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PROHIBITION SITUATION ON MAY 1, 1917

Prohibition States prior to September 1, 1914: Maine, Kansas, G
%l-xsqns_simn, North Cl:rlohm, North Dako:a, Ohhom,’ Tennessee est
irginia. -

Prohibition advance since September 1, 1914:

Vir; tember 22, 1014, Vu'gmm voted for constitutional State-
wide prohibition, effective November 1, 1916.

Colorado—November 3, 1914, Colorado voters adopted Statewide con-
stitutional prohibition, effective January 1, 1916. On November 7, 1916,
voted down amendment to permit sale of beer.

Arizona—November 3, 1914, Arizona voters adopted Statewide con-
stitutional prohibition, effective January 1, 1915. On November 7,
11_916 passed bonedry amendment, entirely prohibiting importation of
iquors.

ashmgton—November 3, 1914, Washington voters adopted State-
wide constitutional prohibition, going into effect January 1, 1916. On
November 7, 1916, two liquor amendments were defeated by immense
majorities.

dregon—-November 3, 1914, Oregon voted for prohibition, the law to
become effective January 1, 1916. On November 7, 1916, beer amend-
‘ment defeated and nedry amendment, prohibiting importation of
liquors, adopted.

bama—January 21, 1915, the islature of Alabama enacted a
Statewide prohibition measure, effective July 1, 1915.

Arkansas—February 5, 1915, the Arkansas islature enacted a State-
wide prohibition law, effective July 1, 1915, but the law was later amended
to become effective January 1, 19 16. On November 7, 1916, attempt
to repeal prohibition defeated two to one. The 1917 Legislature passed
a bonedry law.

Iowa—In February, 1015, the Iowa Legislature voted to submit to
the people a constitutional prohibition amendment to be voted on in
November, 1917. This action was ratified by the 1017 Legislature as

required by constitutional law. The 1915 Legislature safter submission,
repealed the Mulct law to be effective January 1, 1016, thereby making

Iowa dry under statute after that date. If approved in 1917, constitu-
tional prohibition becomes effective Jan 1, 1918.
Idaho—In February, xgls. the Idaho {slature passed a statutory
prolubmon law, making the State dry January 1, 1916. On November
16 prohibition put into constitution by about three to one.
tana—On November 7, 1916, State voted for prohibition effective
ber 31, 1918. Majority about 20,000.

South Carolina—On September 14, 1915, South Carolina voted for
Statewide proh.lbltlon by 41,735 votes to 16,809. The law became effec-
tive December 1915,

Utah—In March 1915, the Legislature of Utah passed the Wootten
bill providing statutory prohibition for Utah after June 1, 1916. The
bill was vetoed by the fovernor after holding for many days Dry gov-
ernor and Legislature elected November 7, 1916, insuring statutory pro-
hibition in 1917, which action was taken by 1917 Legislature.

Minnesota—On February 25, 1915, the Leglslature of Minnesota passed
a county option law, effective immediately. Under this law fifty-six
county elections were held in eight months, Forty-five were dry victories.

South Dakota—On November 7, 1916, State voted for prohibition
effective July 1, 1017, Majority about 25,000.

Florida—In the spring of 1915 the Leg:slatum passed the Davis package
law, abolishing the .treating system and free lunch, closing saloons at
6 P. M. until 7 A. M., and imposing other restrictions so drastic that the
.character of the saloon in Florida is totally altered. The act closed more
than 210 saloons, leaving about only 75 wholesale, mail order, and retail

1ii nber 7, 1916, a dry governor and islature
w t7 Legislature submitted prohibition with only
fc 1e house and three in the other.

enforced its prohibition law with drastic pro-
v May 1, 1016, and early in 1917 passed a bone-
d on absolutely air-tight.

‘2 to 28 in the House and 38 to 11 in the Senate,
t;l 2d a stringent prohibition law to go into effect

\pril 11, 1917, the New Hampshire Legislature

voted on November 7, 1916, in favor of pro-
1917, by majority of about 35,000.

er 7, 1916, étate voted for prohibition effective
about 75,000.
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INTRODUCTORY

This book is the third of a series. Three years ago the
Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and Public Morals of
the Methodist Episcopal Church, at that time called the
Temperance Society, prepared the Pocket Cyclopedia of
Temperance and sent a complimentary copy to every Meth-
odist Preacher in the world. The book immediately proved
remarkably popular, and a large number were sold. In
1916 the second edition, revised and considerably enlarged,
was sent forth, a complimentary copy being _presented to
every editor of a daily newspaper in the United States.

The General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal
Church in 1916 changed the name of the Temperance
Society to the Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and
Public Morals, and removed its central offices to Washing-
ton, D. C. It is now felt that the Board should signalize
the broadening of its work by the preparation of a book
which will ihclude practically all of the material we have
on the different phases of the liquor problem and will
also give some slight consideration to other subjects, which
would naturally be treated under “public morals.”

The list of topics is a long one, as the phases of the liquor
problem are numerous. An effort has been made to sug-
gest broadly by cross references the different articles
which should be considered in relation to each other, but
we must depend upon the activity of the reader’s mind
if the best use is to be made of the book. For instance,
if you are interested in the subject of crime as related
to the liquor traffic, read the article under that head, then
look up the prohibition States by name and see what effect
prohibition laws have had upon crime rates. Then it
might be well to consult the subject “Anti-Prohibition,”
in order to see how the people are misled in regard to the
effects of prohibition.” It may be that you are interested
in the question of crime among young people. If so, con-
sult “Juvenile Delinquency.” If you are interested in the
subject of the cities and prohibition or liquor, consult not
only “Cities” but turn to the prohibition States by name
and see how their large cities have fared under a dry
policy. If you are interested simply in prohibition as a
broad issue, consult everything under the head of prohibi-
tion to get the theory of it. Then investigate and see why
it is a national question; how it has worked in various
States and cities; review carefully its history, etc.

The bulk of the work in the preparation of this volume
has been done, as*in the former ones, by the Research
Secretary of the Board of Temperance, Mr. Deets Pickett,
who is not surpassed by any writer in the country in the
amount of useful and accurate information he has given
to the public on every phase of the prohibition problem
and kindred reforms.

Read the Index.

If you do not agree with some articles in this book,
please take it easily and read them for the novelty of view-
point, anyway,

S



6 INTRODUCTORY \

With the sincere hope that this book may prove an
arsenal of weapons for ministers, editors, magazine
writers, stump speakers, reform leaders, and every patriot,
I am, yours for a dry nation by 1920,

CLARENCE TRUE Wn}soit, General Secretary °
of the
Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and
Public Morals




The Cyclopedia of Temperance,
Prohibition, and Public Morals

ABSINTHE—A green, exceedingly poisonotss, liqueut,
to which aromatics and other drugs are usualfy added.
It is derived from wormwood (Artemisia absinthium)
and was brought from North Africa to France in 1847.
Its use in contiguous countries rapidly spread. France
prohibited it on the outbreak of war in 1914. Belgium
had prohibited its sale in 1905, Switzerland in 1908, and
Holland in 1916. The United States prohibits its impor-
tation.

