
DRINK TYRANNY IN RUSSIA 

The Czar’s Government Devoted to Perpetua- 
tion of Liquor Traffic for Revenue 

[From the Literary Digest.] 
Even temperance reform, it appears from the 

latest St. Petersburg papers, encounters the op- 
position of the Russian government. Every other 
live question being virtually barred from discus- 
sion in the Douma, the peasant Tchelysheff made 
a stirring speech on the ravages of drink in Rus- 
sia, and accused the government, amid the cheers 
of all sections of the deputies, of getting their 
revenue by poisoning the people. The Douma has 
taken the matter up and various schemes of re- 
form have been brought forward by the different 
groups. One plan proposes the appointment of a 
commission to consider ways and means of fight- 
ing alcoholism among the masses. In the upper 
council there is a resolution for the abolition of 
the government liquor monopoly or “dispensary 
system.” All parties blame the government for 
the steady increase in the consumption of liquor. 
The Riech says: 

“Remembering the traditional policy of the gov- 
ernment, noting that in our day forty per cent, of 
the petitions and decisions in favor of closing sa- 
loons have been ignored by the government; re- 

calling a recent ministerial circular which facili- 
tated the granting of liquor licenses, the conclu- 
sion is unavoidable that the great diffculty lies in 
the government’s interest in the revenue from 
drink, and, further, that no reform will be possi- 
ble so long as the budget is based on the ex- 

ploitation of a national vice.” 
The government monopoly of liquor is not uni- 

versal in Russia,- but where it exists the evil of 
drunkenness is just as grave as where licenses are 

granted to private persons. The monopoly was 
introduced over ten years ago as a temperance 
measure, and the ministerial declarations of that 
time have been read in the Douma to show how 
completely the scheme has failed. The govern- 
ment organized local boards to fight drunkenness, 
but even the Conservative press say that these 
boards, owing to bureucratic control, have proved 
worse than useless. Mr. Menshikoff writes in 
the Novoye Vremya (St. Petersburg) : 

s “These boards cost the government 4,000,000 
rubles a year, yet the consumption of liquor grows 
and grows. The rate of the increase of our popu- 
lation is one and one-half per cent, a year; the 
growth of liquor consumption is thirteen per cent. 
This is about the rate of the spread of fire and 
flood.Why retain the boards? Eight 
thousand schools could be maintained at the sum 

spent on them.” 
This writer asks whether the Douma will be 

as stupid and impotent as the government has 
been in dealing with the evil of drunkenness. 
Liberal members of the Parliament are demand- 
ing the abolition of these boards and the organ- 
ization of private temperance bodies, reading- 
rooms, tea-rooms, popular amusements, etc., to 
facilitate the fight against drink. But all recog- 
nize that the great question, in Russia, is that of 
abandoning liquor as a source of revenue. 

The minister of finance, in a speech in the upper 
house, denied that the government had encour- 

aged the sale of liquor for fiscal reasons, or that 
the bureaucracy had paralyzed the temperance 
boards. The increase in drunkenness he attrib- 
uted to “the revolution”—the disorder, the excite- 
ment, the unrest—and to other temporary causes. 
The deputies and editors, almost without excep- 
tion, ridicule that explanation as “official” and 
optimistic. The liberal view is that drink in 
Russia is a result of famine, misery, overtaxation, 
ignorance, and despair, and that the problem is 
in many ways connected with the land question 
and the question of fundamental, broad politico- 
social reform. 

My friends, you zvill do zvell and the best you 
can zvith it to empty this barrel of liquor on the 
ground as I threzv the little part of it out of my 
mouth. It is not on moral grounds alone that I 
am giving you this advice; but you are strong, 
healthy and rugged people. It is as ttue that 
you are so nozv that you cannot remain so if you 
indulge your appetite in alcoholic drinks. You 
cannot retain your health and strength if you 

f continue the habit, and zvhen you lose them, 
neither you nor your children are likely to regain 
them. As a good friend, zvithout counting the 
distress and zvreckage of mind, let me advise, 
that if you zvish to remain healthy and strong, 
you turn it azvay from your lips.—Abraham 
Lincoln to a group of farmers in early man- 

hood. 

THAT KNOXVILLE “FAILURE” 

How Prohibition Success Impresses the Peo- 

ple of That City—Newspapers on 

the Situation 

Knoxville, Tenn., February 15—(Special cor- 

respondence).—The representations made by a 

writer for the Chattanooga Times in his series of 
articles on the results of Prohibition in Knox- 
ville, receive another severe jolt in the statement 
and figures supplied by Chief of Police W. P. 
Chandler of this city, in an article published in 
the Knoxville Sentinel this evening. Among 
other things Mr. Chandler criticized the article 
published in the Times in that it did not attempt 
to give both sides of the question. The chief of 
police says: 

“The writer of these articles had free access 
to the records of the police department as well as 

those of the city recorder, the criminal court 
clerk and justices of the peace. He never asked 
me for a word or figure, but had he done so I 
would gladly have given them to him correctly. 

“In comparison for the three months just 
passed he could have learned the following: 

Total Druuk 
Arrests November, December and 

January, wet .1,045 649 
Arrests November, December and 

January, dry _. 594 296 

“On the books of the city comptroller just 
across the hall from that of the recorder he could 
have learned that Knoxville never in any one year 
received over $22,000 as liquor license and this, 
with the ad valorem, did not bring it up to $25,- 
000. He used the figures several times as being 
$60,000 loss of revenue. Any third grade boy in 
the Knoxville city schools could tell you that 112 
saloons paying $200 a year did not produce 
$60,000 revenue to the city. 

