
old town, located jm the midst of a profoundly 
rural district, and comparatively secluded from 
the influence of large cities, although in the li- 
cense column, has a low tax rate. 

A further valuable test of the condition of the 

municipal finances of any city is always to be 
found in the amount of money spent for the sup- 

port of public schools. To avoid introducing 
temporary expenditures, like the building of new 

buildings, the salaries of teachers employed are 

made the basis of the study and Table II shows 
the per capita expenditure for teachers’ salaries 
in the public schools of the cities of Massachu- 
setts, the table being made out for the four 
years in question with the deficiencies already 
indicated. From this it will be seen that in every 

year the average per capita expenditure of the 
nc -license cities for the support of schools was 

greater than the per capita average of the license 
cities, in spite of the fact that Boston, with her 
large expenditure, and Springfield, with a rela- 
tively large expenditure, arc found in the license 
columns. 

TABLE III 

Showing Arrests for Drunkenness in License and Xo- 
License ('ities of Massachusetts. 

| No-License Cities are Printed in Italic | 

1 License No-License 
Cities. Cities. 

Popula- Popcla- Arrests Arrests 
CITY TION. TION. FOR FOR 

1903 1903 | Drunken- Drunken- 
NESS. NESS. 
1903 1903 

Boston. 594,618 1. 27,792 
Worcester. 128,552 4,034 
Fall River. 114,004 2,476 
Lowell. 100,150 2,664 
Cambridge. 98,444 1,344 
Lynn.. '.. 72,350 2,661 
New Bedford. 68,955 1,567 
Owner pille. 68,090 917 
Lawrence. 67,932 1,770 
Springfield. 67,423 1,656 
Holyoke... 48,736 840 
Brockton. 43,843 788 
Haverhill.. 38,987 1,087 
Salem. 37,504 1,276 
Malden 36,853 215 
Xetrton 36,350 498 
Chelsea. 35,920 1,218 
Fitchburg. 34,378 636 
Taunton. 32,713 1,439 
Everett. 28,317 .1 298 
Gloucester. 26,562 878 
North Adams. 25,746 597 
<,hinii !/. 25,335 ! 471 

_Totals 1,538,37^ 293,389_ 53,379 3.743 

PROPORTION. 
In License Cities, 1 to each 28 inhabitants. 

In No-License Cities, 1 to each 78 inhabitants. 

Still a further study of conditions in Massa- 
chusetts may be added here, though only indi- 

rectly connected with the question of municipal 
finance. This is a comparison of the arrests for 

intoxication in the license and no-license cities 
of the state. Table ITT shows this for the year 

1903, the only year for which the Census gives 
tabulations of those facts in every city. Front this 
table it will be seen that the population of the 

license cities totals 1,538,373; the population 
of the no-license cities 293,389. The number of 
arrests for intoxication in the license cities totals 
53,379, while the number of arrests in the no- 

license cities reaches only 3,743. That is to say, 
the license cities had one arrest for drunkenness 
for every twenty-eight of the population, while 
the no-license cities had one arrest for every 

seventy-eight of the population. 
It needs to be observed that this showing is 

made unduly favorable to the license cities from 
the fact that with them are included three cities 
which were temporarily under no-license during 
the year 1903. These cities were Lowell, Brock- 
ton and Fitchburg, all three of which fall below, 
and two of them far below, the average of the 
license cities. 

That this is not an accidental showing may 
be seen by an examination of one of the historic 
public documents of the state of Massachusetts, 
the “Relation, of the Liquor Traffic to Pauper- 
ism, Crime and Insanity,” found in the Reports 
of Statistics of Labor, published by the state of 
Massachusetts in 1S95. Table IV gives the show- 

ing in detail. 
From this table it may be seen that in the 

fifty-three cities and towns of the state having 
license during the year under consideration, the 
number of arrests per thousand inhabitants for 
all offenses reached 58.58 and the number of ar- 

rests for drunkenness, 36.34, while in the no- 

license cities and towns of the state the number 
of arrests reached 20.20 and the number of ar- 

rests for drunkenness was only 9.94. 
In the forty towns and cities which were un- 

der license part of the year and under no-license 
part of the year, a showing is made more satis- 
factory than that of the full license cities and 
towns, but worse than that of the no-license 
cities. 

It is not the intent of this article to attempt 
to demonstrate the theory of Prohibition from 
the showing made by the cities of Massachu- 
setts. The kind of Prohibition that Massachu- 
setts has is not the Prohibition for which The 
National Prohibitionist contends and for which 
the Prohibition party has fought for almost four 
decades, but the showing of these official statis- 
tics plainly is that under Prohibition with half 
a chance, municipal finances are in better condi- 
tion than under license, and that, with the un- 

favorable surroundings of closely neighboring 
license towns, drunkenness is far less prevalent 
in cities that forbid the saloon than in cities 
where the saloon is licensed. 

