
extensive literary bureau. In nearly every mail the newspapers receive ‘copy’ to prove that Prohi- 
bition does not prohibit, that local option is a failure (both of which propositions are unquestionably 
true), that beer is a temperance beverage, etc., etc. One large western brewer is spending about 
$100,000 a month for these purposes. The newspapers are being offered ‘plate matter’ and ‘matrices’ 
free of cost, and the most intelligent efforts are being made to offset the movement that threatens 
to utterly destroy the gigantic business of those engaged in the manufacture and sale of alcoholic 
beevrages.” 

Some ten days ago it came to the knowledge of The National Prohibitionist that the Whisky I rust, from its headquarters on William street, New York, was sending out advance proofs of a 
tremendous attack upon Prohibition in the state of Marne. Ibis matter is to be released for publi- cation on Saturday evening of this week, bebruary 8, and is expected to appear in a great number 
of the papers of that evening and in the Sunday morning papers in various parts of the country. I he national 1 rohibitiomst, by methods honest but not foreseen by the liquor interests, has obtained 
copies of this matter and here does the Whisky Trust the unsolicited service of publishing it in 
advance, reproduced herewith, and suggesting some pertinent comments. 

NEAL DOW 
Who Made Maine a Prohibition State 

In a critical study of the Whisky Trust’s docu- 
ment. “Prohibition in the State of Maine,” it 
needs at the outset tc be clearly understood that 
Prohibitionists make no attempt to defend the 
condition of things existing in Maine as ideal 
Prohibition. There have been prohibitory laws 
upon the statute books of the state of Maine for 

more than half a century and during all that 
time the administration of those laws has been 
in the hands of politicians who have been nation- 
ally allied with political parties that are opposed 
to the Prohibition policy. During, the greater 
part of that time the administration of the law 
has been in the hands of men who were, not only 
politically, but as well personally opposed to 
Prohibition. It has simply been a case of a Pro- 
hibition law upon the statute books and anti- 

Prohibitionists in office. 
To determine the attitude of real Prohibition- 

ists upon a case of this sort, it is only necessary 
to ask what would be the attitude of the Repub- 
lican party toward the proposition to continue 
the protective tariff laws and to put and keep 
free-trade Democrats in power for the adminis- 
tration of those laws. 

The Prohibition Contention in Brief 
The whole contention of the Prohibitionists 

with regard to the state of Maine may be summed 
up in a few words: 

Wherever and whenever there has been an 
honest attempt to enforce the prohibitory law 
of Maine the policy has been productive of 
public welfare, private prosperity of citizens, 
the reduction of crime and pauperism and 
drunkenness. Even at the worst, under the 
mal-administration of the old party officials, 
conditions in Maine under a prohibitory law 
have been better than conditions in license 
states. 

Studying the document of the liquor dealers 
in detail, as the reader may do by the applica- 
tion of a magnifying glass to the reproduction, 
or by the purchase of any of the numerous daily 
papers in which it will appear on Saturday and 

Sunday, it will first be noticed that, after all is 

said and done, about all that the document proves 

may be summed up in a short paragraph: 

That a law in the hands of its enemies is not 
well enforced and does not accomplish the re- 
sults for which it was intended; that the old 
party officials of the state of Maine violate 
:heir oaths of office by allowing the Prohibition 
law to be violated; that the liquor business 
whenever an attempt is made to bring it un- 
der the control of the law instinctively becomes 
criminal; that the people who would be holding 
licenses to sell liquor, if Maine were a license 
state, are now engaged in desperate and despic- 
able efforts to violate the law of the state. 

This is about all that the document proves. It 

may be admitted to prove that much very con- 

clusively. 
The Document Convicted 

On the other hand, the Whisky Trust's docu- 
ment convicts its authors of intentional misrep- 
resentation, first, by ignoring the mass of evi- 
dence which exists concerning the beneficial re- 

sults of the law; second, by ignoring the most 

important fact concerning Prohibition in Maine 
in recent years, the fact that under the adminis- 
tration of a Prohibition party sheriff, the liquor 
traffic was absolutely abolished in the city of 
Portland as recently as 1902; third, by repre- 

senting the notorious Sheriff Pennell as an hon- 
est officer attempting to enforce the law; and 

fourth, by its attempt to represent that the whole 

moral element of the state is committed to the 

repeal of the law. 