ABSTINENCE—The principle of total abstinence
from alcoholic drinks has been of gradual growth in
Great Britain and America. In the United States the
agitation which resulted in the present total abstinence
movement began about 178s.

The doctrine has been advanced by societies or lead-
ing individuals of practically every period of the world’s
history. It was a cardinal teaching of Mohammed and
of the founders of the Buddhist religion. At the present
time it has become practically synonymous with “tem-
perance.”

As the great German scholar, Forel, has made clear,
the man who takes an occasional glass of wine or beer
becomes inevitably a defender of the whole drink sys-
tem, a part of the bulwark of the saloon, a defender and
abettor of the whole infamous liquor traffic system which
curses America.

Refs.—For reasons, see Alcohol, Effects of; Athletics; Beer;
Bible and Drink; Brain; Cell Life; Child Welfare; Diseases Caused;
Doctors on Drink; Food Value; Health; Health Defenders of the
Body; Heredity; fndustry; Light Drinks; Medical Practice; Mental

Efficiency; Moderation; Mortality from Alcohol; Physical Efficiency;
Race Suicide; Testimony; and {Vomen.

ACCIDENTS—Approximately forty thousand people
are killed and a half million are injured by industrial acci-
dents each year in the United States, according to 1913
estimates. The figures would probably be less appalling
at the present time, but the country still suffers a loss of
perhaps $300,000,000 a year and a loss of human life which
is incalculable. The tendency of States to pass compensa-
tion laws has awakened American industry to the necessity
of eliminating every preventable cause of accidental death
or injury.

Phelps, an anti-prohibition insurance writer, estimates
that eight per cent of all accidental deaths are due to
alcoholic drink. He bases his estimate upon the epinions
of medical directors of three life insurance companies, and
does not include many deaths due to the agency of an-
other person under the influence of alcohol.

Intoxication is a minor factor in alcohol-caused acci-
dents. The mild exhilaration which makes for unsteadi-

7



8 THE CYCLOPEDIA OF TEMPERANCE

ness of hand, inaccuracy of touch, sight, and hearing and

relessness of danger is the major factor. The practice
of constant “moderate” drinking also tends to obscure
diagnosis, increase the risk of infection, lower the resist-
ance to shock, and causes wounds to break down when
partially healed, thus affecting the mortality statistics of
accident studies.

According to the Boston Medical and Surgical Journal
(May 20, 1915), the records of the Haymarket Square
Relief Station for 1911 showed that 38 per cent of those
dying as the result of accident were under the influence of
alcohol when they entered the hospital. This indicates
that the same percentage were probably under the influ-
ence of drink when hurt, for a hurt is usually treated im-
mediately after the accident. In 1912 the percentage was
33; in 1913, 48; and in 1914 it was 43 per cent.

German Experience

The Leipsic Sick Benefit Society, of Germany, found
that insured drinkers suffered 3.2 serious accidents for
every one suffered by the average insured worker. The
Roeschlingsche Iron and Steel Works at Volklingen found
that their abstaining workmen suffered an accident rate
of only 8 to the 1,000, while the rate among drinking work- -
men was 12 to the 1,000. The German Imperial Insurance
Office found that Monday invariably showed the week’s
high record for accidents, and attributed the fact to Sun-
day drinking and dissipation. In the Zurich building
trades the Monday rate was 22.1 per cent and the average
for other days of the week 15.7 per cent. Germany also
supplies interesting figures showing the higher relative
accident rate in the brewing trade and in other trades
where men are brought into touch with alcoholic beverages.
The Ilseder Foundry, in Germany, forbade the bringing
of beer upon the place and supplied other drinks with the
result that its accident rate fell from 11.8 to 3.2 per 1,000.

Closing the saloons in Coatesville, Pa., reduced the num-
ber of accidents in steel mills 54 per cent and thruout
Pennsylvania the experience -of industrial establishments
has been similar.

The National Safety Council, with a membership of

nearly 1,700 industries employing nearly 3,000,000 men, in
" 1914 adopted the following resolution :

. Whereas, It is recognized that drinking of alcoholic stimulants
is productive of a heavy per cent of the idents and d
affecting the safety and efficiency of workingmen; be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of this organization to go on record

in favor of eliminating the use of intoxicants in the industries of
the nation.

Refs.—See Industry; Mortality from Alcohol; Mental Efficiency. '

ADULTERATION—Nothing prepared for internal
consumption is more subject to adulteration than alcoholic
beverages. “The use of coloring matter and preservatives
(in the preparation of beer) is rapidly and steadily increas-
ing,” recently said the National Food Magazine, while the
National Consumers’ League declared that “beer is often
made of glucose, sugar, rice, rotten corn, starch, preserva-
tives, beer color, etc.” The American Society of Equity,
composed of three million farmers, in a resolution de-
nounced the preparing of beer from “deleterious ingredi-
ents,” asserting that such beer was sold as a pure barley
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and hops product. The Committee on Food Standards
at the Mackinac Island Convention of the Association of
State and National Food and Dairy Departments, de-
clared: “Malt beer has become extinct in America.” Mr.
J. R. Mauff, of the American Society of Equity, charges
- that one of the leading American corn roasters came into
‘his office inquiring where he could buy some “rotten corn”
which he admitted was to be used as a malt substitute.
Among the popular substitutes for malt in the preparation
of beer are “Quick Malt,” “Frumentum,” “Beer Color,”
“Porterine,” etc. “Lager” beer is supposed to be beer
stored or aged until “ripened.” As a matter of fact, the
ripening is often done with a dose of chemicals. Cham-
pagne, Port, Madeira, Sherry, Tokay, Rhine Wine, Sau-
terne, Moselle, and other wines are frequently prepared
in America with the aid of chemicals.

No 'Government Guarantee

There is no government guarantee of the purity of
whisky. Practically anything may be sold as whisky
now. Four, ten, or fifteen-year-old whisky may be made
in a day by being treated with different chemicals, and
much of the “Bourbon” and “Rye,” which is supposed to
come from Kentucky, is prepared in Peoria, Ill

The liquor press makes no secret of the truth of this.
for instance, Barrels and Bottles recently said, “What,
ah what, will happen to our Louisville and Cincinnati
rectifiers if the day ever comes when the United States
pure food regulations are tuned up to the Venezuelan
standard of requiring labels indicating the actual ingre-
dients of alcoholic beverages?”