“Again, to illustrate the one sidedness of the 
write up, he speaks of the great reduction in real 
estate and the many empty houses. ... Signs 
were not hung out ‘For Rent’ on 112 buildings 
November 1, as stated. The fact' is, as many will 
recall, there were only about fifty saloons that 
ran through October and I would like for any 
man to point out as many as six business houses 
in Knoxville now for rent. 

“During the past month didn’t a former saloon 
man himself renew the lease on his building, a 

double one, for five years, at $500 a month? 
“Did not another former saloonist take a ninety- 

nine year lease on a Gay street corner store, a 

part of which was used as a saloon, but which 
was never vacant a day ? 

“The statement made by the Times that liquor 
was being sold in Knoxville was true. He said, 
however, that ‘it is reported that so and so can 

be bought here and there.’ He never said that he 

succeeded in getting any or that he saw any one 

else do so. Had he merely gone to the criminal 
court clerk’s office he could have gotten indisput- 
able facts and evidence that sales of liquor had 
been made since November 1. In this office he 
could have had the records of thirteen convictions 
and as many as fifteen other indictments. As 

many as six of the convictions came from the up- 
town soft drink stands. One place in particular, 
mentioned in the Times, where the branch express 
office is located, an employe stands convicted in 
two cases, one year sentence and $200 fine, and 
has appealed to the supreme court. In another, 
perhaps the largest, soft drink stand in Knoxville 
the proprietor and every employe is indicted from 
two to four times each.” 

Today the Knoxville Journal also, in answer to 

a correspondent who inquires whether the people 
of Knoxville would be willing to return to the 
open saloon, makes the following editorial state- 

ment : 

“The question is an easy one to answer. We 
emphatically say, no! We have not seen one who 
voted to prohibit the open saloon who has changed 
his mind, we have not heard of one. We do not 
believe any one else has heard of one, not one. 
Were it to do over again, the result would be the 
same as it was on the eleventh day of last March, 
the saloons are out and a large majority of the 
people of the city are glad they are out. The time 
may come when people’s minds will change; but 
that time has not come and there are no signs of 
its coming. 

“What have been the results? Liquors are still 

sold here, most of them from the outside and 
shipped here. This is not unexpected. There has 
not been a time within the memory of the oldest 
inhabitant when the laws regulating the liquor 
traffic have not been violated. They have been 
and are no doubt being violated here, every day 
perhaps; but there are no open saloons. When it 
is said that Prohibition has not prohibited, it is 
true in relation to some people; but it has prohib- 
ited the open saloon here, that will not be denied. 

“Knoxville never has had a better or more 
faithful police force than now. If there is one on 
the force who may be tempted to close his eyes to 
the unlawful sale of liquors in the city, he knows 
very well that, if he should, and if he should be 
found out, he would be out of a job just as soon 
as the board that has charge of such things could 
meet and take action. 

“There are fewer arrests being made by this 
faithful force for drunkenness, and disorder, as a 

result of drunkenness, than there have been for a 

score of years. There are fewer prisoners in the 
county jail. It is a much rarer thing than for- 
merly to see an intoxicated man on the streets or 

in a public place. These are some of the results. 
No, the people have seen nothing to change their 
minds. They are opposed to the open saloon and 
are not thinking of returning to it.” 

CHATTANOOGA’S POSITION 

Why Tennessee’s Gate City Serves the Liquor 
Interests 

Chattanooga, Tenn., February 15—(Special 
correspondence).—The stand in behalf of the 

liquor traffic which has been taken by the Times 
of this city, and the intense activity with which 
it is throwing itself into the fight, is perfectly 
natural when the situation is understood. Chat- 
tanooga, in spite of the fact that it contains a 

large percentage of most excellent people among 
its population, has for years been one of the 

worst saloon-cursed cities in the state of Ten- 
nessee. Occupying the position of railroad center 

that it does, with large stretches of no-license 
territory upon every side, it has been a distrib- 

uting point for liquor shipments and a point to 

which thousands of people have come for vicious 
indulgences. 

As a result, the liquor interests have practically 
ruled the city; have dictated the city’s morals, 
bossed the city government and run things gen- 

erally. In few southern cities has there been 

less of real sentiment in favor of civic decency at 

any point where the saloon and its allies were 

concerned. 
When Georgia was carried for Prohibition, 

Chattanooga found wide open to her a big, new 

field of profitable wickedness and promptly en- 

larged the borders of her vice tents. Georgia’s 
bad men came fleeing over the border; Georgia’s 
liquor firms came here and rented property and 
the sentiment of the conscienceless business of 
the city was that all this must be catered to 

“because it pays.” 
In view of all of this it is not surprising that 

the Times, which has always been a pro-liquor 
paper, should take up the big stick in behalf of 
the saloon. 

PLEDGE SIGNING CRUSADE 

Wide Plans of Work to be Carried Out From 
Boston 

Boston, Mass., February 3—(Special corre- 

spondence).—The executive committee of the 
Twentieth Century Pledge Signing Crusade is 
planning to make the present year one of un- 

precedented activity. The Hon. J. B. Lewis, who 
is president of the organization, is devoting him- 
self almost exclusively to this work and plans 
to conduct a more extensive campaign than ever 
before. Prof. John A. Nicholls has been se- 
cured as a field secretary and will campaign un- 
der the direction of the president. Professor 
Nicholls is widely known in Massachusetts, but 
for a year past has been working in the prov- 
ince of New Brunswick where he has met with 
great success, delivering more than three hun- 
dred addresses and arousing much enthusiasm. 


