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POST CARD CERTIFICATE 

Splendid Response to Commit- 
tee's Proposition to Secure 

Ten Thousand 
Subscribers * 

Chicago, 111., April 27, 1908. 
To all Prohibitionists: It will cheer 

all Prohibitionists everywhere to know that 
the proposition of the Extension Commit- 
tee for the National Prohibitionist to 

get 10,000 new subscribers for The National 
Prohibitionist is meeting with a gratifying 
response. 

It will be remembered that the announce- 

ment of twro weeks ago was that we would 
sell Post Card Certificates, each good for one 

new annual subscription, at sixty cents. 
From one end of the country to the other 
have come quick replies with checks en- 

closed to pay for the cards. 
Alfred L. Manierre of New York City sent 

bis check for $30.00 to pay for fifty; Henry 
Johnston, ex-mayor of Washington, N. J., 
elected as a Prohibitionist, also takes fifty 
cards; Captain K. W. Brown of Ames, Iowa, 

^did the same; Joel W. Brown of Jersey City, 
N. J., bought twenty cards, and Charles Eck- 
hart of Auburn, Ind., who had already con- 

tributed $350 to the establishment of The 
National Prohibitionist, sent a prompt order 
for ten cards. 

In announcing the plan I said that I had 
taken 100 of the cards and had turned in my 
check for $60 to pay for them. In my recent 

campaign in Ohio I disposed of the second 
hundred of the cards, making all together 
200 subscriptions which I have been able to 

get for the paper, since the announcement 
of the plan. 

No more important work than this can be 
done. It is most encouraging to read the 
letters from our people ordering the sub- 

scription cards and promising to help still 
more in getting additional subscribers. Have 

you done your part? 
The offer which our committee is making 

closes at once. If you intend to help, you 
should do so NOW. I will forward you one 

subscription certificate or card which is good 
for one new annual subscription for every 
sixty cents you send. Do not wait to get 
the subscribers, but send on your money at 

once and get cards which you can use at any 
time later on. 

Address all communications concerning 
.this to Oliver W. Stewart, 315 Dearborn St.. 

Chicago. Yours truly, 
Oliver W. Stewart, 

Chairman National Prohibitionist Exten- 
sion Committee. 

PROHIBITION WITH HALF A CHANCE 

Testimony From a Wide Field of the Success of the No°Saloon Policy Under 
the Disadvantages of Local Option Conditions 

In the natural enthusiasm of progressing reformers. Prohibitionists sometimes tell us 

how many millions of the people of the United States are “now living under Prohibition.” 
In point of fact, there is no such thing as real Prohibition—the kind of Prohibition that the 
Prohibition party tights for—in force anywhere in the United States. Under the best exe- 

cuted state laws and in far greater degree under the no-license policy in towns and counties, 
the protection afforded is but partial, and innumerable points of vantage still remain to the 
liquor traffic. It is not in any wair obligatory upo Prohibitionists to prove the success of 
state Prohibition in the hands of < arty officials i states that are surrounded by saloon 
territory. Still less can we be calle »n to defend uie workings of no-license under local 
option laws, where all the conditions that militate against the success of state Prohibition 
are a thousand times intensified. The National Prohibitionist refuses to accept anythii g 
that the American people have yet seen, as a fair test of the Prohibition policy. If Prohi- 
bition were a failure wherever already tried, the Prohibition theory would not be invalidated 
thereby. Yet, with far less than half a chance, under the most adverse conditions, the Pro- 
hibition policy, struggling with the handicaps imposed upon it in no-license towns and coun- 

ties and in Prohibition states, has everywhere given conclusive proof of the validity of the 
Prohibition principle. The various articles which follow, coming from a wide field, and rep- 
resenting a great variety of conditions, present valuable evidence upon this subject. It is 

worthy of mention that the number of such testimonials could be almost infinitely multi- 
plied. These are illustrations of a universal experience.—Editor’s Note. 

DRINK AND CRIME 

Remarkable Experience of Wet and Dry Coun- 
ties in Old Volunteer State 

Nashville, Tenn., April 24—(Special corre- 

spondence)—While the local Prohibition laws 
that have been and are in effect in the 
state of Tennessee have never produced wholly 
ideal conditions, and while the “jug trade” from 
the saloon cities of the state and from neigh- 
boring states has cursed the Prohibition towns 
of Tennessee and continues to do its villainous 
work, this state furnishes some marked illus- 
trations of the benefits of the no-saloon policy. 

Perhaps the most notable of these is the show- 
ing which is made concerning the commitment 
of prisoners to the state prison. Tennessee has 

ninety-six counties. Until recently twelve of 
these counties have been “wet,” while eighty- 
four have been “dry.” The recent “wave” has 
carried eight more of these counties into the 
“dry” column, but the figures which are about 
to be quoted refer to the time when the saloon 
was sanctioned in twelve counties of the state. 

In the years 1895-6, 1,350 prisoners were sent 
to the state prison in all Tennessee. Of these 
831 came from the TWELVE saloon counties and 

499 from the EIGHTY-FOUR Prohibition 
counties. 

The thought would flash into the reader’s 
mind that this was accounted for by the fact that 
the saloon counties contain the large cities, and, 
therefore, the greater population. This, how- 
ever, does not explain the case, for the twelve 
saloon counties had a population of only 601,623, 
against a population of 1,418,993 in the eighty- 
four counties. The table which follows will 
make this perfectly clear: 

“Dry” “Wet” 
Counties. Counties. 

Population .1,418,993 601,623 
State prisoners. 499 851 
Ratio .1 to 2,844 1 to 707 

Another highly interesting illustration is found 
in the state’s ledger of criminal accounts. In 
the year ending December 19, 1905, the state paid 
$159,866.90 criminal costs. Of this the twelve 
saloon counties received $77,965.63, or twelve 
cents and nine mills per capita, and the eighty- 
four “dry” counties received $81,901.27, or five 
cents and eight mills per capita. 

EIGHTEEN YEARS’ EXPERIENCE 

What No-License Has Done in Michigan’s 
One Long Dry County 

South Haven, Mich., April 25—(Special cor- 

respondence)—The city of South Haven is lo- 
cated in Van Buren county, which, in 1890, 
under the provisions of the Michigan county 
option law, voted out its saloons and has main- 
tained the local Prohibition policy ever since. 
In the recent spring elections the question of 
license was voted upon in fourteen counties of 
Michigan and a lengthy article signed by John 
Mackey, who was represented to have been three 
times mayor of South Haven, was published in 
the papers of the various counties and is now 

being copied in other states for its influence 
upon the Prohibition question in general. In 
that article the most startling statements are 

made concerning the “terrible results” of the 
no-license policy in Van Buren county and par- 
ticularly in South Haven. It is stated as a fact 
that the policy has been financially ruinous to 
this city, that the population has decreased, that 
drunkenness has increased, that the buildings of 
South Haven stand empty, that the city is over- 

whelmed with debt, while the attempts of the 
authorities to enforce the law pile up an addi- 
tional debt because of the cost, though the liquor 
business goes merrily on, ct cet., et cet. 

The fact that ten of the fourteen counties 
that voted upon the question voted for no-license, 
goes to show' that where the document was best 


