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THEY SPEAK FROM EXPERIENCE

Wellakaown Nebraska Merchaits be
Conditions | nden

Both Dry and Wet Regimes,

seribe Local

Aflecting Retail Business
and Tax Rates,

it
eXpPressed
question of the
controlling the ligaor
tratfic. Some towns have voled e
saloon out of existence,
Lave voted for license.
Ler of towns have reversed thel
icy in the matter. In cases lile
residents of those towns are in a po
Elitlon to form accurate judgment re
epecting the result of this experience
The Merchants' and Manuladturers
association recently Out  guernies
o business men, The following replies
Lave been recejved:
HOLSTEIN—G. 1.
EdyS:

business
Nebraska have
nlrillinll.h on

Mauy responsible
th:ougzhout
Lhasir
best means of

the

while others

Quile a4 num
Jrins

this

sent

Fischer, grain,
“It is true that the guestion of
license prevailed in our town throuzh
the active influence of
zud property owners, who
loss of country trade, and
lishment of dives and other
tine means of dispensing ligam
dent to a dry town. The business meu
also believed that the dry policy
would make them pay more taxes”

STERLING—C. W. Stuve, gvn--r;u'
merchandise, “Our people tavor
license as
willing to run their places right
ing the campaign the merchan
that the dry policy
the trade of
®ince
locality. It
barring of (he
chants to pay higin

INDIANOLA
zli"l.-;"!.' 1
of the
license men, and they
theory tl the license policy
trade to their stores.

FORT CALHOUN “red H. Frahm
savs: "Every towin s
in favor of
that there is no
wonld be much higher
policy. In regard to
that is an open question.”
+«+ UTICA—A grain merchant writes:
*"High license was carrled here iu the
last election by a large majority. Mosit
of the people of this wvicinity favor
high license in preference to a dry
town, whieh would bring boot-
legging and other clandestine methods
of selling liquor. If we had no saloon
here, liguor would be shipped in any
way as long as it is made and
merchants believe it is better to have
& saloon in order to know just wliers
the ligquor is being sold.”

CLARKS—Campbell brothers write:
*“This town is dry Many of
ne== men believe the s
their
towns have
farmers are SWwi
hemian. The
taxes was not i

HERMAN Herzog,

- it
exception

e
the
<tab

clandes

business
feared
1II" i

bt

NS
long as the liguor men are
ar
L1

would drive awa
Nilies

Gern

farmers for
there are many
Wils al=o

ATrKle

lisiliess men town

advance Lin

HTrawWs

man in
They argue
that taxes
the dry
trade,

Lusiness
high license

doubt
under
Il‘r-." of

about

onr

busi
business, since rounding
saloonsg, and many of the
digsh. Dutch, and B
question of  increased

1 here

uestion ol count:
rincipal argument
put ugp the before election”

SEWARD—H. A. Graff, clothing. re
plies “1 believe the majority of the
business and property owners
here favor of license under
niore strict obervance of the Slocumhb
law :-1-'111:111-111;:, bet-
ter enforcement.”

STELLA—A

WAas

wets

men
the policy
Our people are
prominent business
nian writes: “There seems to have
been enouegh business men here to
carry the license ticket. 1 am sorry to
s:n'.'fl'.n.n::h fear of a heavier tax in
i:i'-'-- of the adoption of the dry policy
During the campaign, the merchants
greued that the taxes would be much
heavier if the town should go dryv "™
KEARNEY—Says a leading mer
“The result of the election on
juestion of llcense in city,
are inclined to think,

under the ldea thi the

this
was brought
lignor

(o & |'.|! he

' saloorn

of patronage from the farmers if the
town should go dry. Of couse, thére ls|
a division of opinion, but the prevail
Ing senthwent seems to be that the
majority who supnort the busines=s in
terests of Silver Creek are in favor
of the wet policy, and they are, as a
rule, as fine a class of citizen
be found anywhere.”
RED CLOUD—A
BAVS “There are many voters of this
plicce who favor
of the experience
unacer