This is not an American trouble alone. Dr. O’Gorman,
before the British Medical Association, in 1900, said,
“The markets of the world are incredibly flooded with
imitations, adulterations, and chemical trade mixtures
(particularly in wines), so much so that even eminent wine
merchants have declared the impossibility of the large
majority of drinkers, especially outside the countries of
their manufacture, ever tasting even tolerably pure liquor.”

And Dr. Lethaby, in the “Encyclopzdia Britannica,”
says: “A great part of the wine ot France and Germany
has ceased to be the juice of the grape at all. It is hardly
gdssdilz'le to obtain a sample of genuine wine, even at first

and.

ADVERTISING OF LIQUORS—Four years ago only
a small number of daily papers, and not a very lengthy list
of other publications, declined to assist the liquor trade in
appealing for customers, but a spontaneous movement
among publishers augmented this list of “abstaining”
papers so rapidly that an investigation on January 1, 1915,
disclosed 540 daily papers which had adopted a no-liquor
advertising policy. By January 1, 1916, the number had
become 850. An inquiry in January of 1917 directed to
every publication in the United States, no matter what its
character or frequency of issue, revealed that 8,367, or
nearly one third of all the publications in the country, now
decline to serve as a medium of drink solicitation. Fifteen
States have now passed laws prohibiting such advertising,
and similar laws are certain of passing soon in several
other States. . .

In 1913 the Board of Temperance of the Methodist
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Church, then called the Temperance Society, started a cam-
paign against liquor advertising and quickly secured the
general cooperation of the Conferences and pastors of that
denomination. The inquiries referred to in the paragraph
above were conducted by the Research Department of the
Board of Temperance. The culmination of that campaign
was marked by the passage in Congress of a law for-
bidding the sending of liquor advertisements through the
mails into States which prohibit such advertising, or places
where the solicitation of liquor sales is forbidden. Prob-
ably only a court decision will make clear the exact ex-
tent of the law’s operation, but it makes inadvisable the
publication of liquor advertisements in any paper of gen-
eral circulation or the transmission of liquor circulars
without very careful inquiry as to the character of laws
governing the places to which the mail is destined.

The anti-liquor advertising law ran an eventful course
in Congress. The Randall bill was reported to the House
of Representatives early in the short session of the 64th
Congress and a little later the Bankhead bill was passed
in the Senate without a roll call. The liquor trade became
greatly alarmed and rallied its forces to prevent the
passage of the bill by the House, and extensive hearings
on the Bankhead bill were arranged. While the liquor
men were kept busy at these hearings prohibitionists
secured the attachment of the Bankhead bill to the Post
Office appropriation bill in the Senate, the vote being 45
to 11 in Committee of the Whole, and 38 to 28 in the
Senate proper. While the amendment was under discus-
sion, Senator Reed, as a “bluff,” offered an additional
amendment absolutely prohibiting interstate commerce in
liquors into prohibition States. It was seized with avidity
by the prohibitionists. The House ratified the amendment
on February 21, 1917, by a vote of 319 to 72.

One of the greatest factors in rolling up the overwhelm-
ing congressional sentiment for the bill was the presenta-
tion to Congress of petitions from 6,700 newspapers, about
one third of all papers in the United States, asking that
the bill be enacted into law. Dr. Clarence True Wilson
addressed a meeting of 1,500 people in Poli’s Theater,
Washington, D. C,, and produced a profound impression
in favor of the measure. .

Some Great Newspapers

Some of the powerful newspapers which notified the
Board of Temperance, on January 1, 1917, that they ex-
clude liquor advertising, are:

The New York Tribune; Chicago Herald; Times-Picayune, New
Orleans; Express, Los Angeles; Tribune, Los Angeles; Express,
Denver; Times, Denver; Times, Indianapolis; News, Indianapolis;
News, Des Moines; Register, Des Moines; Capital, Des Moines;
Christian Science Monitor, Boston; Journal, Minneapolis; Tribune,
Minneapolis; Bulletin, Rochester; Star, Kansas City; Review,
Atlantic City; North American, Philadelphia; Banner, Nashville;
Tennesseean and American, Nashville; Commercial-Appeal, Mem-
phis; Press, Memphis; Virginian, Richmond; Ledger, Philadelphia;
Gasette-Times, Pittsburgh; and Chronicle Teltqn'l{h, Pittsburgh,
These names are taken at random and do not include many notagle
publications which are more influential than some of those named.

In announcing its determination to follow this policy
the New York Tribune said:

We have discontinued alcoholic iiquor advertising purely as a
matter of business policy,
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We r ize the fact phasized more forcibly as each year
P that 1 Icohol is i patible with efficiency in
any field of effort. In industry, trade, and transportation, as well as
in artistic and professional pursuits, the man who uses alcohol habitu-
alle'vlmposes upon himself a serious disability.

Vhen alcohol is mixed with business it is alcohol which profits, not
business. It is our conviction 3lso that when alcohol is mixed with
advertising it is alcohol which benefits, not advertising.

The Tribume wants to eliminate from its advertising columns all
traces of evil or_even susricions association. We feel that liquor
advertisements will not help to attract to us either the readers or
the advertisers whose patronage we especially desire.

The Chicago Tribune expresses the thinking back of its
policy against liquor advertising in the simple sentence, “If
harm is done by intoxicants, the Tribune does not care to
be a party ‘to it,” and Mr. James Keeley, editor of the
Clnqago Herald, w!nch some time ago expelled liquor ad-
vertisements from its columns, states his platform thus:

A newspaper must have a social conscience. There is no better
investment than a single standard of honor, honesty, truth, and
integrity from the title to the last agate line on the back page.
Those who reap the weedless fields of honesty gather golden harvests.
Truth, cleanliness, and decency are the greatest dividend payers
on earth.

Mr. Keeley pays a_tribute to present-day newspaper
standards in the following words:

The average newspaper in America to-day is a clean paper and an
honest paper. There are not many examples of virtue on the edi-
torial page and vice in the advertising columns.

During eight months succeeding the decision of the
Chicago Herald to exclude the advertising of liquor, it
refused $50,000 worth of such advertising, but showed a
net gain of 3,000 columns of advertisements and 50,000
- in circulation. L. .

The Detroit Times in its announcement declared that it
refused—
to identify itself with the sales department of the iniquitous traffic
or to classify for a membership in the bartenders’ union.

The Christian Science Monitor, of Boston, accounts for
the changing attitude of advertising mediums toward the
drink advertiser on the score of the changing attitude of
general business toward drink. It says:

More and more the general advertiser discriminates against the
newspaper which sells its space to distillers and brewers, just as
the average employer more and more discriminates against the
worker who impairs his worth by insobriety.

