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THE PLOTTING CONGRESS 

Republican Politicians Trying to Please the 

Temperance Voter with a Law that 
Won’t Hurt the Traffic 

Washington, D. C, May 1—(Special corre- 

spondence)—It may now be accepted as prac- 

tically certain that the present Congress will do 

absolutely nothing in response to the demand 
which has been addressed to it from all parts of 

the country for some legislation for the protection 
of Prohibition territory. 

As the law now stands the Prohibition statutes 

of the various states of the Union and the laws 
which enable the people of localities to prohibit 
the sale of liquor in the towns and counties are in 

large part rendered nugatory by the various forms 
of the “jug trade.” Under the protection of the 

federal inter-state commerce law, liquor dealers in 

license states, and in the license cities of those 
states which are largely covered by local Prohibi- 
tion. ship their wares into “dry” territory and the 
traffic is protected in all cases until the goods have 

passed into the hands of a retail dealer and in 

some cases until the dealer makes, or attempts 
to make, an unlawful sale. 

For years past there have been bills before Con- 

^qress looking to such modification of the federal 
laws as would protect the people from this traffic, 
but strangulation in the committee room has been 
their almost uniform fate. At the present time it 

is well known that, if a bill embodying the neces- 

sary provisions to protect Prohibition territory 
could be brought before the House, it would be 
certain of passage and would probably also pass 
in the Senate, but these bills have been referred 
to committees which had been “fixed” by Speaker 
Cannon and up to the present time nothing has 
been allowed to come before the House. 

Just now the leading Republican members of 
Congress are almost in a panic for fear that it 
will be necessary to adjourn before they can doctor 
up some clever scheme of fooling the temperance 
people without hurting the liquor interests, and 
upon such a scheme all effort will be concentrated 
in the days to come. The plan of the Republican 
leaders is to frame some law which will sound 
good and mean not much of anything, and not in 
any material way interfere with the liquor busi- 
ness, and pass it with a great hurrah, so that the 
Republican Congressmen can go back to their 
constituencies and “point with pride” to what has 
been accomplished, while the bosses can “make 
good” with the liquor interests. 

The so-called Knox bill, which is now on the 
Senate calendar, is the result of this scheme. It 
gets its name from Senator Knox of Pennsylvania 
and, as would be expected from its authorship, is 
so full of holes that you could “drive a dozen 
span of horses through it” at almost any point 
and, if it should be passed, would leave the “jug 
trade” practically untouched. 

In Stoddard county, Missouri, when we had 
$15,000 a year from the saloons, our criminal 
court cost us from $20,000 to $22,000 a year. 
Now, under local option Prohibition, the cost is 
about $1,700 a year.—Judge Fort. 

LIES ACROSS THE SEAS 

How the Poison Sellers of Europe Are Using the Mendacious Fakes 
of American Saloonatics to Fortify Their Wicked 

Trade—The Maine-Minnesota Fraud 

A STATISTICAL STUDY 
For some months the liquor papers and those 

daily papers which admit disguised liquor dealers’ 
advertisements to their columns “for revenue 

only,” have been spreading before the country a 

pretended comparison of the criminal records of 

the states of Maine and Minnesota, to the disad 

vantage of Maine and the supposed discrediting 
of the Prohibition principle and policy. This mat- 

ter has seemed important enough to the liquor 
interests that it has been translated into foreign 
languages and has been published in Europe and 

is at the present moment making the rounds of 

the European press. As it appears in a bulletin 

issued by the Wine Merchants Association of 

Switzerland, under date of March 28, the docu- 
ment reads (the translation is made by Professor 
J. G. Evert, the corresponding secretary of the 
"Bureau International contre l’Alcoolisme”) : 

The Results of Prohibitory Legislation! 
[Schweiser Wcinseitung, March 28, 1908.] 