as cab

leading «ltizen

this
rle

lawn
W

Ilfj' [ &d
no-Jice (se
Beers” ran anbindervd,. and
wae disgraced hevonud anything exjieri-
enced ' (§IVE .II!-‘I‘I 7 -:--':'l>—n T 4.0
not Lelieve the matter of
from outside territory would ente; in
1o the guestion to any extent.’
PLYMOUTH—A dry gouds mer-
chanl writes: “This town is only
from eight to ten miles from DeWitt
and Swanton, which are both wet;
therefore our business men felt that if
Plymmouth ghould go dry, their bush
ness wonld be injured. This commun
ity dues not want county option. neith
ar does Saline county, to the novth of
us 'I‘[fv strictL euforcement of the S|
cumb law would be belter for éven
body, and our people are in favor ol 1ts
better enforcement ™
VALENTINE--D. M.
Demaocrat, replies "It is
men ook an active
in our recent election
tion of license Durinz
the merchants argned that a ¢y
would produce a los=s of patron..s - 1
increased tnx rates They alsa  pr
feried a saloon strictly regulated to
traffic in liquor through the dros
bootlezgers, and “blind
which are peculiar to some of the dry

Rice, edito
true that the
business imterest
npon The nnecs
the

g taeat

| FERL

stores tizers
towns"

FALLS CITY— 1. J. Harris, Editor
of The Journal. writes: “One reac-on
for the result of the recent election in
this city was the fact
tion of the population of tilis county
The influence of the busi
hecause 0O

that a larce por
is German,
men was for license
the probability of loss of patronage in
case the town should go dry.”
KEARNEY—F. L. Whedon, Editor
of The Democrat, replies “In the 1¢
election npon the lll.l*"'-l-l‘lll 3
men here were
eralls high license
the enforcement of the law. There js
no doubt that business men into
consideration the probability that they
nizht =affer of husiness in case
<honld go dryv, and that taxes

ness

cent

license, bhusiness gen

favorahble to and

Tl‘lll‘

loss
Lo n
| ! increasaoid This sentiment,
its effect.”™

Israel, Eilitor of
“In the
that the

heecans=e the

Of course had
LINCOILN WU
The Country Merchant, savs:
t election here |
voted for lHeense
helieve that the so-called
hibition theory will not successfully
prevent traffic in liguor; also becanse
the elimination of liguor licenses
would increase the tax burden and
more than probably decrease the vol-
ume of outside patronage of the city's
I am also of the opinion
that many business men feared that
the elimination of legal liguor busi-
ness would result in an increase of
lawlessness and have a demoralizing
effect upon the community.'
CLARKS—William Douglas, mer
chant, writes: *“This town went dry
in the recent election owing to agita:
tion among those who pay little or no
tax The majority of our business
men helieve that taxes will be much
greater npon the withdrawal of license
monev, and they know that trade will
as a great many of our farm-
expressed themselves to that
was the expressed wish of
our taxpavers that

redon !n'ii!’\'-»

majority

VYOlers pro

merchants.

he less
ers have
effect It
the best
license should
SUTTON—F. M.
The Register, replies
that the license
canse onr business men and
ared thevy would have
penalty in |

T ]

t'?;‘-.:-‘ \li-
carry.”
Brown, E

a fact

heavy a

patronaze
e=nlts of a
SUTTON—Henry

dry town,’
Grosshans. farm
pry, writes, “We had

{ experis he dry
aml rezard it as very unsabistuctory
being more drunkenness than v
had wet policy I'n
der the dry had about i
teen places where bad liguor was =0l
and we could not control the traflic at
all: ncw we have but four
which are controlled, and there i1s het
town. 1 am for the wet
enforcement ol th

"

thers

have the

unader
regime we

" "
saloons

ter order in
policy and a strict
Slocumb license law

PLAINVIEW—P. F Boyens, furni
ture dcaler. writes: “Your informa
tion is correct. Our business m
ivers (eared a loss ol
result of a dry poilcy

n and
tanps outside pat
ronace as a
calse

WAYNE—W. S Golilie, E.
The Democrat, replies

reasan

our neighboring towns ale

why W

hizh license hecause
had |
‘hlind |
the town !

partonuse |

| Wy as long as the Uniled

drive such cltizens away frcm a toxn,
as they go where they can get what
they want. While ! am not jarticu-
larly a drinking man, when | speak of
conditions In this local <cetuun would
not favor a dry poliey.”

