
The National Prohibitionist 
J' A. Journal of Oood Cltl^enaliip 

■■ — 

__ 
CHICAGO AND NEW YORK 

Volume XIII. March 19, 1908. Number Forty-Five 

KANSAS CITY PROHIBITION 

Leading Daily Paper Published on the Ground 
Asserts Success of Policy 

Kansas City, Mo., March 10—(Special corre- 

spondence)—The Kansas City Star yesterday gave 

its readers a somewhat remarkable editorial upon 

the enforcement of Prohibition in Kansas City, 
Kansas, concerning which the liquor interests 

have been flooding the country with false state- 

ments. The Star said: 

“The significance of the recent story published 
by the brewers in the East as to the ‘ruinous’ 
effect of Prohibition in Kansas City, Kansas, is 
in the fact that no other city of 100,000 people 
ever attempted to surrender the revenues derived 
from the liquor trade. The most serious blow 
that could be delivered against the saloon would 
be an actual demonstration that a city so large 
as Kansas City, Kansas, could prosper without 
this revenue. It may safely be concluded that 
here is the ‘bug under the chip’ so far as the 
brewers are concerned. 

“To concede that the revenue from saloons is 
not absolutely essential to the material prosperity 
of the great cities would merely confirm the claim 
of the Prohibitionists that the saloon as an insti- 
tution is a useless burden upon society. No other 
plea has ever been made for tolerating its legal 
existence, and the brewers are therefore keenly 
awake to the importance of the issue involved in 
the law enforcement policy in Kansas City, Kan- 
sas. 

“111 directing the attention ot tne country to inis 

particular city, the liquor interests, with their 
usual propensity for doing the wrong thing, have 

perhaps rendered a fine service to the cause, of 
Prohibition. For, notwithstanding their claims 
that Kansas City, Kansas, hias been injured 
by the loss of the revenue from saloons, the fact 
remains that the city has prospered to a greater 
degree than ever before, even in the matter of its 
finances. Taxes have been reduced; every com- 

mercial interest has profited by the elimination of 
the joints, and the most ardent advocates of the 
revenue policy have been converted to the zvisdom 
of the Prohibition plan. The truth is certain to 
become a matter of general knowledge throughout 
the country because of the emphasis placed upon 
this case by the brewers themselves.” 

Last Friday the Star, in a leading editorial upon 

the same subject said: 

“Enforcement of Prohibition was literally 
forced upon the city by Attorney General Jack- 
son at a time when public sentiment seemed to be 
favorable to the saloon policy. In the short 
time that has elapsed the success of the Prohibi- 
tion plan has been demonstrated to such a re- 

markable degree that public sentiment has been 
completely reversed. It would be an impossi- 
bility to force the saloon and the joint on that 

city now. Every business man on the Kansas 
side is in favor of Prohibition; the property own- 

ers are practically united in support of the law, 
and the citizens generally are delighted with 
present conditions. 

“The success of Prohibition is not limited, 
either, to Kansas City, Kansas, in its application 
to the cities of Kansas. Leavenworth and Wichita 
were numbered among the wide open communi- 
ties where the hostility to the law was strong 
enough to make state interference necessary. The 
results have been identical in both cities with the 
experience of Kansas City, Kansas. The chief 
concern of the people in Kansas City, Kansas, in 
Leavenworth and in Wichita now is that the 
brewers shall not be allowed under any circum- 
stances to regain their old standing. 

“The policy which the liquor interests are ad- 
vertising in the Eastern papers as ‘ruinous’ to 
Kansas City, Kansas, has been in operation for 
twenty-one months, and unfortunately for the 
brewers, it has been the most prosperous period 
within the entire history of the city.” 

MORE GIN MILL MENDACITY 

Analysis of Liquor Dealers* Cfrcu* tr Sent Out by Manufacturers* 
and Dea rs* Club 

BY THE EDITOR OF THE NATIONAL PROHIBITIONIST. 
The circular entitled “Vo ++°ntion,” 

which is reproduced on this page, s ... _ 1us- 
tration of the recklessness with w the liquor 
business is seeking to deceive the A .rican voter 

regarding the Prohibition question, and of the 

to defend conditions in either Maine or Kansas. 
In both of those states prohibitory laws are upon 
the statute books, and in both of those states, by 
the old party officials who are in power, the pro- 
hibitory laws have been nullified to such an ex- 

Voters Attention 
The following Statistics relative to “DRY” and “WET” 
States are compiled from the United States census re- 

port of 1905, (which is the last report issued): 

Population in 1900 
Number of Saloons 
Arrests for Drunkenness per 

1,000 population 
Number of prisoners per 100,000 

population ... 
Number of prisoners per 100,000 

population committed to 

jail in 1904 
Increase in value of all prop- 

erty for 5 -years ending 
1905 

Decrease in rate of tax in 12 
years 

Note — During this period the tax 
rate of KANSAS was increased 
9 per cent. 

Average annual wage per wage 
earner 

Decrease in child labor in 5 
years to 1905 

Number of paupers per 1,000,000 
population ... 

MAINE 
(Dry) 

694,466 
0 

26 

70 

254.6 

14% 

7% 

$437.00 

32.4% 

1,756 

KANSAS 
(Dry) 

1,470,495 
0 

24 

193.3 

144.9 

16% 

0 

$532.00 

8.4% 

416 

ILLINOIS 
(Wet) 

4,821,550 
9,416 

22 

60.8 

80.5 

26% 

10% 

$548.00 

50.2% 

1,410 

VOTERS, do you want to adopt prohibition (or local 
option) and have as many criminals and paupers and 
as much child labor as the “Dry” States? 

VOTE “NO" 

The Manufacturers and Dealers Club 
of Illinois 

REPRODUCTION OF WIDELY CIRCULATED CIRCULAR. 

unreliable character of the statistics appearing in 
liquor advertising. This criticism will not so 

much attack the statements of the circular in 

question as point out the failure of those state- 

ments to prove a case against Prohibition. 
It needs to be understood, at the outset, that 

the Prohibitionist is in no way under obligation 

tent that but a very small part of the good re- 
sults which might be expected from prohibitory 
law have come to pass. The whole contention 
of the liquor men rests upon the illogical state- 
ment which they make, “Prohibition doesn’t pro- 
hibit.” They admit that Maine and Kansas do 
not make the good showing which they should, 


