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A HISTORY OF PROHIBITION IN MAINE, 115

period of thirty-five years. Maine was formerly the poorest
State in the Union; now it is one of the most prosperous. We
save and have been saving, directly and indirectly, more than
twenty million dollars annually, which but for prohibition
would be spent and wasted in drink. The effect of all this may
be seen to-day, everywhere over the State, in better houses, bet-
ter farms and farm-buildings, in better school-houses, better
churches (buildings, I mean), and far better public buildings
for all purposes, and better ways of living. In short, the
whole character of the State and people has been greatly
changed for the better.

But why has not the Maine Law effected a radical cure of
the whole evil? Why should any fraction of the liquor traffic
yet remain in the State? Let us see in brief what has already
been accomplished. Every distillery in the State has been
swept away. We had seven of them, large ones, and two large
breweries in Portland—all gone now. At the same time with
the distilleries, we had every year many cargoes of West India
rum discharged upon our wharves. We have not had even
one puncheon imported for many years. We had many large
wholesale liquor-shops in all parts of the State ; not one of them
remains to-day. The use of wines and lignors was universal at
all public dinners and large gatherings of men and women.
Now such a display is rarely if ever seen upon our tables. We
had innumerable open, flaring retail grog-shops everywhere ;
now an open saloon nowhere. But why has not even the
secret, sly grog-shop been suppressed ?

The liquor traffic is carried on for the profit of it, not for the
fun of it. A law to entirely suppress the trade must be so
drawn as to take all the profit from it, and by stern terms of
jail, to make it also uncomfortable td those who persist in it.
The penalties of our law are not yet sufficient for that. It was
thought wise not to make the penalties of the original Maine
Law so high as to risk a reaction in public opinion. The great
thing was to have the principle of prohibition recognized, ac-
cepted, and established by law, the necessary penalties would
come afterwards, In 1884 prohibition was put into our Con-
stitution by a majority of 47,075 votes, the affirmative being
three times larger than the negative. This has established the
fact that the Maine Law is approved by an overwhelming pub-
lic opinion, so that sufficient penalties for the thorough en-
forcement of the law are sure to come in time. For the present,

the party having control of the State Government expects to.
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116 A HISTORY OF PROHIBITION IN MAINE.

make a party profit by courting those whose sympathies run
in favor of “personal liberty,” though that phrase is never
heard here. -

For more than thirty years we have been earnestly at work
to strengthen the law. This has been accomplished in many
ways, but not yet sufficiently done, although the amendments
already made to it are very important. The party doles these
out to us slowly, grudgingly, painfuily on the part of the poli-
ticians, but in time, with patience, we shall succeed in our en-
deavor. The original Maine Law was given to us by the Dem-
ocratic party in one day ; while we have not yet obtained the
desired amendments to it from the party now in power in forty
years’ continuous, persistent, hard work.

There are many people in our country who claim to be
friends of temperance far wiser than those who favor pro-
hibition as the last and only possible hope for the deliverance
of the nation from the fearful curse of the liquor traffic. Many
of these people are influential in the community, and with all
their power they oppose the suppression of the grog-shops
and favor what they call “ High License,” as the better way of
dealing with the drink curse. Their platform is very small,
and if founded in truth would be conclusive of the whole
matter.

They say prohibitron has failed everywhere that it has been
tried, while high license regulates and restrains the liquor
traffic; that prohibition is practically free rum.’ Unfortunately
for them, not a word of that is true. Prohibition has not
failed anywhere; wherever it has been tried it has diminished
the volume of the liquor traffic; in some places sweeping it
entirely away ; in many places diminishing it more or less, as
in Maine, Kansas, Iowa, New Hampshire, and Vermont. In
Maine the volume of it remaining is far less than one-twentieth
of its former magnitude.

There are in England, Scotland, and Ireland many places
where prohibition (that is, refusal to license) exists, from
which the liquor traffic has been entirely banished for many
years. On the other hand, there has never been any place,
under any form of license, where the demand for liquor has
not always been fully supplied, whatever the demand might
be; and that is free rum.
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WHAT PROHIBITION HAS DONE FOR MAINE.

BY NEAL DOW.

1. WE had many distilleries, seven of which and two breweries
were in this city. Now we have not one in the State, nor has there
been for many years.

2. At the same time a great quantity of West India rum was
imported; it came to us by the cargoes, many of them every year.
Now not even one puncheon is imported, nor has there been for
many years,

3. Before prohibition, rum-shops were everywhere in the State,
wholesale and retail ; no hamlet so small or retived but the rum-
seller found it and established a grog-shop there. Now, in more
than three-fourths of the State, having three-fourths of our popu-
lation, the grog-shop is unknown. An entire generation has grown
up there, never having seen a saloon or the effects of one.

4. The quantity of liquor now sold in the State is not one twen-
tieth so great as it was before prohibition. In Portland, the largest
city, the quantity sold is not one-hundredth part so much as it was,
the city being twice larger than it was at the time the law was made.

5. Our people used to spend in strong drink the entire valuation
of the State in every period of twenty years, as the nation is now
doing in every period of thirty-five years. But now one million
dollars will far more than pay for all the liquor smuggled into the
State and sold in violation of law.

6. Our State saves annually, directly and indirectly, more than
twenty millions of dollars, which but for prohibition would be
spent, lost, and wasted in drink.

7. Maine is now one of the most prosperous States in the Union:
but before the adoption of prohibition it was undoubtedly the poor-
est.

8. The whole face of the State has been changed for the better.
Before the law there were conspicuous indications everywhere of
dilapidation, unthrift, and decay in shabby churches, shabby school-
houses, shabby dwellings, neglected and shabby barns. Now there
is nothing of all that, but everywhere are seen conclusive proofs of
industry, activity, enterprise, and thrift; no dilapidated or neglected

buildings anywhere, either public or private, but everywhere un-
mistakable proofs of an industrious andp thrifty people.

9. In 1884, after an experience of the benefits of prohibition for
thirty-three years, that policy was put into our constitution by a
popular vote, the majority being 47,075, the affirmative vote being
three times larger than the negative. There can be no more con-
vineing proof than this, that prohibition in Maine has not been *“‘a
failure,” as the distillers and brewers declare it to be, but on the
contrary a great success.

PorTLAND, ME., 1893,
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