
lower death rate from alcoholism than the license 
states of the same area. The general aggregate 
average was 6.6 for every one hundred thousand 

>°f^the population. The highest rate was in Rhode 
Tsiand, where it reached 10.5. Massachusetts had 
a rate of 6.8, while Maine, New Hampshire and 
Vermont ranged respectively at 2.2, 2.2, and 3.2. 
The table which appears herewith gives the av- 

erage in detail. 
Mr. Gilmore has simply been guilty of an at- 

tempt to bolster his position by deliberately de- 
ceiving the American people regarding this im- 
portant phase of the question upon which he 
assumes to instruct them. He stands, in this par- 
ticular, at least, very close to the position of a 

convicted liar. 

The next table, which Mr. Gilmore gives in an 

attempt to prove that there are more liquor deal- 
ers in Prohibition states than in license states, 
is little less than a masterpiece. It were shame- 
ful to withhold from it the tribute of hearty 
admiration. 

Yet it can hardly fail to suggest itself to the 
reader that these people who are paraded as 

liquor-sellers in Kansas, Maine and North Da- 
kota, are a very different sort of creature from 
the liquor-sellers of the average license state, 
skulking—the greater part of them—in cellars 
and backrooms, constantly in peril from the of- 
ficers of the law and frequently carrying on their 
business only a few weeks before they begin to 

serve a term in jail. Far different creatures they 
are from the proprietors of the palace gin mills 
of New York or Chicago, who pay their license 
fees and fear not God nor regard man. 

The reader will also wonder why Mr. Gilmore 
takes so much pains to show us the inherent law- 

breaking character of the liquor-seller and to call 
to our attention the fact that the men who would 
be the licensed dealers of Kansas, Maine and 

^ North Dakota, if those states had license laws, the 
fellow craftsmen of Mr. Gilmore and the licensed 
dealers of the license states, in Kansas, Maine 
and North Dakota, are lawbreakers. 

The discriminating reader, too, will be a little 
surprised at Mr. Gilmore’s list of license states. 
In it appears Arkansas, Alabama, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, Vermont and West Virginia, states from 
which, to the knowledge of everybody, the saloon 
has been, in considerable part, driven by the ad- 
ministration of local Prohibition. Why doesn’t 
Mr. Gilmore take New York and Ohio and In- 
diana and Illinois? 

But let us examine the situation. 
It is true that in Kansas in the year 1905, under 

the administration of forsworn Republican of- 
ficials, paid not to enforce the prohibitory law, 
there was one man or woman trying to break that 
law and paying the United States government 
for its participation in the crime—one such man 

or woman to every 428 of the population. But 
cross the line into Nebraska and what are the 

facts? In that state we find one man or wontan 
in every 411 of the population holding the per- 
mit of the United States government to sell in- 

toxicating liquors, and by far the greater part of 
them holding the authorization of the state of 
Nebraska to prosecute the business, and operat- 
ing without fear of the consequences, openly and 
to the knowledge of everybody. 

Cross into Missouri and vve find one licensed 

retail liquor dealer, holding the authorization of 

the United States government, for every 305 of 
the population, and by far the greater part ol 

them also authorized by the state and operating 
^ without let or hindrance. 

It is true, too, that in Maine, in the year 1905, 
there was one man or woman, in a backroom or 

a kitchen or a basement, with more or less of 

subterfuge, conniving with anarchistic officials, 
trying to break the Prohibition law of the state— 

one such man or woman for every 661 of the 
population. 

But make the little journey to Massachusetts, 
and one such man or woman is found for every 
588 of the population, the greater part of them 
operating with the greatest openness and with 
every sanction of the law. 