NELIGH—J. N. Mills, o1 M.ls & |
Berry, dry goods, =asys “QGur
euce teaches us tnal we
government and less diac
ltvnse svsetem
other towns wot

lelt out 1 do not

When ouat
thie Gy

¥ s
i dlla =tal

Al

lempet ance SR 1T P
heen o Llu=iie-> in
this town since 1880 ang has taken ¢1|;
active part in the liguor qu - =t.on |
slad always vote fur the pul
cul-

bhibition 13 &

The wiiter has

licens-¢e
Stules
tinues to 1ssue leenses ™’
GLENVILILE—Ernest Frisch
machinery, wriles “The
men 0Ok an active part o the recent
election. Among them there 15 a =en
timeént that the adoption of a dry pol
icy would be detrimental to their busi
ness because of the German element
in this community., Most of the tax
payers are retired farmers of the Ger
man nationality.”
VALENTINE—M. C
estate, replies: “In the
tion most of our business mwen woi sed
hard for the old Board and tor license,
for they were sure that if the tuwu
went dry they would lose most of their
outside patronage. They also  sawd
that in that property would be
taxed to the full hmit. We have two
weekly papers here—The Democrat
and The Republican—ang they worked
hard for the old Board and for high |
license. Most of the farmers in ihis
neighborhood are in favor of license.”
LAWRENCE—D. Livingston, editur
of The Locomotive, writes: “lLirense
won here through the support ¢t busi-
ness men who desired to please o laigs
country trade, and who also desired to
benefit Ly the pavment ol ligucr
cense money which would relieve them
of that much tax. Owm Lien
believe that the high
best way  of

farm
busiuces

real
¢lec-

Carroll,
recent

event

busincss
license sys=tein |

is the rontiolling the
traffic.”

SCHUYLER—S. Fuhrman, dry goods
writes: "My experience with the dry
and wet policy in this state 1s that
when a town goes dry the surronnding |
towns are generally wet, and the towni
loses the revenune on license, Ths
way to deal with the liquer tratlic 1s (o
regulate the same by law, and
the law to the letter,”

SCHUYLER—Henry Dolton, mer
chant, writes: “In this particuiar 1o
cality we are supposed to be 20

The law,

..nf_\

CNTorce

verned
Slocumb liquoy law
bowever, has not been |
opinion is that I mrinh
law were enforced it would be batter |
for this locality than what i kuncwn
as the dry policy. As a law-al
citizen of the state of Nebiaska, 1 be-
lleve in enforcing all the laws that are |

by the
foveed, and

Llie Sion

my

uling |

on our statutes.” :

GLENVILLE—D, K. Caldwell, bank-
er, savs: ~Our business men and
property owners wished the lhieense |
system to prevail. They are people
who favor personal liberty, regardless
of the question of taxes. This county
is rich. It is a German settlement ol
well-to-do and industrious people who
have been prosperous from the begin-
ning of the settlement of Clay
County.”

PENDER—Nick Fritz, farm machin-
ery, writes: “In our recent villaze
election, it was the conceusus of opin
ion that if the town shoull go dry we
would lose a good deal ot trade on ac
count of mneighboring towns having
license as we have a good many sub
stantial German larmers in the neigh-
borhood.”

GRAFTON-
eral merchant, writes:
Iy satisfied with the
enforced properly, because it
awayv with “bootlegging’ in dry towns
:uul- the re where it
belongs., In dry towns |
this clandestine
ried on chance of an
catching the sellers, and | found it to
be true that there was little chance of

William G. Hainey, gen
“1 am perfect-
law ifr

|ll!!'5

Slocuinh

sponsibility
bave noticed
traffic car-

officer

places

nelaricus

without a

enforcing the law.”™
VALENTINE—E
of Davenport & Co.,
chants, writes: “The result of the
election was probably due to the fact
that the majority of the business men
are of the opinion that well-regulated
saloons do no harm to a community,
and the revenue derived from them is
very necessary toward the support of
the‘-. school and village. 1 think the
business men were not so ninch atraid
of the loss of outside business as they

