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ANOTHER RADICAL. 
REFORM NEEDED 

Thousands of Subscribers Have 
Failed to Pay What They Owe, 
and Have Made Us Carry the 
Burden 

About the first of each month The Na- 
tional Prohibitionist sends a letter to those 
whose subscriptions, will expire during the 

month, requesting their prompt renewal. It 
is also the policy of this paper to send a 

subsequent letter to those who do not give 
attention to the first, advising them that the 

paper will stop coming to them if they do 
not renew at once. 

Experience has demonstrated that it is 
not good business policy to continue sending 
the paper long to any one who does not care 

enough about it to pay up. The truth of 
this is especially emphasized with relation to 

The National Prohibitionist. It is frankly 
admitted that this paper does not possess 
abundant capital. We cannot afford to send 
the paper to subscribers indefinitely without 

payment. It would be a burden which we 

cannot be expected to carry, and we feel sure 

that those who have failed to pay through 
neglect, will not ask us to carry it longer. 

We are about to send out several thousand 
letters such as we have described. We ask 
our friends to give prompt attention to them. 
The National Prohibitionist is a necessity 
to the Prohibition reform; the prompt pay- 
ment of these subscription accounts is neces- 

sary to help The National Prohibitionist 
maintain its present high standards. 

If you know your subscription has expired 
or is about to expire, do not wait for our 

letter before you pay up. It is the best kind 
of Prohibition party work to pay at once. 

One final word: We are completing the 
adjustment of the three subscription lists 
which were merged to make The National 
Prohibitionist. It is possible that there are 

still a few mistakes in the records, though we 

have expended much time and money to 
make the records accurate. If you should 
discover a mistake in our statement of your 
account, don’t get angry. Call our atten- 
tion to it and we will make all necessary 
corrections. 

The national convention is just ahead. 
The national campaign is about to commence 

in earnest. The general demand for reliable 
information about the Prohibition question 
is steadily growing. 

You cannot afford to let your subscription 
stop now. Your prompt remittance, there- 
fore, will be of mutual advantage. Make all 
remittances payable to The National Prohi- 
bitionist. Send your money at once bv ex- 

press or postoffice money order, check or 

draft on Chicago or New York. 
Yours for Victory, 

THE PUBLISHERS. 

THE SALOON AND THE MUNICIPALITY 

A Study of the Experience of the License and No-License Cities 
in Ma.ssaichvisetts 

TABLE I 
\ 

Showing the Municipal Tax Rate Per Thousand Dollars of Actual Value in the License and No-License Cities 
of Massachusetts 

[No-License Cities are Printed in Italics] 

CITIES. 1905 1904 1 1903 1902 

Boston. $14.86 #14.47 *14780 JlOO Worcester. 14.58 15.94 16.05 15 47 
Fall River. 15.72 16.26 16.31 16 12 
Cambridge. $16.73 $16.58 $15.14 $16.79 
Lowell. 17.81 18.81 18.36 17.98 
Lynn......... 16.14 16.20 16.19 16.38 
New Bedford. 16.56 _. 17 98 15.75 15 41 
Springfield. 11.90 10.65 10.28 13.04 
Lawrence. 14.65 14.63 14 62 14 23 
Somerville. 16.13 16.10 15.43 14.93 
Holyoke. 15.39 15.15 15.16 15 08 
Brockton. 17.80 17-74 19.72 18 37 
Malden. 14.97 14.70 15.27 .... ifi.'li" 
Haverhill. 15.30 15.69 15.64 15 47 
Salem. 16.37 16.37 15.88 16.71 
Chelsea. 17.78 17.82 .1 17.69 17 03 
Newton. 15.73 15.95 14.88 14.9i 
Fitchburg. 17.96 17.63 17.18 16.37 
Taunton. 17 07 18.98 17.90 17.35 
Everett. i5.3o 
Gloucester.; 14.29 15.32 
North Adams. 18 09 
Quincy.j.'. 13.86 ;:!;;;;";; 

Average..$15.99_$15.89_$16.28 $15.83_$10.11_ $14.98 $15.94 $15 70 

The study of the problem of municipal finances 
without saloon revenue, which was discussed in 
a recent number of The National Prohibitionist, 
in the light of the illustrations furnished by the 
license and no-license cities of the state of Illi- 
nois, might be almost indefinitely extended; and, 
so far as investigation has yet proceeded, no 

exception is found to the rule that even with the 
poor kind of Prohibition provided by the local 
option system, “Prohibition with half a chance,” 
as it has been called in this paper, the no-license 
policy is uniformly found to be favorable to 

municipal finance, and no instance is found of 
a no-license city “hopelessly crippled” or even 

embarrassed by the lack of saloon revenue. 