Newspapers the country over are sensing the value of
such an advertising appeal as the following, made by the
Morning Tribune, of Los Angeles:

The news and advertising columns of the Morning Tribune are
kept faultlessly clean. It does not print liquor or other advertis-
ing to influence its readers to indulge in harmful practices. It is a

clean, wholesome, home paper which mothers need not fear will
contaminate the minds of their children.

Associated Advertising, in noting the remarkably rapid
development of sentiment in newspaper circles against sell-
ing space to alcoholic drink dealers, declares:

On the whole, aside from the loss of revenue which must tempor-
aril?v result, the net effect will be good for advertising. Parenthet-
ically, it might also be added that eventually other advertisers will
take the place of the liquor makers, because the communities that
drink less as a result of the lack of advertising will employ their
funds in the purchase of other things.

It is obvious that the drinker, temperate or otherwise, will not
have less confidence in advertising because liquor is not advertised,
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and, on the other hand, millions of people who are opposed to the
liquor traffic will have an increased confidence in advertising and
advertisers as a whole. Call them prudish if you will, yet they do
hold such_views and they have millions of dollars to spend for adver-
tised goods.

The oppdsition to liquor salés publicity is largely based
upon love for decency and honesty. Liquor advertising
is seldom honest. Before its recent exclusion of all liquor
advertising the New York T'ribune received an offer of a
beer ad which claimed food value for that product. The
Tribune objected to the claim, as they did not believe it
to be based on fact. To ascertain whether or not they
were correct in their belief, the Tribune had an expert
analyze a bottle of beer. The report stated that it had
no appreciable food value.

The United States Supreme Court has declared that
when a proposed seller “assigns to the article qualities -
which it does not possess; invents advantages, and falsely
asserts their existence,” he commits a criminal offense
under the statutes governing the use of the mails.

Other advertising organizations, as, for instance, the
Associated Bill Posters and Distributors’ Protective Com-
pany, are also putting the ban on the advertising of in-
toxicating liquors.

The Effect of Advertising

The purpose of advertising and solicitation is to cause
demand where demand did not previously exist. What-
ever may be the opinion as to the propriety of supplying
an existent demand for alcoholic beverages through an
institution under strict regulation, it will not be disputed
that it is not well to create a demand for such a product.
The country suffers a distinct doss whenever an American
citizen who has habitually abstained is induced to become
a consumer of alcohol as a beverage. No newspaper can
with complacency view a use of agencies which converts
abstainers into drinkers and defeats the resolution of
griggkers who may be attempting to conquer the drink.

abit.

Liquor advertising has that purpose and effect. The
appeal conveyed in the reading matter, the suggestion
conveyed by the illustrations both tend to that end.

Until the passage of the Bankhead-Randall law adver-
tising was also used to promote violation of law in pro-
hibition territory. At the present time it is conclusively
proven that liquor advertising is being especially designed
to cause drinking by those who, if not prompted, would
abstain; to promote drinking among the abstinent classes
of our citizens, and to provoke the latent appetite where
already existent.

The Promotion of Appetite

That such is the purposive character of liquor adver-
tising is made plain by Mida’s Criterion of the Wine and
Spirit Trade, which says: “Thousands of dollars are spent
each year during the hot months in an effort to get the
public to use grape juice, pineapple juice, and other fruit
juices in cold punches. Why not advertise wine as a sum-
mer drink? Many a family that does not to-day use a
drop of wine could be taught by attractive copy, illus-
trated with tempting colored drawings, to use our light
red and white wines in punches and lemonades.”
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The Brewers’ Journal, of September 1, 1914, outlined a
course ot advertising designed to “mold public sentiment
in favor of beer and create home consumption by those
who have never before drunk beer.”

In another issue of the same journal the following is
found:

Nearly every adult in your community may be considered as a

prospective buyer. Some will respond quickly, others will require
time in order to convince them of the degrabnh{y of beer.

It is also apparent that advertising and solicitation by
mail is being used upon the assumption that women and
children, as well as men of adult age, are prospective
buyers of liquors, in spite of the fact that in America both
women and children are considered as abstinent classes,
and in further despite of the fact that the public safety
requires that they remain so classed.

A great many advertisements exhibited to the House of
Representatives Post Office Committee by the Board of
Temperance, Prohibition, and Public Morals when it was
considering th€ Randall-Bankhead bill showed women and
young girls drinking liquors, while others advise the use
of liquors for nursing mothers, and many of them, both
by illustration and direct appeal, prompt the use of liquors
by children.

The following is a typical advertisement used to promote
the whisky-drinking habit by women and children:

For all folks who want to stay young. No home should be with-
out this wonderful youth and health preserving stimulant. ’s
Pure Malt Whisky is a wonderful health-preserving stimulant,
strengthening the liver, kidneys, and bladder, enriching the blood,
toning and upbuilding the entire system, promoting a good appetite,
keeping you young and vigorous. Invaluable for overworked men,
nervous, run-down women, and delicate, undeveloped children.

Beer is frequently recommended in this advertising for
“hard-playing, fast-growing youngsters,” and illustrations
accompanying advertisements of liquor frequently show
children of small size drinking.

Advertisements distributed in cities often present
premiums of china ware and similar articles which appeal
to women more than to men. In other ways, advertising
is used to promote the use of whisky and beer in the home,
especially among those members of the family popularly
supposed to be free of the drink appetite. Advertising
also, in frequent instances, declares that all correspondence °
is considered confidential, and declaration is made that
shipments will be made in deceptive packages, thus en-
couraging the inclination to order of those members of
the family who may fear parental authority or objection
on the part of the husband.

The collection of exhibits of the Board of Temperance
is startling.

Here is one envelope mailed at Chattanooga, Tenn.,
addressed to “Occupant” of a certain number in Birming-
ham, Ala., and here is another envelope taken from a
private mail box in Chicago, which does not even bear a
stamp, but carries the words “private mail.” One adver-
tisement offers a box of cigars, a quart of whisky, and a
revolver for $3.48 if sent to the Eagle Supply Co. (De-
partment 9), of Jacksonville. Another advertisement pre-
sents “Madison XXX ale” for the use of mothers, with
evident intention of inculcating the alcohol appetite in
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nursing babies. The professors of therapeutics and prac-
tice in a majority of American medical schools emphati-
cally condemn the giving of alcohol to nursing women, and
,thousands of eminent physicians in all parts of the world
consider this superstitious practice a menace to the race.
Nevertheless, one advertisement recommending such use
of beer says, “Obviously, baby participates in the benefits.”
One beer advertisement shows a picture of an entire
family at table and bears the line “A royal treat for the
whole family.” Beer is shown in the hands of the father
and mother, the fifteen-year-old daughter, and the ten-
year-old boy.