The American and European abstainers are ac- 
customed to point to the state of Maine, when 
speaking of the blessings of Prohibition. The fol- 
lowing figures, which are taken from the official 
statistics, will serve to throw some light on the 
assertions of these people. In the year 1907 there 
were 5,769 inmates in the prisons of Maine. In 
Minesota, which has three times as great a popu- 
lation and no prohibitory legislation whatever, 
there were only 1,489. There were 207 female 
prisoners in Maine, and 49 in Minnesota. Maine 
paid $50,000 for the maintenance of its prisons, 
Minnesota $18,000. In Maine there were 2,928 ar- 
rests for drunkenness, in Minnesota 605. In 
Maine, 441 dives had to be closed, in Minnesota 
25. Here we see what prohibitory legislation 
leads to! 

At first it was almost impossible to identify the 
source of the figures which are given in this pre- 
tended piece of statistics. As regards Maine, it 

seems probable that the compiler had access to the 
official statistics of that state before the same 

were published to the general public and copied 
an inaccurate total of the whole number of pris- 
oners in the jails of that state for the year 1907, 
ignoring the state prison. 

In the case of Minnesota the identity of the 
figures presented is even more obscure. They 
correspond in no way with the figures in any of- 
ficial report for the state of Minnesota at any 
time. Their probable source is as follows : There 
is published in St. Paul, Minn., a paper known as 

the St. Paul Record, of rather mysterious origin 
and without clearly identified publishers. It has 
the reputation of being a paper conducted solely 
for the purpose of hiding legal notices. This pa- 
per seems to have been bought up by the liquor 
interests at some time during the early part of 
the past winter and to have been used for the 
publication of pretended statistics concerning the 
results of Prohibition and a comparison between 
Maine and Minnesota. For the purpose of mak- 
ing this comparison the Record took certain 
counties of Minnesota, apparently selected with 
care, to make a showing, stating that those coun- 

ties were equal in population to the state of 
Maine. The fraud of selecting the counties was 

big enough, but the Model License League com- 

mitted a larger fraud by republishing these 
mendacious statistics in its address to the country 
and representing that the figures for Minnesota 
covered the whole state. This representation has 
been copied by the Swiss wine merchants. 

In other words, what this document and similar 

publications which are being scattered over Eu- 
rope and America present as the number of pris- 
oners in the whole state of Minnesota, was orig- 
inally published as the number of prisoners in 

only a small part of that state. 

Fortunately there are now at hand official docu- 
ments for a real comparison between the states of 
Maine and Minnesota upon this line, so far as a 

comparison can be made. 
It needs to be kept in mind in the study of this 

comparison that statistics of arrests and imprison- 
ment mean comparatively little as an exhibition 
of conditions in different states. The enforce- 
ment of law, the peculiarities of statutes and ordi- 
nances and the different methods of administra- 
tion afford such a wide range of differences that 
the number of arrests or imprisonments in cities 
or states, particularly in far-separated parts of 
the country, is of most doubtful value in studying 
any great problem. Mr. John Koren, the expert 
special agent of the Bureau of the Census, in the 
Special Report upon Prisoners published by the 
Census Bureau in 1907, well says: 

“As a guide to the relative frequency or infre- 
quency of criminal offenses these ratios by them- 
selves are of doubtful value. A community with 
a large number of prisoners in proportion to its 
population may be far more law-abiding and or- 
derly than one with a low ratio. It is not merely 
a question of how the laws are enforced, but what 
standards the courts follow in imposing penalties, 
and what facilities the community provides for 
confining a considerable number of prisoners.” 

It must be further held in mind that Maine is 
situated in that group of states that has the second 
largest ratio of prisoners and that in that group 
Maine has the lowest average. That is to say, in 
the North Atlantic division in which Maine is 
situated, the general average of prisoners per one 

hundred thousand population, as given by the 
United States Census, is 121.6, but in Maine the 
number is 70. Not only is this ratio the lowest 
in the North Atlantic division, but also only the 
District of Columbia and West Virginia have a 

lower ratio in the South Atlantic division, only 
Oklahoma and Arkansas have a lower ratio in the 
South Central division and the general average of 
the North Central division, which has the lowest 
general average of all the divisions in the United 
States, is in excess of the ratio of Maine, being 
75.2. 

If an honest comparison were sought, Maine 
should be compared with the other states of the 
North Atlantic division and the showing of such 
a comparison would be not only that every other 
state of the division has a higher ratio of prison- 
ers, but that the only state that approaches Maine 
is the one-time Prohibition state, Vermont. The 