Davenport
mer-

Clyde
general

were of the increase in taxes’”
M COOK—Jchn E. Kelley,
tate, writes: | resided in Kan=as in
1880 when the prohibition amendment
coming to Nebraska five yvears
have lived the last twenty-
three vears in McCook All of that
time the city has favored licensing
and rezulating the traffic—the annual
license fee Dbeing $1.200. | was io
boih hefore and since the proln

11 law was abolished, and am free

ivor the Slocuml

real es-

carried
later. |

e forceed
liat 1
th lowa and

rnlation t

: wWould be

| homa to bhe

| try and
!'into their county option wate;
' They do
‘area of dry territory has been extend

{ has

prohibition only takez awso; :

pue and does not stop the sale
AHAPAHOE—R. I Friia

charl, w ites. “The

L

o Arapahoe has a largs

Ltion and the
Sd.0uils unt.

elecTon this

town hLa-
the last

=spring all L

fguestion ol i ense

Lus=inecs= men

loss of Bu=1nes S A Y
ai=u that ths taxe
heavily Incireaszed if no
Celise Launey had

majority ol th
to fear a
coLtinueyg dry;

was

OKLAHOMA TOOK IT BACK

After Adopting Prohibition at the
Polls the People Reversed the Policy.

Last fall the paid agents of the Anti-
Saloon league went into Oklahoma and
induced the constitutional convention
to adopt an article prohibiting the man
ufacture and sale of latoxicating bev-
erages. The proposition was submit
ted to the people last fall and carried
the law going Into effect at once It
was a great victory for the league

In spite of earnest efforts to enforce
the new provision, it proved a dismal
failure, and the business men of the
new state demanded a change.  This
they had a right to do under another
article of the constitution, which em
powered the legislature to establish
state dispensarnies tor the sale of liguor
if it proved o be impossible to enlorce
prohibition. The state was overrun by
bootlegegers amd the
of hquor was carried on in
Gance and contempt of law

Responding to the call of the basi-

cile
utter de-

clandestine

i tounty

I 'l""hn

| mun .,

ness men the legislature provided for
state dispensaries by a law which was
approved by the governor late in
March. Dispensaries are established |
in counties and towns for the
liguor by the state at a profit.,. Aun|
Owmaha distller has just
Joad of &leokol to the
retailed through

sale of

car
Okla

the dis

sold a

state of

pensaries
This is a
state’s policy in respect Lo
the liguor traffie. Judge Strang of
Guthrie decided a case May 4 writ
ing an gpinion in which he held The

the
control of

complete reversal of

| dispensary law is an act regulating e

not one to prohibit
the last state to repu
of state-wiilde proii

sale of liquor,
Oklakoma is

diate the

bition

policy

LICENSE SYSTEM PREVAILS.

Many States Have CDCiscarded Prohi
biticn and Acdopted License System
Agents of the Anfi-Saloon

are Nelbrasha

people wave ol pr

Lition

EHEE
traversing tellhing 1l
that
sentiment

that now is

there js a
sweeping the
the timme to zet |
wagon
not care te admit that the
ed almost wholly in states having
loeal option laws llke that of Nebras
ka. To do so would be to commend
the provisions of the Slocumb high
license. local option law—a thing
agents ol the Anti-Saloon league could
not do without admitting there was no
need of their presence in Nebraska.
It is true that there is a growth of
sentiment in favor of a more temper-
ate use of beverages, but that senti-
ment has been made in high license
states and not in prohibition states
In an article in the Review of Reviews
for April occurs this statement: “Up
to a year ago, of the eighteen states
that had tmed the experiment of pro-
hibition, only three—Maine, Kansas
and North Dakota—remained in the
ranhks.” Incidentally it should be said
that last fall Oklahoma adopted state
wide prohibition, only to discard it
last March, because it had failed It

| whelmingly for

' gL a
| .
ocblivion It is

| end

is necessary to say also that Georgia
|

becanie a prohibition stat> in January |
1908.°

that there are but

thz anion I

laim |

tell

slitte l

Thnus it is
four prohibition
The advocares of prohibition are ¢
fams, but they do not

that nearly every
local option licenss la
for the control of the liguor
Here is a list of local
as pulblished in the New
Almanac for 1908:
lL.ocal option, fee

seen
states 13
ing large
then hearers

enacted

option hce
£1ates,
Warld

Alalbrama-
3at.

