
THE NATIONAL CHAIRMAN'S BULLETIN 
Prohibition Friends Throughout America: 

In contrast with the liquor dealers’ millions, to date since January 1, 4,182 friends 
have contributed $30,055.38 to the Prohibition national fund, There is nothing dis- 

couraging in this record. Lt is cheering when compared with past years. But to ensure 

reaching the people and launching the great national revolution by ballot against the 
drink curse during this campaign, the committee needs and should have subscribed not 
less than $50,000 immediately. 

The committee is putting at work new field workers and organizers as rapidly as pos- 
sible. 

The educational work of the national committee is expanding daily. Never were the 
daily and secular weekly .press so friendly and so open to our message. But even the cost 
of reaching all who welcome our literature, news and plate service exceeds the committee’s 
means and increases as the demand for the service grows. 

Only one out of sixty voting Prohibitionists whose ballots were counted for Dr. 
Swallow in 1904 have subscribed to the national fund for 1908. 

We should have contributions or subscriptions at once from not less than one in ten 
sf these 250,000 voters. 

Here are the comparative records for the past four years. In the first place the sub- 
scriptions already received for 1908—January 1st to April 4th—amount to $30,055.38, or 

more than the total receipts for the year 1907. 
The subscriptions for the first three months of the years 1905, 6, 7 and 8 to our 

national fund show very plainly the increasing interest in our party and the cause it repre- 
sents. We have been making monthly reports during these years showing not only the 
number of subscribers up to date but the total amount subscribed. Referring to these 
reports we have these encouraging figures: 
January 1 to April 8, 1905. Number of subscribers.. 263 Amount subscribed $ 1,435.75 
January 1 to April 21, 1906. Number of subscribers.. 1,021 Amount subscribed 10,439.77 
January 1 to April 13, 1907. Number of subscribers. .2.076 Amount subscribed 15,256.83 
January 1 to April 4, 1908. Number of subscribers. .4.182 Amount subscribed 30,055.38 

While this is most gratifying, amounting to double that of last year and twenty times 
as much as in the same period in 1905, our present party growth and needs are even 

greater and as stated in our bulletin last week we ought to have our subscription list 
increased immediately to $50,000. 

Many thousands of friends of the Prohibition cause will read this report that have 
not yet subscribed. 

They will help to set the Prohibition wave rolling with ever increasing momentum if 

they will send on their subscriptions to the national committee to aid it in its work. 
Tn this connection a comparative study of the national committee’s subscriptions as 

regards relative amounts and the number of contributors is of special interest. The 
table given below shows the relative vote for Swallow and Carroll and the number of 
national contributors in the twentv leading states so far this year: 

Rank in Prohibition National 
Vote, 1904. 

1. Illinois ..34,779 
2. Pennsylvanit .33,717 
3. Indiana .23,496 
4. New York .20,776 
5. Ohio .19,339 
6. Michigan ...13,308 
7. Iowa .tl,601 
8. Wisconsin 9,770 
9. California 7.380 

10 Kansas .7,245 
11 Missouri 7,191 
12. New Jersey 6,838 
13. Kentucky.6,609 
14. Nebraska 6,323 
15. Minnesota 6,253 
16. West Virginia 4,413 
17. Massachusetts. 4,279 
18. Texas. 3,865 
19. Oregon 3,806 
20. Colorado 3,438 

Rank as to Number Contrib- 
utors 1908 Fund. 

1. Illinois .722 
2. Pennsylvania .621 
3. New York .591 
4. Indiana .495 
5. Michigan .280 
6. Wisconsin .252 
7. Iowa .176 
8. Ohio .164 
n. New Jersey .118 

10. California .102 
11. Connecticut 74 
12. Minnesota 66 
13. Massachusetts 65 
14. Washington 59 
15. Kansas 4n 

16. Missouri 40 
17. Nebraska 35 
18. Colorado 25 
19. Oregon 23 
20. Maryland 22 

Rank in Amount Sub- 
scribed to National 

Fund, 1908. 
1. Pennsylvania. 
2. New York. 
3. Illinois. 
4. Indiana. 
3. Connecticut. 
6. California. 
7. Michigan. 
8. Texas. 
9. Wisconsin. 

10. Ohio. 
11. New Jersey. 
12. Iowa. 
13. Washington. 
14. West Virginia. 
15. Massachusetts. 
16. Missouri. 
17. Minnesota. 
18. Nebraska. 
19. Kansas. 
20. Maryland. 

This table shows the striking fact, that only five states, Illinois. Indiana, New lork, 
Michigan and Wisconsin furnish more contributors to the national fund than two per- 
cent of their vote in 1004 for Dr. Swallow. 

Will vou not help the committee to secure the needed $50,000 at once, and at the 
same time aid your state in standing well up toward the head of this honor roll, or in 

keeping it there, if it is there now? 
Yours for Victory, 

Chairman Prohibition National Committee. 

MINNESOTA 

A Wonder-Story of Party Progress in North 

Star State 

[Editorial Correspondence.] 
A few days of campaigning in the North Star 

state have brought me face to face with an object 
lesson in Prohibition work and Prohibition 

progress that I believe it would do all the Pro- 
hibitionists who read this paper a vast amount 

of good to study. 
Of course we all know that Minnesota has 

been doing some remarkable work and has won 

some remarkable results in recent years, but there 

THE HON. GEORGE W. HIGGINS 

Member of Minnesota Legislature and State 
Chairman. 

is a difference between knowing that and seeing 
the men who did it at their work and feeling 
the swing of their advance toward even greater 
things. Possibly I can make it a little more real 

to some of you if I tell how it has impressed me. 

Let us begin with a bit of history. 
In 1902 Minnesota had about 4,000 Prohibition 

votes. That gave the state a very low rank 

among the states of the Union Prohibition-party- 
wise. But Minnesota had within the party and 
upon her state committee some of the bravest, 
most loyal, most brainy and most get-therative 
men in the whole party. I suppose it would be 
telling an open secret to say that the idea of a 

great advance which came in 1902 originated in 
the head of W. G. Calderwood, then as now 

the party’s state secretary and now the secre- 

tary of the national committee also. In any 
event the state committee came to the belief that 
a great advance was possible and to the deter- 
mination to make the advance. 

A new plan was adopted. To ask the people 
to make a special rally to elect a Prohibition 
governor would seem to many to present a too 
far off, unattainable end. To attempt to conduct 
special campaigns for full county and local tick 
ets would be to necessitate far more complete 
organization than the party could command in 
many parts of the state and would involve, under 
the election laws of Minnesota, expense that 
could hardly be met. 

It was determined to make the fight chiefly 
upon legislative candidates—not to trade, nor 

deal, nor fuse, but to throw all possible energy 


