
various states in the following proportion to pop- 
ulation in 1905: 

PROHIBITION STATES 

Kansas.1 license for every 428 of population 
Maine.1 license for every (361 of population 
N. Dakota.. .1 license for every 241 of population 

LICENSE STATES 

Arkansas .1 for every 921 
* Alabama .1 for every 833 

Delaware .1 for every 421 
Florida .1 for every 566 
Georgia .1 for every 1271 
Kentucky .1 for every 494 
Massachusetts .1 for every 588 
Mississippi.1 for every 2913 
Missouri.I for every 305 
Nebraska .1 for every 411 
New Hampshire.I for every 385 
North Carolina.1 for every 2260 
Oklahoma .1 for every 350 
South Dakota .1 for every 302 
Texas .1 for every 927 
Virginia .1 for every 794 
Vermont.1 for every 970 
I Vest Virginia .1 for every 433 

In the three Prohibition states named the av- 

erage is one liquor dealer for every 428 of popula- 
tion, and in nineteen license states named the 
average is one liquor dealer for every 611 of 
population. According to these figures, if Ken- 
tucky should become a Prohibition state there 
would be a liquor dealer for every 346 of popula- 
tion instead of one for every 494 of population, 
as under the license system. The same law of 
proportion would increase the death rate (from 
alcoholism) from 1.68 to 2.48 for every 100,000 of 
population if Prohibition should be adopted in 
Kentucky. The government’s census reports 
show that in the license states of Alabama, In- 
diana, Kentucky, Missouri, Nebraska, Oregon, 
Texas, Tennessee, West Virginia the death rate 
from alcoholism decreased thirty-four percent in 
the twenty years prior to 1900. The same reports 
show that in the same period of time the death 
rate from alcoholism in the Prohibition states in- 
creased fifty-three percent. It is clear that not 
only is the number of liquor dealers increased 
under Prohibition, but that the fatal inebriety is 
also increased. 

What has the community to hope for in the zvay 
of increased prosperity? Increase in prosperity 
may be gauged by the increase in population. 
Maine is the oldest Prohibition state. Its popu- 
lation in 1860 was 21.2 to the square mile; thirty 
years later it was 21.7. Kansas is a typical Pro- 
hibition state. From 1S90 to 1900 its population 
increased from 1,427,095 to 1,470,495; bctxoeen 
1888 and 1890 the population of this fertile state 
decreased 90,000. Such figures blight the hope of 
financial advancement. 

What hope is there for fulfillment of the prom- 
ise of peace and good demeanor under Prohibi- 
tion? 

The St. Paul Record, a large and influential 
newspaper, has compiled the jail records of the 
state of Maine and of an area in Minnesota (o 
license state) equal in territory and population. 
The jail record for 1907 is as follozvs: 

In Maine county jails, 5769. 
In Minnesota county jails, 1489. 
Drunks in Maine jails, 2934. 
Drunks in Minnesota jails, 605. 
Blind piggers (illicit sellers) in Maine jails, 

441. 
Blind piggers (illicit sellers) in Minnesota jails, 

25. 
Women in Maine jails, 207. 
Women in Minnesota jails, 49. 
Maine pays for jailbirds’ board, $50,000. 
Minnesota pays for jailbirds’ board, $18,000. 
Maine’s license revenue, nothing. 
Minnesota’s license revenue, $730,000. 
In summing up we find that Prohibition has 

been denounced by the ablest statesmen of Amer- 
ica : 

That it increases the number of liquor dealers; 
That it increases the number of deaths from 

drunkenness ; 
That it increases the amount of crime; 
That it stagnates the state and prevents pros- 

perity and normal growth in population; 
That it brings the law into contempt and cor- 

rupts public servants; 
That it deprives the state of large revenue with- 

out conferring any benefit to off-set the loss. 
Having started out with the admission that the 

present system is defective, and having failed to 
find any hope of relief by means of Prohibition, 
the question (vises, What is to be done? 

The National Model License League suggests a 

solution that should appeal to every zvell-regulatcd 
mind. 

The solution is based on knowledge of human 
nature. Give the retail liquor dealer a license 
free from the influence of politics and make the 
life of a license dependent on the obedience of 
the holder to all of the lazvs of society. If the 
license holder violates the laws, take azvay his 
license by means of a lazv so framed that the 
court has no choice but to suspend the license 
upon the retailer’s first conviction of any offense 
and to cancel it upon second conviction. Such a 

law would make it more profitable to obey than 
to disobey the law and the law zvould be obeyed. 
Violation of the lazv is more profitable than obedi- 
ence under the present system in many states, 
and is far more so under Prohibition. 

THE NATIONAL MODEL LICENSE 
LEAGUE. 

By T. M. GILMORE, President. 

A "MODEL” OF MISREPRESENTATION 

Critical Review of the National Model License League’s Address 
to American Voters 

By the Editor of The National Prohibitionist 

special authorities consulted: U. S. Census, 1900; Report of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
1905; U. S. Census Bulletins, Repon State Commissioner of Excise, Nero York, 1905. 