Numerous advertisements show minors and other young
people, both boys and girls, drinking beer at picnics, on
shady porches, on fishing trips, at different kinds of social
occasions, and one shows a delivery man bringing in a
case of beer and saying to the housewife, “Madam, this
is the most wholesome thing that comes into your home.”
The Glenside Distilling Company, of Kansas City, Mo.,
is advertising a method by which a quart of whisky will
be sent free, while many concerns advertise methods of
delivering liquors in packages that look like groceries,
shoes, etc. For instance, “Taylor’s,” 232 Washington Ave-
nue, Albany, N. Y., publishes the following advertisement:

It’s nobody’s business but yours and ours. Wines and liquors for

family and medicinal use sent to your home incognito. end for
free sealed information.

Startling Conditions Corrected

The conditions corrected by the Bankhead-Randall bill
may be accurately judged by the following editorial which
" appeared in the Atlanta Constitution:

Occupant, so Blank Street, Atlanta, Ga., is all the address some of
more or less enterprising liquor houses on either side of the
Georgia line are putting on their luExor literature, with bargain
offers and solicitation of orders, sent by the thousand through the
United States mail. It is just a case of up one side of the street
and down the other. If it 13 on a rural route, the only address, per-
haps, is the box number. Whole streets and entire rurat routes
are thus canvassed by the liquor interests without so much as a
single real address on an envelope, and that, too, in a State that
makes penal the ?ublication of a whisky advertisement of any sort.

But the federal government, and not the State, controls the mails,
and the State can interpose no effective objection to this trampling
upon its laws. If a private citizen started about, anywhere in Georgia,
to hand out liquor literature, he would be jailed before he had gone
half a dozen blocks. But carriers in postal uniform do that which
the State-specifically forbids, under the direct and fostering protec-
tion of the nation.

During Christmas week, Postmaster Purdy, of Minne-
apolis, stated that 2,000,000 such liquor circulars were
sent out from his office.

The following is a sample of a particularly obnoxious
advertisement :

R. P. Webb_Co., Monroe, La., Lock Box 681. $3.20—Four quarts.
Express prepaid. We all have confidence in our great government.
We honor Old Glory, the flag of the country, and when we_find
Uncle Sam’s O. K. and stamp on anphm we have confidence in it.

You will find on ever* bottle of Post Office whisky Uncle Sam’s
green stamp and O. K. his is your guaranty. Will you accept this
and send us a trial order for this fine whisky? Post Office whisky
is made right, aged right, and has the government stamp; and, last
but not least, the price is right.

You will note the name of this fine bottled-in-bond whisky is Post
Office, We have been permitted to use this name *“Post Office,”
and the brand is fully protected by the law.
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The circular is illustrated by a big picture of a whisky
bottle of the so-called Post Office brand. At the side is
a picture of a post office with Uncle Sam smiling and point-
ing toward the whisky.

A very striking presentation to the House Post Office
Committee was a copy of Life, “Dry States Edition,”
which contained in the space occupied in the regular edition
of that magazine by liquor advertisements, the following
announcement ;

Are you curious to know what is in this space in the regular edition
of Life? We cannot tell you here; it is against the law in this State.
You can find out only by becoming a subscriber, thus receiving a
copy of the regular edition through the United States mails. {’Ve
are still on good terms with Uncle Sam.

The “Are you curious?” announcement in Life pro-
duced at least one answer which did not please that
paper. Here it is:

BIRMINGHAM, ALA.

When T open the pages of Life the first advertisement my eyes rest
upon begins, “Are you curious to know what is in this space in the
regular edition of Li{e? We can not tell you here. It's against
the law in this State.”

I am not curious; I know. )

For 16 drab years I was the wife of a drunkard. We are childless.
I ?ave birth to one living child that died in infancy; then came one

tillborn, and after that years of suffering. I have heard my husbhand
rave like a madman, drivel like an idiot. I have known hunger; have
felt the blow of a drunkard’s furﬁ. .

Six years ago a change came; he drinks no longer, and is to-day a
sober man. .

You offer a prize of $500 for a criticism of Life. Not for $5,000
would 1 forego the satisfaction of telling you how I loathe a maga-
zine that will publish a liquor advertisement. Not for 5,000,000
would I go back to the day when your bold headlines, ‘““‘Are you
curious?” would have the power to lure my husband on to drink,
drink, drink.

AN AraBama Woman.

The list of newspapers which decline liquor advertising
is too long for insertion here. By States, they may be
tabulated as follows:

Alabama .......... 114
Arizona ... 29
Arkansas .... 169
California . 218
Colorado ...... 19

Connecticut 3

Delaware ........... .. . . 9
District of Columbia..... . 22
Florida ........... 89
Georgia .... 157
Idaho .......... . 52
IMinois +.veveververvecrnssnnanenns 562
Indiana .......ccoivveeevinennn... 318
Jowa coieeienininnn 337
Kansas ...ociveeivniiniennn 392
Kentucky socveecnennns 125
Louisiana Cetieeeceettaeaannan 51
Maine 62
Maryland . 54
Massdchusetts ..... 221
Michigan .....ccovvverninnnncnnnas 297
Minnesota «.....o0ieuinenn, ceeiees 207
Mississippi 96
Missouri 392
Montana 49
Nebraska ...... Ceeeseecstisavesnes 234

New Hampshire.....cov00vevnnnnes 38
~ New Jersey ..oovviviiiiiiiniinnas 73

New MeXiCOutvivuerurenecennanan .. 36
New York..oeieeevianeanennnns cees 451
Nevada .vvvevivenreencnnnnennnns . 1
North Carolina....ceoeeeeienanens . 152

North Dakota...c.cecvoeeveessannees 186
OBiO secececveccsrssveccasavesoces 453
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Oklahoma .....cccvvevvevvencnanes 291
Oregon  ...voveveecrcsenssenceces 149
Pennsylvania  .....ecveveeneieneess 316
Rhode Island.............ccv000vee 16

West ' Virgini:
Wisconsin ... 308
Wyoming ..

Total eevveeccnevenceenencenss 8,366

The Bankhead-Randall advertising and bonedry law
reads as follows:

Senate amendment No. 34: On page 37 insert the following:

“Sec. 5. That no letter, postal card, circular, newspaper, pamph-
let, or publication of any kind containing any advertisement of
spirituous, vinous, malted, fermented, or other intoxicating liquors
of any kind, or containing a solicitation of an order or orders for
said liquors, or any of them, shall be deposited in or carried by the
mails of the United States, or be delivered by any postmaster or
letter carrier, when addressed or directed to any person, firm, cor-
poration, or association, or other addressee, at any place or point in
any State or Territory of the United States at which it is by the
law in force in the State or Territory at that time unlawful to
nglvcl:rtise or solicit orders for such liquors, or any of them, respec-
tively.