A Far Cry to a Drink 

There are numerous other inconsistencies, mis- 

representations and falsehoods, some of them 
almost amusing in their character. For example, 
near the middle of the page the Whisky Trust 

presents a picture of a part of Pickering Square, 
Bangor, with the statement: “Farmers from 
Aroostook get liquor by the drink and by the 

bottle.” The only appearance of the name Aroos- 
took in the geographies of the state of Maine 
are in the cases of Aroostook county, the Aroos- 
took river and Aroostook Junction. The last of 
these, a mere crossroads, is fifty miles, as the 
crow tlies, from the city of Bangor, while Aroos- 
took county at its nearest point to Bangor is 

some seventy-five miles away and reached only 
by the windings of the Penobscot river, or a long 
railroad ride. If it be true that the farmers -of 
Aroostook county come to Bangor for their 
drinks, it may be safely assumed that Prohibition 
in Maine is a success beyond anything that “reg- 
ulation” in either New York or Chicago ever ap- 
proached. 

It is wholly unnecessary for readers who are 

Prohibitionists, and it ought not to be necessary 
for well-informed readers of any political belief, 
to point out that it is as well proved as anything 
can possibly be proved, that, through many years, 
the Prohibition policy in the state of Maine was 

a great success, and that even today, in spite of 
the neglect and malfeasance of public officers, it 
prevents the traffic in intoxicating liquors in by 
far the greater part of the state. 

Witnesses of Weight 
The state of Maine has produced a group of 

the greatest statesmen in American history. They 
have not been Prohibitionists, in the political 
sense of that term, and there has been no reason 

why their testimony upon the question should be 
biased. The views of a few of these may be 
recited here. 

William P. Frye, who has represented the 
state of Maine in the Senate of the United States, 
for many years, and who has been president pro \ 
tempore of that body, term, after term, said in 
1890 and again repeated in 1902: 

“The law is not a failure; it has been, on the 
other hand, a wonderful success.” 

In the same year Senator Eugene Hale said, 
and again confirmed in 1902: 

“Throughout the state generally the prohibi- 
ory lazu has driven out the grogshop, and while 

liquor is undoubtedly sold in the larger tozvns 
and cities, it is not done in an open zvay and the 
amount of liquor selling is smaller, even, in those 
larger tozvns a>id cities is much less than in cor 

responding places elsewhere.” 
Nelson Dingley, whose name is inseparably 

associated with the tariff legislation of the United 
States, said: 

"The policy of prohibiting dramshops in Maine 
has proved in every way promotive of our ma- 

terial and moral interests 
Vice-President Hannibal Hamlin said of the 

Prohibition law in Maine: 
“In the great good produced by the prohibitory 

law of Maine no man can doubt who has seen its 
results.” 

James G. Blaine said: 
“/ think the state has derived great advantage 

from its prohibitory law. / think that it is far 
richer and far better because of the law than it 
would have been without it.” 

It seems almost like the repubheation of the 
1 en Commandments to recite again how in the 

statistics of crime, of pauperism, of taxation and 
of bank deposits, Maine for years stood far in 
advance of almost every other state of the Union, 
in spite of the comparative poverty of her nat- 
ural advantages; how, even today, her savings 
bank deposits are far and away ahead of tfrer-^ 
savings banks deposits of the great and wealthy 
states of the Middle West, in spite of the fact 
that the people of Maine have invested, often with 
great loss, enormous sums of money in the west- 
ern states for years past. 

These things are part of American literature 
and of the history of the United States, and the 
Whisky Trust cannot remove them from the rec- 
ord or obscure their force. Well informed people 
are familiar with them. 

Sheriff Pearson’s Work 
The question of the possibility of enforcing 

Maine’s prohibitory law under modern conditions 
and of the results that would come from such 
enforcement, was definitely settled by the admin 
istration of Samuel F. Pearson, sheriff of Cum- 
berland county, in 1901 and 1902. Sheriff Pear- 
son was elected on the Prohibition party ticket, 
having been a member of that party from its first 
organization. He took office on January 1, 1901. 
with some three hundred law-breaking gin mills 
doing business in the city of Portland, with the 
officials of the city, county and state against him : 

with the influence of the United States govern- 
ment, so far as it could be exercised through the 
revenue service and the interstate commerce 
flfws, supporting the unlawful liquor dealers; 
with the express companies and the railroads 
allied with the outlaws. Within a year, con- 

ditions had ?o changed that he again and 

again offered a reward of $100 to any 
man who could find a single liquor-selling 
place doing business in the city of Portland or 

in Cumberland county—and the reward was nevcrvT 
claimed. In results the policy showed, just as 

the past history of Maine might have given ns 

reason to expect, more and better business along 
every legitimate line, greater prosperity among 
the grocers, the boot and shoe dealers and the 


