
understood and the most opportunity given for 

refutation, it was not generally believed, but in 

the country at large it will not improbably prove 

a somewhat valuable exhibit for the liquor in- 

terests On that account a review of its state- 

ments and an examination .of its authenticity 
may be desirable. 

Perhaps the first question to be considered is 

the character and standing of the author, John 
Mackey. In the introduction to the article in 

question Mr. Mackey is represented as having 
been “three times mayor of South Haven.” 

That statement is untruthful. In the old days, 
when South Haven was a village, John Mackey 
was village president. Since it became a city 
lie has not been mayor. 1 he man s personal 

history is unfortunate. Thirty or thirty-five 
years ago he was recognized as one of the in- 

telligent, industrious young men of South Haven. 

He was a clerk in various stores in the town 

and saved money and later went into business 

for himself, built up a large trade and became 

wealthy. But for ten years past he has been 

recognized as one of the hardest drinkers of 

the city and has deteriorated in every respect. 
His business still continues to be successful, but 

it is because of the attention given to it by 
others. From the beginning of the no-license 

policy he has been a persistent and aggressive 
opponent thereof and a champion of the liquor 
business. When the saloons went out he was 

one of the chief organizers of the “Battle Axe 

club,” a private-locker drinking concern, patron- 
ized by the moneyed boozers of the city. A 

look at the man in his present condition would 

be, perhaps, the best answer that could be given 
to his statements concerning the results of the 

no-saloon policy. Even his friends admit with 

sorrow' that he is “always in liquor.” 
A striking commentary upon the history of 

Prohibition in Van Buren county is the fact 

that when the friends of the liquor traffic last 

attempted to secure a vote for the purpose of re- 

storing the saloon they were able, out of the 

something like eight thousand voters of the 

county, to find only 787 voters who would sign 
the necessary petition for the calling of an elec- 

tion. 
In the old saloon-license days boutti rtaven 

was one of the most besotted of the lake ports 
and. lumber towns on the Lake Michigan shore. 

Otlt* btdck of the main street of the village was 

not considered safe for a decent woman to 

pass even at midday. It is on record here that 

one of the ministers who came to one of the 

churches here at that time, counted twelve 

drunken men in front of that block the first 

time he went down the street, one of the men 

lying prone on the sidewalk so that pedestrians 
had to go into the street to pass him. In those 

davs there was practically no attempt to arrest 

drunken men. The saloonkeepers owned the 

town and the drunks were the recognized output 
of their business. 

In Mr. Mackey’s article, which is under criti- 

cism, the statement is made that the no-license 

policy has resulted in great increase of public 
drunkenness and he gives what he would have 

his readers understand to be a statement of the 
official figures upon that subject. He says: 

"During 1888 and 1SS9, the last two years of 

license with wide-open saloons, there were seven 

prosecutions for drunk and disorderly persons, 

and in 1907 there were 221 arrests for drunken- 

ness.” 
Mr. Mackey perfectly well knows that in 1888 

and 1889 there was no attempt made to arrest 

drunken persons so long as they refrained from 

such violence as would make their presence in 

the street absolutely dangerous. Mr. Mackey 
further knows that the records are defective 

for 1888 and that there are no records for 1889, 

and that the number of arrests which he re- 

ports is a mere fraction of the number of actual 

arrests for drunkenness by saloon-owned offi- 

cials, forced to act because of the atrocious 
behavior of the drunken men. In this particular 
Mr. Mackey shows himself just as honest as the 
a\ erage saloon advocate. 

There are years of the license period for which 
the records are to be found and by comparison 
it appears that in the three years, 1882, ’83, ’84. 
116 men were in jail here for drunkenness; in 

the three years 1892, ’93, ’94, under no-license, 
there were only forty-seven. 

Regarding arrests at the present time, this is 
to be said: The lake boats which bring armies 

of excursionists here from Chicago through the 

summer months, all sell liquor and turn hosts 
of drunken men and men with bottles of liquor 
loose upon our streets. It is the policy of the 
city government to arrest all drunken men, and 
as a result during the summer months a large 
number of arrests for drunkenness are made. 
In 1905 one hundred and thirty-seven arrests for 

drunkenness were made in tne city. Ut these 

ninety-one were made during the four months, 
June, July, August and September. In 1906 

eighty-nine arrests were made; in 1907, sixty- 
three; and in January, February and March of 
IC/08, during which months we have had no ex- 

cursion boats dumping drunks upon our docks, 
there have been only eight arrests for drunken- 
ness. 

Speaking of the excursion business, it is worth 
while to note that there is growing to be a 

marked difference between the character of the 
excursionists and permanent summer visitors 
who come to South Haven and those who go 
to saloon towns along the lake. The mayor of 
Benton Harbor declared a little while ago that 
this town gets the respectable people and Benton 
Harbor, with its saloons, gets the “bums.” 