“If the publisher of any newspaper or other publication or the
agent of such publisher, or if any dealer in such liquors or his agent,
shall knowingly deposit or cause to be deposited, or shall lgnowin%}y
send or cause to be sent, anything to be conveyed or delivered by
mail ‘in violation of the provisions of this section, or shall know-
ing? deliver or cause to delivered by mail anything herein for-
bidden to be carried by mail, shall be fined not more than $1,000
or imprisoned not more than six months, or both; and for any sub-
sequent offense shall be imprisoned not more than one year. Any
person violating any provision of this section may be tried and
punished, either in _the district in which the unlawful matter or
publication was mailed or to which it was carried by mail for
delivery, according to direction thereon, or in which it was caused
to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it was addressed.
Whoever shall order, purchase, or cause intoxiqatxq‘gl liquors to be
transported in interstate commerce, except for scientific, sacramental,
medicinal, and mechanical purposes, into any State or Territory
the laws of which State or Territory prohibit the manufacture or
sale_therein of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes shall
punished as aforesaid: Provided, That nothing herein shall author-
1ze the shipment of liquor into any State contrary to the laws of
such State: Provided ?urther, That the Postmaster-General is here-
by authorized and directed to make public from time to time in
suitable bulletins or public notices the names of States in which it is
unlawful to advertise or splicit orders for such liquors.”

AFRICA—In 1890, Sir George Goldie, founder of
Nigeria, stated that only absolute prohibition could prevent
the necessity of abandoning vast regions of tropical Africa.
In that same year a treaty was made at Brussels by Ger-
many, Belgium, Denmark, Spain, the Congo, Great Britain,
Italy, the Netherlands, Persia, Sweden, Norway, Zanzi-
bar, Austria-Hungary, the Ottoman Porte, France, the
United States, and Portugal providing for the nonimpor-
tation and prohibition of manufacture of distilled liquors
in all central African territory lying between what is
usually known as North and South Africa. These prohibi-
tions did not go into force until 1901. .

The complicating effect of railroad development and the
insatiate greed of American and European liquor dealers
resulted in an increase of liquor consumption in Nigeria
during the decade 1900-'10 of 61 per cent. The west coast
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is frequently described as “one long bar.” Various civilized
countries have at times disgraced themselves by their
attitude toward the African drink trade. Representatives
of the United States were at one time responsible for the
reduction of the tariff on 1mport§gnons of liquor into
Madagascar and in North Africa. Those countries under
French control have been debauched by alcohol.

The New England rum trade with Africa is peculiarly
irritating to Americans. Mr. Gillett, a representative in
Congress from Massachussetts, introduced a bill to stop
it and it elicited much support. The statistics of the cus-
toms office at Boston show that from January 1 to Decem-
ber 31, 1914, there were exported from the port of Boston
1,178,202 gallons of rum; from January 1, 1915, to Decem-
ber 31 of the same year, 1,402,580 gallons; and from Janu-
ary I to February 29, 1916, 57,307 gallons.

ALABAMA—Under prohibition, enacted by the Legis-
lature in January, 1915. A previous prohibition law, en-
acted in 1908, had been repealed in 1911, The 1915 law
prohibits advertising of liquors. A limited quantity of
liquor might be imported during a specified time for
personal use, but this provision is nullified by the federal
bonedry amendment to the Post Office Appropriation bill.

The Alabama Citizen published in 1909 a table showing
the arrests for drunkeaness and other offenses in the
principal cities of the State under wet and dry regimes.
Nineteen cities with an aggregate population of over 200,-
000 were represented :

190! cfoB Per Cent

(wet, Dec
Arrests drunkenness....... 6,830 .536 77
Arrests all offenses........ 24,044 12,907 46

In Birmingham, Ala., the number of violent deaths from
all causes in eleven months of 1907 was 342; in the same
months of 1908 it was 166, a decrease of 5I per cent.
Deaths from acute alcoholism decreased from 15 to 2.
Thus drunkenness, deaths due to acute alcoholism, crime
of all kinds, markedly decreased under Alabama’s first
prohibition law.

When the liquor forces succeeded in getting control of
the Legislature and repealing this beneficent law, sentiment
for its return was so promptly manifested as to compel
its reenactment at the next succeeding session of the
Legislature. The result of the new prohibition law was
summarized by the Age-Herald of Birmingham, as follows:

The data show these salient facts:

The Grand Juries of 1913 sat 117 days, as compared
with 55 days in 1916.

The 1913 Grand Juries were called upon to investigate
1,630 cases; those of 1916 only 929. The Grand Juries
(6)(58 1013 found 1,054 true bills; those of 1916 found only

In 1913 the coroner of Jefferson County sat on 92 murder
cases; in 1916 on 58. In 1913 hlS reports show 67 acci-
dental deaths compared with 48 in 1916.

Bank deposits rose from $26,000,000 in 1913 to $30,000,-
000 in 1916. Post office revenues increased from $516,000
in 1913 to $578,000 in 1916.

The total of deaths in Birmingham in 1913 was 2,749, as
compared with 2,288 in 1916. The births in 1913 were
3,579, compared with 3,637 in 1916.
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President George B. Ward, of the City Commission, who
opposed the prohibition- law, makes the following state-
ment: “The more serious phases of crime have almost dis-
appeared under the operation of this law, and less impor-
tant offenses have greatly decreased in number. The fol-
lowing shows the comparative record of October, Novem-
ber, and December, 1014, and the ‘same months of 1915,
the first dry year:

914 915 Per cent

Saloons Prohlbltlon Decrease
Total arrests8 ........ 4,599 2,742 41
Total convictions. . 3,294 1,910 42
Drunkenness 999 340 66
Wife whipping.. . 23 11 52
Disorderly conduct. ... 863 487 44

“Homicides in the city of Birmingham have been re-
d?ced exactly 33 1-3 per cent for the last three months
of 1913.

“Suicides for the entire year of 1914 were 35. For the
entire year of 1915 there were 14, or a reduction of 6o
per_cent.

“It is a notable fact that Birmingham has never before -
in-its history been so quiet and orderly.

“Following is .a comparison of the number of cases in
the police court on February 2, 1914, 1915, 1916:

“Under saloons, February 2, 1914, 130 cases.

“Under saloons, February 2, 1915, 44 cases.

“Under Prohibition, February 2, 1916, 3 cases.”

In the South Christmas day is attended by more drink-
ing than any other holiday. In 1914 Christmas in Birming-
ham was marred.by four killings and 106 arests, half of
which were for drunkenness. One year later Christmas
showed a record of only one murderous assault and forty
" police cases, five of which were for drunkenness.