The state of Massachusetts furnishes a favor- 
able field for a further study of this problem. 
Massachusetts has twenty-three cities having a 

population of more than twenty-five thousand, 
ranging from Boston, with a population of al- 
most six hundred thousand, to Quincy, with a 

population of but a little more than twenty-five 
thousand. Of these cities there are six which, 
through a long term of years—and some of them 
throughout their whole history—have maintained 
the no-license policy. These cities range in size 
from Cambridge, with almost a hundred thou- 
sand people, to Quincy, with a trifle over a quar 
ter of the same population. There are numer- 

ous other Massachusetts cities which, at one time 
and another, have adopted the no-license policy, 
some of them for several years at a time, some 

of them alternating backward and forward from 
license to no-license, and from no-license to li- 
cense, with almost periodical regularity. 

In this study the statistics are taken from the 
bulletins of the United States Census and the 
fluctuating cities are ignored and counted as li- 
cense cities, the comparison being made between 
citi'es which have followed the no-license policy- 
through a long term of years, and cities that have 
legalized the liquor traffic either a whole or apart 
of the time. The first comparison made appears 
in Taisle I where the tax rate of these cities is 
studied through a period of four years, 1902 to 
190o, inclusive. The table is defective for the 

year 1902 by the omission of North Adams and 
Quincy and in 1904 and 1905, by the omission 
of Everett, Gloucester, North Adams and Quincy, 
these cities not coming within the scope of the 
Census tables prepared for those years. 

From Table I it will be seen that, in each of 
the four years the average tax rate of the no- 

TABLE II 

Showing Per Capita Expense for School Teachers’ 
Salaries in the License and No-License Cities 

of Massachusetts 
[No-License Cities are Printed in Italics] 

Cities. ; 1902 1903 1904 1905 

Boston.$4.171.|l$4.25 ...~ $4.47 .” $4.50 '..... 
Worcester. 3.39 3.37 3.53 3.58 
Fall River... 1.98 2.07 2.33 2.39 
Cambridge.$3.53.$3.51 $3.69 $3.76 
Lowell. 2.32 2.33 2.49 2.47 
Lynn. 2.01. 2.51 2.41 2.47 
New Bedford. 2.41 2.02 2.59 2.53 
Springfield.. 3.87 3.79 3.90 3.91 
Lawrence... 2.25.. 2.28 2.35 2.30 
Somerville. 3.48 3.50 3.70 3.08 
Holyoke.... 2.84 2.05 2.70 2.79 
Brockton.... 2.85 ... 2.98 2.80 2.80 
Malden. 3.51 3.40 3.52 3.51 
Haverhill.... 2.59 2.65 2.91 3.04 
Salem. 2.47 2.57 2.03 2.55 
Chelsea. 2.78 .... 2.52 2.80 3.10 .... 

Newton. 4.78 4.47 4.66 4.71 
Fitchburg.... 2.52 2.53 2.70 2.54 
Taunton. 2.61 2.03 2.80 2.71 
Everett. 3.30 
Gloucester. 2.33 
North Adams. 2.20 
Quincy. 3.09 

Averages. $2.77 $3.82 $2.72 $3.54 $2.91 $3.89 $2.91 $3.91 

license cities falls materially below the tax rate 
of the license cities. 

It must be remembered in studying this table 
that many of the no-license cities are situated in 
close proximity to Boston and to other license 
cities, and that many of the disadvantages aris- 
ing from the sale of liquor they experience al- 
most as much as if liquor were sold within their 
own borders. For example, Cambridge, linked 
to Boston by bridges, has a constant influx of 
drunks from that city and is obliged to tax her- 
self for the care of these, as well as for protec- 
tion against the crime that is nurtured and flour- 
ishes in the saloon slums of Boston. Cambridge, 
then, has a comparatively high tax rate, while, 
upon the other hand, Springfield, a conservative 


