting, will help the former: your ballot, with bolting, will help the
latter.

You bolt, I protest: that is the difference between us. You believe that more can be done for the cause
by bolting: I believe that more can be done for it by keeping in the party, and protesting. Ex-Lieut.-
Gov. Cumbeck, in the last State Republican Convention of Indiana, failed to secure a recognition
of constitutional prohibition in the platform. Being cut off by the rules of the convention from
presenting a resolution thereon direct to the body, he rose in his seat, and said, “As a Republican, a
lifelong Republican, I utter here in my place, and in the name of humanity, my solemn and earnest
protest,” etc. But he did not bolt. He believed that his ballot with a protest would accomplish more
for his country in this crisis than his ballot with a bolt. He lost one of his principles for the time being,
but saved the others. Allow me to suggest that a “solemn and earnest protest” from you would have
done more for your country than your bolting can possibly do.

No political party is what good men desire in every particular. Indeed, all social and Christian
organizations are imperfect; but we retain them with all their defects. On the whole, society is
better off with them than it could possibly be without them. I belong to the Sons of Temperance,
whose members wear a regalia, and foster secrecy. Now, I do not like the regalia or secrecy, and yet
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I remain in the order because I cannot have it without them. If I could have the order without them,
I would. I am a Congregationalist, and my denomination, in local councils and otherwise, does some
uncongregational things; but I do not bolt. On the whole, I like Congregationalism better than I do
4 any other ecclesiastical polity. It is more right than wrong. I belong to a church which does not
discipline its covenant-breakers, and does not do some other things which churches ought to do. But
I do not bolt: I protest and stick; for the church, with all its imperfections, is, on the whole, the very
best institution the town can boast. I dwell in a community which tolerates the liquor-traffic, if it does
not sanction it, and the fact grinds my feelings awfully; but I do not throw up my connection with
it, and retire in disgust. Unless I am an absolute cipher in society, the liquor-traffic will be tolerated
longer if I go than it will if I stay: so I stay.

Precisely so with the Republican party. I wish it were better. I wish its platform contained all
the planks I want. But, with all its faults, I love it still, for it saved and perpetuates the Union. Its
principles, however, under the mighty power of which our influence during the last twenty years,
could not long continue dominant if all good and true men like yourself should leave it. I can but
think, that, in your heart of hearts, you feel precisely as I do at this hour,—that the greatest calamity
which could befall the American people would be the defeat of the Republican, and the triumph of
the Democratic party. If the liquor-traffic would lose little or nothing by the defeat of the former, it
would gain much by the triumph of the latter; for then we should certainly have a government, not
only without prohibition, but also without any of those Republican principles which saved and still
preserve the Union. Bolting now, though in the name of prohibition, tends to enthrone the liquor-
traffic through a Democratic victory. Patient continuance in working for it within the Republican party
will enthrone it as a republican principle much sooner than it can be done by any other method.

WM. M. THAYER.

Franklin, Mass., July 22, 1884.
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