The Record of a Big City

Far and wide wet advertisements have slandered the
city of Birmingham because it is dry. It has been said
that the schools are neglected, the police force depleted,
the State in distress because of a huge deficit, and the
illicit distillation of liquors greatly increasing. The facts
are that the schools are splendidly supported, the police
force reduced because fewer officers are needed to ac-
complish the same work in the same time, and the State
is getting from under a moderate deficit piled up in the
days when Alabama was wet. The liquor advertisements
contrast 179 illicit _stills seized in 1906 with 308 in 1914,
presuming that their readers will not know that both were
wet years.

Mr. Ward, above quoted, is authority for the statement
that the use of deadly drugs by Negroes has been almost
entirely abolished since prohibition went into effect. The
effect on business is indicated by an increase of $5,134,052
in bank deposits during the year July, 1914-1915. The
number of depositors was 7,860 greater.

Refs.—See Anti-Prohibition; Crime; Insanity; Juvenile Delin-
quency; Pauperism; Race Suicide; and Savings.

ALASKA—By a five-to-three ratio, Alaska voted on
November 7, 1916, for prohibition. The fight was led by
the W. C. T. U. As Congress has all power over such
matters, it was necessary that the law be enacted in Wash-
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ington and this was done by the passage of a bonedry act
during the short session of the 64th Congress.

Once before, under President Cleveland in 1887, prohibi-
tion, or rather near-prohibition, prevailed in Alaska by
order of the secretary of the treasury.

ALCOHOL—A habit-forming, irritant, narcotic, de-
pressant drug, useful for many mechanical, pharmaceutical,
and scientific purposes. Ethyl alcohol is that found in the
ordinary alcoholic beverages, such as beer, wine, and
whisky. Other alcohols, not suitable for beverage pur-
poses, are methyl, or wood alcohol; propylic, butylic, and
amylic. Ethyl alcohol contains 52.67 parts of carbon, 12.90
parts of hydrogen, and 32.43 parts of oxygen.

Ethyl alcohol is produced by the decomposition of vege-
table or animal matter by the alcohol ferment, which is a
minute living organism, capable of assimilating food,
eliminating waste products, growing and multiplying. The
alcohol is a‘waste-product or excretion of this organism.
When the proportion of alcohol in a fermented liquor
becomes 13.5 per cent, the ferment is poisoned and
stronger liquors must be produced by distillation. Ethyl
alcohol is colorless and has a burning taste. The word
alcohol is derived from the Arabic “al ghole,” meaning
“evil spirit.”

The alcohol ferment is peculiarly interesting because
it exists on the very border-line separating the animal
and vegetable kingdoms. It is sensitive to heat and cold;
even susceptible to disease, altho remarkably tenacious of
life. But it multiplies by budding. A new cell sprouts
from an old one, and by the development of granules,
liberated by the bursting of the mother cell, becomes the
nucleus of still other cells. Its multiplication is especially
rapid in the presence of sugar.

History of Alcohol

The date of the discovery of alcohol, obtained by dis-
tillation from grain, is unknown, but the popularity of
distilled liquors in Great Britain did not begin until the
reign of William and Mary. Paul Richter, in a recent
number of the Berliner Klinische Wochenshrift, shows
that a knowledge of aqua ardens, that is, “strong water,”
may be traced back as far as the second century, anno
Domini, to Hippolytus. The New York Mecdical Record
says the ancients knew of this strong spirit, but met with
but little success in extracting it. There is assurance that
some of the ancient wines could be ignited, but it was
to the ancients a mystery that they should respond to the
flame. It has been taught that distillation began with the
Arabians in the tenth century, but it is now known that
the process was known somewhat earlier by the Italians.

ALCOHOL, EFFECTS OF—This poison has a
peculiar affinity for the more important cells of the body.
In all of its effects it is the direct negation of water.
While both are colorless, it will be noticed that:

Water Alcohol

Will not burn. . Burns easily.

Has no taste. [skin. Has burning taste.

Cools and refreshes the Burns and inflames the skin.
Necessary to healthy life. Unnecessary to healthy life,
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Water

Makes a seed grow.

Softens all foods.

Is itself a food.

Will not dissolve resin.

Does not intoxicate.

Benefits the body.

A constituent of every liv-
ing body cell.

Aids decomposition.

Quenches thirst.

OF TEMPERANCE

Alcohol
Kills the seed.
Hardens all foods.
Is a poison.
Easily dissolves resin.
Intoxicates.
Injures the body.
Is not a constituent of any

living body cell.

Prevents decomposition.
Creates thirst.

* Alcohol is not a food. At every point it is different
in its nature from foods:

Food

1. The same quantity pro-
duces the same effect.

Alcohol

1. More and more required
to produce a given effect
on a person.

Its habitual use is likely
to induce an uncontroll-
able desire for more in

2. Its habitual wuse does 2.
not produce a desire for
more in ever-increasing

amounts, ever-increasing  quanti-
ties.
3. All foods are oxidized 3. Alcohol is oxidized
slowly. rapidly.
4. All foods are stored in . Alcohol is not stored in
the body. the body.
5. Foods are wholesome . Alcohol is a poisonous

and beneficial to the
healthy body; they may
injure the body in cer-
tain phases of disease.

The young are advised
to take plentifully of

ood. .
. The use of foods is not

followed by reaction.

The use of foods is fol-
lowed by an increase in
the activity of the mus-
cles and brain cells.

excretion which may be
beneficial in certain cases
of  diseases (though
physicians use it far less
than formerly and many
do not use it at all), but
is never beneficial to the
healthy body.

. The young are always

advised to abstain from
alcohol.

. The use of alcohol, as

with narcotics in general

. is followed by a reaction.
. The use of alcohol is

followed by a decrease
in the activity of the
muscles and brain cells.

Alcohol is a food for the ferment of acetic acid or
vinegar, and a poison for everything else. There is very
little scientific opposition to this statement at the present
time,

Upon entering the body alcohol affects deleteriously
the functioning power of every organ. It inflames the
throat, hinders digestion by its power to coagulate foods
and to precipitate solutions; it dilates the blood vessels,
inflames the connective tissues of the liver, causing “hob-
nail liver,” directly poisons the muscles of the heart, caus-
ing them to swell and permitting the accumulation of
fatty particles between the fibrous tissue, prevents the
proper nourishment of the muscles by interfering with
the carrying of oxygen to them and the removal of waste
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matter, hinders the various functions of mind and paralyzes
the delicate nerve and brain cells, thickens the speech and
blunts the senses.

What We Are Learning About Alcohol

Experiments are constantly being carried forward by
scientific and medical men in America and Europe to
determine the effects of alcohol upon the body. This
kind of work is largely increasing, and the result is that
the people are being warned _against alcohol from many
different sources. Not long since in a copyrighted article
appearing in a large number of daily newspapers Lillian
Russell, whose name has long been a synonym for good
looks, declares that drink will disfigure the face with
pimples and blotches, glaze the eyes with a criss-cross of
fiery blood vessels, paint the nose an unlovely hue, make
your cheeks pallid, write dark circles under the eyes, and
will do a few other things besides inflicting-upon the guilty
ones such unimportant consequences as indigestion, head-
aches, biliousness, Bright’'s disease, nervousness, bad
temper, loss of common sense, loss of power to work
efficiently, loss of friends, family, and happiness.