Arizona—Local option, quartetly fee,
United States license $25 annually
Countyv angd territorial $300 annually

Arkansas—l.ocal option, fee E5ud.

Califoernia—Local option, fee by au-
thorities.

Colorado—Local option, fee $500 up.

Connecticut—Local option, tee £150-
450

Delaware—License by
£200-8300.

District of Columbia—License hy ex-
heard on the

$175

courts, fee

cise written consent of |
the maijority of the owners cf real es-|
tate, fee E800. II
Florida—l.ocal eption, fee 21250,
ldaho—Annual license by author-|
ities, fee 27310,

Ilinofs—Local option i

councilor village o county

than 3¢

| for lacal consumptioa under penalty of

eourts may grant & hcense ana nNx A
tax of not less than $2uv, wiore
than $400 per year for state not
less than $500. nor more than 3 0 tor
U sy s

Montana
fee $150.2200

Neliraska

LT

At
|

f.ocal option, sewl-annval, |

lLocal option, lee 3500
$50 per an
per annum, re
aununi

JHCense
$1U0
tall drug siore. §$12 ner
New Hawpshire—Licvnse iy (1<)
jority of vuters fees ha=ed on
tion, maximam $1.200
New Jersey —l.ocal opt.on
$iu0
New MeLito
commu=siuncers fe~ $1 0-$400.
New York—lwocal option in
fee $150-31.20u, according to
tivn
North Carolina—Local optivn
wnnual fee of $50-3400.
Ohlo—Local option, fee $1,000
Oklahoma—8State dispensary
Oregon-—l.ocal option, fee $400.
FPeun:yivania—Llcen:e uncer control
of courts, fee $75-%1,000
Rhode Island—Laocal option, fee $200
$1,000.
South Carolina-—State regulation.
South Dakota —License by local au
thorities, fee $400-$000.
Tennesseo—License issued by
authorities. fee $150.8200
Texas—License issued by
clerk, fee $300,
Utah—License granted by local au
thorvities, fee $400-31,200
Vermont—License local
took effect March 3. 1903
Virginia—Control of locul
fee $175-3300, optioa
1oy
Washington—License
cal authorities, fee §300-31.0 0
West Virginia—License b
and Jlocal authorities, fee retall,
Wit ."~i1iv_ 750,
Wisconsin— lLocal
F200, with power in
from F200-3500.
License issuid by
fee $100-8300,
will be seen that the
popular opinion is over-
high li

Nevaua—State

wholezale

pOpPUIN
{ee & Lo

lLicense by count:

lowne,
pOpuia-

sl

lceul

county

oplion act

Lourts,

local provided

is=nitd by o

courts

L{HETH

option, I F100
volers 1o lnorease
Wyoniing lor ai
authorities

Thus it
ponderance ol

],!'l\
local option,

cencse

REPUDIATED COUNTY OPTION

How Many Counties in Canada Stamp-
ed Out an Unwise Law.
When the busine: men of Nehr:
full understanding
option they will
used by agenis

county

eagle as a4 maans o an
which

Anti-Saloon
it is simply a n:ctrod by
they expect to attain preiibition. Th
fact their ul
timato They
are nolt Immun
age its own affairs, but
agents into Nebraska towng to 3
the non-tax-paying voters against local
property owners in efforts to deprive
the latter of the right to control the
policy of the town whose expenses
they are taxed to pay. Thesge paid in-
terlopers are getting voters to sign pe-
titlons to the legislature to pass a Jlaw
which would give all the voters of a
county a right to dictate to any town
in the county as to what it must doin
respect to a matter which involves
thousands of dollars in loss or gain of
business or of license fees

The idea of county option was taken
from Canada and transplanted into
some of the southern states AEents
of the Anti-Saloon league found it to
be an attractive method in localities
where it had not been tried. They are
careful not to =ayv that in many Cana
dian counties it was long ago repual
ated and stamped out. Here is what
Prof. Goldwin Smith of the Toronto
University wrote about it in one of lis
well-known essavs VEUrs

