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The Anti-Saloon League announces the ina ation
of a movement for a “FREEDOM FUND” of $100,000
a year to keep the League effectively and permanently
independent of the hostile hired men of philanthropically
inclined friends of law and order.

This “FREEDOM FUND” will be in four sections
of $25,000 each. Each section will be in units of $25
each, and each unite sub-divided into fractional units
of $6.00 and $12.00 each. The first section is to
take the place of the $25,000 which the Anti-Saloon
League has received from the Messrs. Rockefeller dur-
ing its fiscal year expiring April 30, 1923, and which
Raymond B. Fosdick, their representative, has ap-
parently assured the press will be cut off.

The next two stctions of $25,000 each are to take the
place of the approximately $50,000 cut in the contribu-
tions of the Messrs. Rockefeller nearly two years ago
and immediately after Mr. Fosdick was selected by
them to supervise their gifts to the Anti-Saloon League
only a few months after his public attack upon the en-
forcement program of the Churches and the League.

The fourth section will be the mythical last $25,000
of the $100,000 a year which Mr. Fosdick allowed
the papers to mislead the public into thinking was con-
tributed by the Messrs. Rockefeller, but which in fact,
although needed, was never given.

FREEDOM FUND FOR ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE

The appeal will be made in the name of an un-
trammeled righteousness and a free Americanism, to
friends of law and order and of fair play, who stand for
the freedom of agencies which serve as the exponent of
moral conviction, from the domination of institutional
wealth.

The plan is not only to make up what contributions
may be lost, but to make the movement stronger than
ever by reliance for neces existence expenses upon
the aggregate of a large number of small subscriptions,
each of which represents a vital sympathetic personality
behind it. .

In addition to such new methods as may be-em-
ployed, and the new constituencies that may be ap-
pealed to, at the thousands of church services available
to the Lea, each year, persons who have not hereto-
fore contributed will be asked to join the ranks and
those who dropped out because they thought the fight
was over will be asked to re-enlist, to make up what-
ever may be lost by refusal to allow any representative
of large financial interests to control the policy and
management of the Anti-Saloon League and betray the
moral convictions of its church constituency by making
its activities conform to the wishes of the wealthy beer
and wine wets of New York City.

(Signed) WILLIAM H. ANDERSON
March 10, 1923. State Superintendent.

against the State Superintendent direct to the wets
and does not dare to deny in the face of confirmation
by those papers that he peddled these same things to
wet newspapers in New York City for Phillips, (and
possibly for himself) bargaining for a price. He was
turned down by the wets and turned down by these wet
newspapers. Finally an alleged dry newspaper was
found, whose present reputed owner loaned his name
to the representatives or aides of the Imperial German
Government during the war time. It was enlisted evi-
dently with the aid of Fosdick, it being established and
undenied that Fosdick furnished it certain material
which nobody had except himself.

These “charges” which even the wets and the wet
newspapers like the New York World refused to buy,
were peddled by Davey to this New York State Lord’s
Day Alliance Board and they swallowed them and
took this action referred to, although whether it ap-
pears on the minutes I am not advised.

Therefore it will be well for friends of the League
to scrutinize very carefully any relation or connection
with this Lord’s Day Alliance Board or connection
direct with Davey or some other willing tool of this
vicious conspiracy, of any pastor who rushes to the
front in such manner or at such time as in fact to give
aid to what is now coming to be generally recognized
as being the most unscrupulous far-reaching “frame-
up” ever attempted to be put over on a man engaged
in Prohibition work.

I am sorry I was ever deceived into allowing a
man like Davey to get into the Anti-Saloon League
work, but I am at least entitled to credit for the fact
that I failed to take the hint to go in with him on his
dirty schemes and instead got rid of him, my only mis-
take being in giving him time and allowing him to
resign, (although it has always been my policy if pos-
sible to give a man another chance) intsead of kicking
Davey right out and advertising promptly at the time
that he had been thrown out.

I am also entitled to credit for the fact that for
more than half a year I refused myself or to permit
the League to pay blackmail to the Davey-Phillips
combination. Even in the face of the probability that
this combination was abetted by the eminently re-
spectable Mr. Raymond B. Fosdick, I preferred to
fight it out, and matters have progressed already at
this writing to the point that it seems certain that no

matter what may be the specific outcome of the Grand
Jury investigation, the dry cause will be tremendously
advanced and the League Superintendent strengthened.

U_nder the circumstances I must be excused from
engaging in any personal controversy with any preach-
er who makes common cause with this kind of a bunch.

Having expressed our appreciation of the genuine
manliness and practical exemplification of Christian
graces manifested by the comparatively small propor-
tion of pastors who are not in hearty accord with the
League policy, T desire to express my heart-felt grati-
tude to the host of pastors who are pouring in their
letters beyond any possibility of our printing all of
them, and are sending in resolutions from their con-
gregations and from group or district meetings of
pastors, making clear that they understand what is
behind the movement to discredit the League and its
leadership, and giving assurance that they intend to
stand by to the limit. All we can print is some of the
letters that seem typical and not all of those from
pastors, because some perfectly splendid letters come in
from the constituency of the churches as well as from
its leaders.

ANDERSON NOT REQUIRED TO PROVE INNO-
CENCE, COUNSEL REMINDS

Former Senator Edgar Truman Brackett, counsel for
William H. Anderson, on Saturday evening, March 3rd, re-
leased the following statement:—

“The press contrues Mr. Pecora’s reply to the Anti-
Saloon League Board of Directors as a demand that Mr.
Anderson prove his innocence. The law puts no such burden
upon him. The prosecution must prove guilt. Mr. Anderson
would be under no obligation to undertake to prove his inno-
cence even if the necessity of violation of confirence were not
involved.

“As pointed out in the action of the Board of Directors,
there is no variance in Mr. Anderson’s statements, notwith-
standing a loose general use of words in certain of the docu-
ments. The records of the League establish conclusively
that the lawyer member of the committee which made up the
report adopted by the Board authorizing the repayment of
the $24,700 was advised in writing by Mr. Anderson before
the report was made up of the facts exactly in material sub-
stance as Mr. Anderson gave them to the District Attorney.
The fact that after the receipt of such explicit information
the report was worded as it is, clearly shows that the Board
considered it immaterial whether Mr. Anderson borrowed to
do League work in the first place or whether he spent his
own money for League work and was then compelled to
borrow for his personal use.”




