Go on to Rhode Island and we find one such 
man or woman for every 223 of the population. 
Go on to Connecticut and we find one such man 

or woman for every 268 of the population. 
Why did not Mr. Gilmore take these states into 

consideration ? 
Let us also visit New York, which already has, 

so far as the statute can make it, pretty nearly a 

“model license law.” The state of New York had 
in the Census year, 1900, which must be the basis 
of our computation in this state, as in other 
states, a population of 7,268,894. In the year 1905 
the state licensed 26,347 people to sell intoxicating 
liquors, or one lawful liquor seller for every 275 
of the population of the state. 

But it may interest Mr. Gilmore to learn that, 
in addition to these lawful liquor dealers, licensed 
by the state, there were 7,731 bootleggers, com- 

rades and fellow workers of those bootleggers of 
Maine, operating in the state of New York, or 

one unlawful liquor-seller for every 942 of the 

population, in addition to the one lawful liquor- 
seller for every 276 of the population. 
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There is an illustration that may help Mr. 
Gilmore to appreciate the situation a little more 

clearly. If the state of Maine were cut up into 
blocks of equal size, to accommodate each of the 
would-be liquor sellers of the state, each holder of 
a “United States license” would find himself operat- 
ing over a block covering twenty-eight square 
miles, or, to say it in another way, there is one 
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twenty-eighth part of an unlawful liquor-seller 
upon every square mile of the state of Maine. 

Come now to New York and we find that, if 
the state were cut into sections for the lawful 
liquor dealers, each one would find himself oper- 
ating over only 1.8 square miles, while upon every 

section of the size of six square miles, there 
would be, in addition, an unlawful liquor seller. 

To make the illustration a little mort tangi- 
ble: If a section of the state of Maine five miles 
square be taken, there will be found upon that 
twenty-five square miles, twenty-five twenty- 
eighths of one of Maine’s poor, skulking wretches 
who try to sell liquor. If a section of the same 
size of the Empire State be taken, there will be 
found upon that twenty-five square miles four- 
teen defiant liquor-sellers glorying in their con- 
tribution to the revenues of the great state, and 
with them four bootleggers. In other words, a 

given section of territory in the state of New 
York has four times as many bootleggers as can 
be found upon a similar section in the state of 
Maine, in addition to its army of lawful liquor 
sellers. 

A comparison between Maine and one other 
license state may, perhaps, be profitably made. 
The state of Ohio might make some claim to have 
a “model license law.” In 1905 Ohio had 12,880 
lawful liquor sellers. In addition it had 6,379 
bootleggers paying the United States revenue, and 
more or less successfully violating the laws of 
the state of Ohio. 

In other words, on the average five-miles-square 
piece of Ohio’s territory, there were eight liquor 
sellers holding the authorization of the great and 
good Buckeye State to poison their fellowmen, 
and four “despicable creatures” poisoning their 
fellowmen without the authorization ot the state. 

Let us now see what can be learned from oh 

serving Mr. Gilmore’s figures with regard to 

North Dakota. It is true that in the year 1905 
one man or woman for every 241 people in the 
state of North Dakota was enough interested in 
an attempt to violate the prohibitory law of that 
state to believe it to be worth while to pay the 
United States retail liquor dealer’s tax. 

But why does not Mr. Gilmore tell us that just 
across the line, in Montana, where there is no 

prohibitory law, with its “pernicious influence,” 
there was one liquor seller paying the United 
States tax for every 108 people in the state, while 
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in Wyoming there was one liquor seller for every 
145 people in the state. 

By this time we may begin to guess that Mr. 
Gilmore knows how to build statistical tables to 
show what he wants to show. 

* * * * 

Mr. Gilmore’s philosophical remarks concern- 

ing prosperity and population are interesting and 
will doubtless be very convincing to the barroom 
loafers who read them. 

But what are the facts ? 
It is true that Maine, like some of the other 

eastern states, has not grown largely in population. 
Tts natural resources are small, and it has sent 
its young men and women by the hundreds of 
thousands to settle the great West. Today Maine 
ranks only thirteenth in population among the 
states of the Union, but there are only six states 
in the Union that outrank her in the total amount 