In the matter of crime and general public 
disorder, Van Buren county makes a very credit- 
able showing as compared w'ith other neighboring 
counties. In five years Berrien county sent one 

prisoner to jail for every twenty-nine of the 
population; Barry county one for every twenty- 
five ; Cass county one for every twenty-two; 
Kalamazoo county one for every seven, but Van 
Buren only one for every forty-five. In five 
years Berrien county sent one for every 465 
of its population to some state penal institution; 
Allegan one for every 357; Kalamazoo one for 

every i.65; Van Suren otie for evei^r 624; 
Mr. Mackey’s assertions cortceirtthlg the sale 

of liquor in drug stores in Van Buren county 
are equally misleading. Unquestionably there is 
some pernicious sale of liquor in drug stores, 
but under the law every drug store is required 
every Monday to file with the county attorney a 

sworn statement of all its sales of liquor, 
showing purchasers, purpose of sales and 
amounts. There are in the whole county of Van 
Buren only twenty-seven drug stores, four of 
which do not sell liquor even as a medicine, and 
the average sales of liquor in the drug stores 

through the whole county reached nine per day 
for each drug store. 

Contrary to the statement of Mr. Mackey, the 
county has not been impoverished by attempts 
to enforce the no-license law. In eighteen years 
there have been 250 prosecutions, resulting in 
164 convictions, and in fines and costs there 

have been paid in to the county treasury $18,400. 
Deducting all expenses, a clear “profit” of $12,000 
is shown. 

Mr. Mackey’s attempt to represent the city of 
South Ilaven as a desert of unoccupied build- 
ings, because of its lack of saloons, is as truth- 
ful as his other representations. There are at 

the present moment some buildings standing va- 

cant in South Haven. Many of them are build- 

ings which have been left vacant by their former 

occupants upon removal to better quarters, and 
all of them will be fully occupied as soon as the 
resort season opens. In a city that makes large 

provision for summer visitors it is inevitable that 
during the winter season there should be some 

unoccupied places. 
During the no-license period both Van Buren 

county and the city of South Haven have gfas&uv 
largely in population. The bank deposits have 't 

increased from $71,000 in 1890 to $663,000 in 

1908; the assessed valuation from $630,000 to 

$1,785,000. In spite of the fact that in 1906 a 

heavy frost killed a million peach trees in the 
South Haven fruit district, real estate values 
have maintained themselves at a high figure 
and the bank deposits today are $14,000 greater 
than two years ago. The cost of outdoor poor 
relief has decreased thirty-seven percent in 

eighteen years. During the past hard winter 
South Haven, with no private charity agencies 
in operation, has had only fifteen families apply 
for relief and the total amount called for has 
reached $289.38. In the meantime the saloon 
c'ty of Kalamazoo, with eight times South 
Haven's population, has supported six hundred 
families at public expense, to say nothing of 
the relief furnished by the Salvation Army and 
other benevolent organizations. 

One statement"1 made by Mr. Mackey has the 
color of truth at first sight, to-wit: The city is 
badly in debt. 

The city is in debt; but how did it become so ? 

By reckless and prodigal expenditures for pub- 
lic improvements. Within sixteen years South 
Haven has established waterworks, electric light 
plant, a complete sewer system, a public park, 
has laid three and a half miles of pavement or 

macadam and a dozen miles of cement sidewalk, 
and has built a piano factory at public expense. 
By no means all of this work has been done 
wisely or economically. 

The public debt of the city of South Haven 
is in the neighborhood of $225,000. If, during 
the eighteen years that South Haven has enjoyed 
the no-license policy, it had maintained, say, ten 
saloons, sharing half and half with the county"^ 
the $500 license fee, the saloons would have 
paid into the city treasury substantially one- 
fifth of the present debt, but the people of South 
Haven, would have paid to the saloons, at the 
lowest possible calculation, at least $1,500,000. 

AN OFFICIAL TESTIMONIAL 

Trustees of Winters, California, Tell of Good 
Results of Four Years of No Saloons 

Winters, Calif., April 18—(Special corre- 

spondence)—This town, situated in Yolo county, 
has tried the Prohibition policy, so far as it can 

be experienced by local option, for almost four 
years, and the following is a careful statement 
of the results, made by the city officials and 

published by them in the California press during 
the past few days in view of the local option 
elections which have been pending: 

To Whom It May Concern—Greeting: 1 
hereby certify that the town of Winters, Yolo 
county, California, has had Prohibition for nearly 
four years, with the following results: 

(1) That the buildings formerly occupied as 
saloons were taken for other lines of business 
as soon as they could be put in order; (2) that 
real estate and rental values have greatly ad- 
vanced; (3) that there are no vacant dwelling 
houses in the town; (4) that the two principal 
merchants of Winters have moved into new 
and larger quarters, and have more than doubled 
their capacity for business; (5) that the follow- 
ing additional places of business have been opened 
since the saloons closed: Electric lights, four 
new stores, one bank, one meat market, one livery 
stable, one newspaper plant and office, one shoe 
shop, one blacksmith shop, one barber shop, one 

cannery, one restaurant and one creamery 
ice plant; (6) that business has not been driven 
away, but on the other hand the volume of busi- 
ness has steadily increased; (7) that for the 
four-years of Prohibition the town has been 
practically free from tramps and hobos; (8) that 
the town has been void of tin-horn gamblers 
and dope-fiends, and that gambling in the town 


