
About Taxes and Blind Pigs
The following letters are self-explanatory. We gladly give them room in the Illinois Issue because

the wet and dry question is just now agitating the minds of the people in a good many of our cities and
villages. Certainly the views of the mayor of the largest dry city in the state of Illinois are worth careful
consideration:

Can Murphysboro Live Without That $16,000?
Murphysboro, 111., Jan. 31, 1913-

The Hon. W. W. Bennett,
Rockford, Illinois.

Dear Sir:
We are in the midst of a campaign to put the saloons

out of Murphysboro and one of the things that, meets us as a
stanfling objection is how will we pay our taxes without the
saloon revenue of $10,000? Can you suggest something as to
the way in which Rockford met that problem? Another
objection offered is that there will be so many empty business
rooms. What is the experience along that line? A good
many men refuse to take an open stand for fear of being boy-
cotted, and some say that to put the saloons out will hurt the
business of the city. What is the experience in Rockford?
And would you give me the names of four or five business
men of integrity to whom I could write that they might
state to me to be read (or published) what the effect has been
from the banishing of saloons from Rockford? Another
objection is that there will be blind tigers. We have them
now as even the objectors admit. Is it easier or harder for
them to run when there are no saloons? What is the effect
on the illicit selling by the drug stores? I enclose an enve-
lope for a reply and will be grateful for the information
asked. Yours most sincerely,

(Rev.) CHARLES E. COMBRINK.
Mayor Bennett Tells How to Get Along Without the

License Money.
Rockford, 111., Feb. 3, 1913-

Rev. Chas. E. Combrink,
Murphysboro, Illinois.
Dear Sir:
You ask me how you will pay your taxes without the

saloon revenue of $16,000? You simply don’t want to call it
an item of receipts when you make up your annual budget.
If you don’t have it you can’t spend it. When this city went
dry previously, our annual budget had been made and the
saloon revenue had been anticipated. It was, of course, cut
off. There was nothing to do but to issue three SIO,OOO bonds
and call in the heads of departments. Each one agreed to
make up the balance from his part of the appropriation. The
matter of taxation and saloon revenue has always been the
big bugaboo. It ought not to be. The manhood of this country
ought to be red-blooded enough to refuse to take support in
paying their taxes that comes from a source of this kind..
They will when they are thoroughly aroused to it.

About Blind Pigs.

If you have blind pigs, it is simply because your public
sentiment is weak. We had blind pigs in this town during
wet times. We don’t have them now. It doesn’t do much
good to have dry laws and then elect wet men to enforce
them. You have got to play the game. Why don’t you keep
a record of the things that are happening as a result of the
sale of liquor? From time to time you will have murders,

suicides, wife beatings, men found dead on railroad tracks,
shooting scraps, and men who have lain out all night in a
drunken stupor. Obtain from the proper authorities the
number of government licenses that are held in your city.
You will doubtless find a number of them held where they
do not have a license from the city of Murphysboro. These
are blind pigs. Accumulate all your evidence.

Hold a mass meeting some Sunday afternoon preferably
in your opera house or other public hall. We talked temper-
ance here in this city in a desultory way and never got any
where until we held a meeting of this kind, in which the bar
of Winnebago county took charge of the meeting, and it
brought about a change that produced a dry town. This
was followed by a meeting of the Winnebago County Med-
ical Association. The conditions are such here, that there
isn’t but one or two members of the Winnebago county bar
who will defend a saloonkeeper or a blind pigger.

Retail Merchants Against Saloons.
D. S. Coonrad, secretary of the Retail Merchants’ Asso-

ciation, told me the other day that out of 160 retailers who
belonged to their association, only two were for a wet town—-
that these two were hard drinkers, and that if they did not
cut out their associates, that the sheriff would be apt to close
their business. We believe in a dry town. It is, in my judg-
ment, the greatest asset today that Rockford has. I wish
Murphysboro were not so far from Rockford. I would be
delighted to come and tell you about how things are going
up here.

Permit me to suggest that you co-operate with the Anti-
Saloon League. If you don’t have law enforcement you
will more than likely find that it is not because you have weak
officials, but that you have lukewarm constituents back of
your officials. You can’t expect your officials to be much
better than you are.

You ask me for the names of men to whom you can
write. (Mr. Bennett here names a half dozen prominent
citizens of his city.) I could name scores of others for you,
but don’t think it necessary to do so.

How to Handle the Drug Stores.
You ask me about drug stores. If you will put in your

ordinances the drug store ordinance as prepared by the legal
department of the Anti-Saloon League, you will have the
matter controlled. We have done so. It is a prescription
ordinance. Sales of liquor amount to less than one sale per
drug store per day. You can control it if you will. It is
all up to your citizenship. You have got to be in earnest.
You must be consistent. If the best men of your town have
an Elks' Club or similar organization running an illicit bar,
you have got to commence to clean house with, just that kind
of a crowd. If you are not consistent, you cannot with very
good grace ask the people to vote out the saloon and per-
haps keep a blind pig yourselves.

I would be pleased to learn how you get along.
Very truly,

W. W. BENNETT.

Senate Passes Webb Bill
Washington, D. C., February 10.—By an overwhelming

majority, on a viva voce vote this afternoon, the senate

passed the Webb bill, a substitute for the Kenyon-Sheppard
bill, which was passed by the house Saturday. The measure
is different from the house bill only in the title and will go
to conference for adjusting that difference. President Taft

has indicated his willingness to sign the bill.
All amendments were defeated. Several personal use

amendments, which would have taken the teeth from the bill
were fought down. The fight for the bill was led by Senators
Gallinger, Kenyon, McCumber and Borah. The opposition
was led by Senators Pomerene, Root, Hitchcock and
Martine. Hitchcock and O’Gorman offered personal use
amendments. Senator Burton voted for personal use amend-
ments designed to kill the bill. A roll call was had on the
amendments but not on the final passage.