“In 1878 the Canadian Parliament
passed the Canadian Temperance Act

'3

li:l-_\' ASSETt every where
aim is state proliibition

content to let each town
send paid

array

dEO

sine

| openly declared (k

more commonly called the Scott Act
The putrport of this Act may he de
scribed as county ontion It il
any county adopting it by a =im
the electorz to prol

withiin the ¢«

jority of

cale of any liguor
the first ol
and

the

of fifty dollars for
hundred for the
imprisonment for

a fine
fense, a
two months
third

In the province of Ontario there are
fortv-iwe counties Twenty-eight coun
ties adopted the Act, most of them In
1884 and 1885, In 1888 ten counties,
nine of them at once. repealed it; and {
in the following sear the remaining
Scott Act counties also returned to
law. The majorities for repeal
Ontari

second,

license
were overwhelming. In
Scott Act
]l'rr.-;!-‘,-' (-l'

vocates 0l

s generally regard

turning the

This

apen (e
which
Jther

Lhey

folst statutory probil.iion
peaple throngh a  suJLCILAE"
they ecall '"county "

wpLGn” In
slates whese ihey have cporited
b.g . i 133 ¢l Lhe

T
that

i

league | atutery prolabdan
“rounty option 15 a e ras s Lo proe
hilitlon.™

The Merchants
association stauds Tor
ment of the Slocumb
under whilch any village ol
by popular vote, dedide to license ihe
sale of lquor or not, Under this law
over 450 Nebraska towns have gone
ury. It affords the gireatesl possible
degree of home rule integler.ug
with the right of & comuunity (o man
age Its own affairs. uder ith provis-
jons, outsiders cannot dictale 1o the
people of a town or viilage whal they
must do in the matter of regzolating
the liguor traflic. Every =ista in the
Unlon, save four, long ago ndoptea the
Heense system, and noearly {wo dozen
states have abandoned statutory prohl-
bition in order to adopl the lcouse
system. Experience has proved that
the local license system le the only
practical means of regulating and con-
trolling the sale of liguor.

The new association of busines=s
men holds to the conviction that the
Sleeumb high lcense law has Leen ol
great benefit to Nebraska since its cn-
actment in 1887, and therfore the law
must bhe defended from atlac: They
are convinced that bhusiness prosperity
is possible under the lloense system,
whereas it is eusy Lo sce that stata-
tory prohibition injures business hy
causing outside ecapital to shun i state
having that policy. They are  con-
vinced that county option
hibition in the end, and for that rea=on
is a menace 1o the bhusines; interests
of the state. ‘Their appeal is made to
the merchants and taxpayers of the
whaole state, knowing that if the latier
can he shown the true inwandness of
the movement for connty
will soon e able to effcet
tion in county strong
destroy the work of the imported, sal-
of the Anti-Saloon leagae,

men have
under the fol-

AManufacturers’
#a Slrict enlolces
law,

inay,

;m:l
high liconse
towi

nol

dils Mo

option, tuey
aAn orguanizi-
CVery cuough to
aried agent:

Hundreds of
the as
lowing conditions:

“*As business men and
favor the movement

ciation ol

busines
joined sociation
faxpayers we
to form an Asso-
Merchants anmd Manufactar.
ers for the purpose of adopting ineas

nres to bring about a better enlorce-

ment of the Slocm

law thronghoy
ing It
town or it}
Hgquor shall b
satd law ha

the =tate and

.'.1.! 1Opa

therae can
[]‘v .;]u-(ur
irict

ation

better means for regnlating

intoxicants, We stand for Its
enforcement. We join this a=sso
with the
tiller, brewer,
keeper is eligible 1o membership
(l]ljt‘lf is to ]]fl}lt‘l‘ ]lluin""\
from the ill effects of

tion.”

understanding that no dis-

liguor dealer or saloon
our
interests
legisla-

1Inmwise

WOULD DESTROY HOME RULE

County Option is Radically Different
from Nebraska Local Option.
There is a difference hetweean
local option as defined by the Nebras-
ka law. and county option as defined
by the l.ocal op-
tion gnarantees home rule and pre.
putsiders dictating Lo
townsmen as to what policy they shall

county op-

great

Anti-Saloon league,

veuts Lo

Pursue, On the contrary,

tion would give to volers in
precinels and in the

say what ane

country
right to
town tuust da o re-
regculating or abolishing the
would
principle I Lome rule,
option sustains  that
antazonistic to
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