It may be proper to begin this study of the 
Model License League’s address with a moment’s 
consideration of the character and composition 
of that organization. The Model License League 
is confessedly an attempt upon the part of liquor 
dealers to reform the saloon into something which 
the American people will be willing to tolerate a 

little longer. Its reason for existence is the un- 

speakably bad character of the saloon as it today 
is operated. In the Model License League the 

liquor business stands before us in the attitude 
of a disreputable, whose undesirable character has 

been so clearly demonstrated that he has no claim 
to further lease of life, save upon the plea of 
reformation—a plea which he has made a thou- 
sand times before and a thousand times repudiated 
when he saw the execution halter a little removed 

from his graceless neck. 
Mr. Gilmore is constrained to admit, in the 

outset of his address, that “the lawless saloon is 

a fruitful source of human wretchedness.’’ 

Frankness would demand of him the further ad- 
mission that there is no such thing as a law- 
abiding saloon; that the liquor traffic’s violation 
of regulative legislation is the most notorious fact 
of American life. Candor would still further de- 
mand the admission that, were every regulative 
provision of the most careful license law ever 

enacted, scrupulously observed, there would be 
left abundant opportunity for the creation of the 
drink appetite and habit, for the debauchery of 

character, the dissipation of wealth and the ruin 
of homes—those things that go to make up "hu- 
man wretchedness.” 

* * * * 

Mr. Gilmore opens his document with what he 

evidently intended to be an imposing array of quo- 
tations. He gives us certain view's, attributed to 
President Eliot, Abraham Lincoln, General Grant, 
John Quincy Adams, Thomas Jefferson and Jef- 
ferson Davis. Were all of these utterances per- 
tinent and authentic, they would still lack some- 

what of being conclusive, but even that condition 
is not fulfilled. Abraham Lincoln never used the 
language attributed to him. The most careful 
students of his life and writings repudiate the 
passage utterly. It is found in the pages of no^W 
reputable book, magazine or paper. No date or 

^ 

place is affixed to it. It first saw light on a liquor 
poster designed to influence the colored vote in 
Atlanta in 1887. Every recorded word of Lin- 
coln is upon the other side of the discussion. 

The other quotations are of little weight in the 
premises. President Eliot’s attempt to charge 
Prohibition law with the responsibility for the 
rascality of the old party officials, who Have tailed 
to enforce it, falls flat. Grant’s views about to- 
bacco reveal an unfortunate side of his character 
and nothing more. Adams and Jefferson say 
nothing that really bears upon the case, and lived 
in a time when the American saloon and Ameri- 
can saloon-made politics were unknown and un- 

foreseeable. The recalling of the toolish words 
that Jefferson Davis uttered in an embittered old 
age, is regrettable, but has no bearing upon the 
question at issue. 

The reader will hardly fail to remember how- 
easy it would be, over against these things, to put 
the words of McKinley and of Frye and of Wil- 
son and of Windoni, and of scores of men, living 
and dead, wrho have been great in American pub- 
lic life. 

The table which Mr. Gilmore introduces, to 
show that more people die from drunkenness in 
Prohibition states than in license states, is an 

exhibit of which it is hard to speak properly 
without the employment of harsh sounding lan- 

guage. It is not enough to indulge in the old 
humorous remark that “though figures can’t lie, 
liars can figure,” for the case is beyond humor. 
This table simply shows deliberate, wilful and 
premeditated falsification of facts. If that is a 

more polite way of saying that Mr. Gilmore is a 

deliberate liar, than to employ the Saxon terms, J 

Mr. Gilmore is welcome to the advantage of the 

phraseology. 
To understand the situation, it needs to be 

known that, in taking the Census of 1900, the 

Census Bureau had certain states which it des- 

ignated as “registration states.” In these states 

it had access to the official vital statistics which 
were prepared upon a uniform plan, and thus gave 
some tangible basis for the study of the questions 
involved. The registration states in which alco- 
holism was studied were Connecticut, District of 

Columbia, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, New 

Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Rhode 
Island and Vermont. It will be noted that this 
list includes the three Prohibition states which 
Mr. Gilmore puts in his table. It does not in- 
clude the license states which Mr. Gilmore pre- 
sents. They lay outside the registration area 

and such information as was obtained concern- 

ing them was fragmentary and not of particular 
value. In the registration states the informa- 
tion, though incomplete, from the necessities of 

the case, since deaths from alcoholism are seldom 

correctly reported, was upon a fixed basis, and 
afforded some ground for study. 

TABLE SHOWING DEATHS FROM ALCO- 
HOLISM PER 100,000. 

[From the Census of 1900.] 
State Total Males Females 

Maine 2.2 3.4 0.9 
New Hampshire 2.2 3.9 0.5 
Vermont 3.2 5.7 0.6 
Connecticut 7.5 11.6 3.3 
Massachusetts G.8 10.6 3.2 
Michigan 3.5 6.4 0.4 
New Jersey 5.3 8.9 1.8 
New York 8.4 13.3 3.5 
Rhode Island 10.5 15.2 6.0 
District of Columbia. 7.2 13.6 1.4 

The showing of this Census, as presented in the 
very table from which Mr. Gilmore must have 
taken his figures, is that the three Prohibition 
states of the registration area, Maine, New 

Hampshire and Vermont, presented a surprisingly 