TABLE IV 

From Official State Documents and Showing tire Arrests for Crime and Drunkenness in Massachusetts License 
and No-License Towns arrd Cities 

Proportion to each 1,000 of Population. 
Number of Arrests for Arrests for Total number Arrests for titles and Population. Drunkenness Other of Arrests Arrests for other Total 

Towns Offenses. Drunkenness offenses Arrests 

The State.'. 353 2,500,183 61,475 42,059 103,534 24.59 16.82 41.41 

License cities and towns 53 1,275,163 46,211 28,482 74,693 36.24 22.34 58.58 

No-license cities and towns. 260 924,046 9,181 9,483 18,664 9.94 10 26 20.20 

License and no-license cities 
and towns. 40 300,974 6,083 4,094 10,177 20.21 13.00 33.81 

DISPENSARY AND PROHIBITION 

What Followed in North Carolina’s Capital 
When the People Voted Out Their 

Piously Managed Gin Mill 

R.m.kich, N. C, May 28—(Special correspond- 
ence)—This city, the capital of the state, got 
rid of the last remaining local feature of the 

liquor traffic by the vote of its people abolishing 
the city's dispensary on December 26, 1907, the 

change going into effect on January 1 of the 

present year. 
The dispensary was adopted here as a great 

"reform” measure and much was published 
concerning its strict regulations and high moral 
tone and the religious character of the men who 

managed it. but the people found that it was 

simply the old foe with a new name. The result 
was the vote of last December abolishing the 

publicly owned gin mill. 

With the first of this month we had enjoyed 
four months of Prohibition. The results are 

visible upon all hands. 
Figures show that in the four months imme- 

diately following the closing of the disp 
there has been a decrease in arrests for dru..^..- 
ness of fifty-six percent, and a decrease in the 
arrests for all causes of nearly forty-three per- 
cent. That is a showing made by Prohibition 
even while the fumes of liquor have hardly had 
time to get away. 

The comparative statement shows that in the 
first four months of 1907 with the dispensary 
there were 378 arrests in this city from all 
causes, and 175 arrests for drunkenness, while 
in 1908, without the dispensary, even while there 
remained in the city dispensary liquor, the total 
arrests fell to 217, a decrease of 161, and the 
arrests for drunkenness fell to 78, a decrease 
of 97. 

Here is the comparative statement of the 
official police court records for four months 
with liquor sold here and four months with no 

liquor on sale: 
Under Dis- With Pro- 
pensary 1907. hibition 1908. 

Arrests for all Causes— 
January 90 68 

Arrests for Drunkenness— 
January 44 22 

Arrests for all Causes— 
February 80 48 

Arrests for Drunkenness— 
February 32 15 

Arrests for all Causes— 
March....101 62 

Arrests for Drunkenness— 
March. 54 24 

Arrests for all Causes— 
April 107 39 

Arrests for Drunkenness— 
April 45 17 

AN OREGON NO-LICENSE CASE 

How Business Improved and Taxes Decreased 
in County on the Columbia River 

Portland, Ore., May 12—(Special correspond- 
ence)— 1 he Journal of this city today publishes a 

letter from J. L. Gates of Sherman county. Sher- 
man county voted Prohibition some two years 
ago and Mr. Gates, who is the manager of twro- 
large business concerns in the county, tells of 
the results that have followed the adoption of 
the no-license policy. Mr. Gates says: 

“We cannot understand how any good, live,, 
sensible business man can for a moment stand! 
for the saloon, the thing of all things that draws- 
money from legitimate channels of business, and! 
directly injures the business of every merchant 
in the county, to say nothing about the moral! 
injury to the community. Notwithstanding we- 
had the tail end of two crop failures to contend! 
with here in Sherman county, our business for 
the year ending February 15 last was just $10,- 
000 heavier than it wras -two years ago when we 
had the saloons. The j ̂ ar after the saloons; 
were put out of business, though our crops were 
a complete failure, our cash sales were twenty- 
six and one-half percent better than the year be- 
fore and our secured time sales ten percent 
heavier. It seems very ridiculous for a business 
man to favor the saloons. Our taxes 
have been loiver each year since the saloons went 
out of commission. It is safe to say that Sher- 
man county is saved at least $25,000 a year by the 
saloons being put out of business—saved to the 
farmer, stockman and laborer, the taxpayers. 
They are the fellows who foot the bills.” 

The Journal, commenting upon this letter, 
says: 

"This seems to be testimony worth consider- 
ing. It is not the vapid harangue of a profes- 
sional reformer, but .the careful, cool-headed 
statement of a business man who must know 
what he is talking about. Is there any argument — 

or testimony to overcome such evidence as this?” 

Those business men who furnish brewers with supplies 
and who are organizing to fight Prohibition must think 
this country is ready to put business before morals in 
determining its political policies.—Chicago Daily News. 