We suggest that Miss Russell be employed to write
the advertisements of the brewing concerns who are
decorating the pages of certain newspapers with pictures
of fair young women guzzling beer.

Miss Russell’'s warning is really based upon scientific
investigations.

A great many of the experiments mentioned above dis-
close the effect of alcohol upon elementary life forms.

Effect of Alcohol Upon Jelly-Fish

For instance, Dr. Sir B. W. Richardson, F.R.S., made
a long series of interesting experiments on the little fresh-
water medusa, or jelly-fish, with the following results:
He took two tubes, one containing tank water, the other
alcohol in the proportion of one part in 1,000. Into each
he placed a medusa, and observed the results. Within
two minutes the movements of the one in the tube con-
taining alcohol were entirely stopped (though prior to im-
mersion the movements were seventy-four per minute),
and it began to sink to the bottom. At the end of five
minutes it lay at the bottom of the tube a mere speck of
matter. It was then put into plain tank water of the same
temperature and left for two hours, but it showed no signs
of life. The one in the other tube moved about unaffected.
Another was put into a tube containing one part alcohol
in 2,000. It remained for about four minutes as though
little affected, but at the end of another minute, sank to
the bottom motionless. It was taken out and placed in
tank water but did not recover. The same thing also
occurred in a liquid made up of one part alcohol in 4,000
water.

These experiments were made to determine the extent
of "alcohol’s poisoning power upon the physical structure.
Similar experiments were carried forward by Dr. J.
Ridge, of England, to ascertain the effect of alcohol upon
water fleas.

He inclosed them in bottles containing alcohol in water
varying from one part in 100 to one part in 20,000, and
others in plain water, with the result that those placed in
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water containing alcohol died sooner or later, while those
in plain water remained alive.

It has been found that alcohol has a similar effect upon
. the constituent elements of human life.

Alcohol’s Effect Upon Physical and Mental Efficiency

The effect of the consumption of alcoholic beverages
upon physical and mental efficiency has been absolutely
determined by numerous experiments in Europe and
America. Indeed, the Heidelberg experiments were the
foundation for the antialcohol movement in Europe, and
widening acquaintance with scientifically determined facts
has influenced the attitude of the railroads and industrial
corporations in America, and may properly be said to have
affected the progress of the prohibition movement.

Refs.—See all subjects referred to under Abstinence.

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES—The alcoholic bever-
ages most commonly used in the United States are beer,
wine, and whisky. The percentage of alcohol usually con-
tained in the various kinds of these drinks are as follows:

Beer ...... Cerereeresenann 4.0 Lisbon ....ccievevennnenn. 18.5
Porter ....coviviiiiennanns 4.5 Canary .....ccvniiennnn «...19.0
Ale ittt 7.0 Sherry ...ccciiveniininnnns 19.0
Cider ...cvevvvieninnnanns 9.0c Vermouth ................ 19.0
Moselle ...., ve..10.0 Cape ..oiiviiiiieiaas .19.0

okay ..10.0 Malmsey 20.0
Rhine ..11.0  Madeira 21.0
Bordeaux ..11.5 Port ... 23.0

ock ...... ..12.0  Chartreuse 43.0
Champagne ... ..cecevvnnn 120 Gin ..oiiiiiiiiiene. ..52.0
Claret ....ovieeevenennnans 130 Brandy ......cciiicieienns 53.0
Burgundy ............00.0 140 Rum L..iiiviiiiiieeennens 54.0
Malaga ....ccovvevecnnnane 17.0 Whlsky .................. 54.0

ALCOHOLISM—The deaths from alcoholism in the
federal registration area (eighteen States) in 1912 num-
bered 3,183. Alcoholism is acute alcoholic poisoning. It
usually occurs from large overdoses of alcohol taken by
habitual drunkards. Death is due to a paralysis of the
nerve centers,

The liquor press very freqently quotes the federal report
of the number of deaths from alcoholism in the registra-
tion area as proof that the prohibitionists are incorrect
in saying that alcoholic liquors cause the death of 66,000 -
adults annually. The drinking of alcoholic beverages is
a factor in a very large number of diseases and causes
of death of which alcoholism is only one. It should also
be noticed that the federal registration area does not cover
the entire United States.

The federal reports do not include all deaths from alco-
holism even in the registration area. A family physician
is frequently very loath to ascribe the death of his patient
to alcoholism, especially when that patient has been a
personal friend,-as there is a taint of disgrace fixed upon
the family by such a report. Consequently, he frequently
reports that death was due to ‘“heart failure,” or some
similar cause.

Reputable physxclans now recognize a distinct disease
called “subacute” alcoholism. The man who has. become
careless of dress, to whom affection for his family means
little, whose habits, desires, welfare, are all subordinated
to a craving for drink induced by the habitual taking of
“moderate” doses of alcoholic beverages, is suffering from
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subacute alcoholism. Such a man will frequently lie or
even steal to secure liquor, although he may be struggling
against his slavery for the greater part of the time.

Dr. T. B. Hyslop, of the Royal Hospital for the Insane,
England, says: “Intemperance does not necessarily mean
only obvious and palpable drunkenness. From the very
moment in which alcohol has disturbed the healthy exercise
of the mental faculties, or has impaired the moral sense
by unduly exciting the animal passions, or has in any way
unfitted a person for discharging his duties in the proper
struggle for survival, from that moment has there been
guilt of intemperance.”

Understanding the Alcoholic

Alcohol reaches beyond the physical into the moral
and mental nature for its grip upon a man. “Getting
alcohol out of one’s system is an easy matter,” writes
Dr. Evans, in the Rocky Mountain News. “Cure up to
that point is easily possible. Drunkards are usually poor,
weak-willed neurasthenics, neurotics, or irregulars of one
sort or another. To make matters worse, they usually
think themselves very strong. Keeping them cured will
depend on the amount of help they get from religion, sym-
. pathetic friends, good home life, occupation, etc.”

Lady Henry Somerset, writing in the British Journal
of Inebriety, points out how the cure for the alcoholic
must involve both physical and spiritual treatment: “The
reclamation of the inebriate is, to my mind, an absolutely
hopeless task if it is undertaken without belief in the
power of God, the love of God and the guidance of God.”

Prohibition has uniformly had a good effect upon the
death showing as relates to alcoholism. The prohibition
State of North Carolina in 1912 had only sixteen such
deaths. The license State of Massachusetts, with only
one third more population, had 296, and similar figures are
available from other sources.

Refs.—See . Arrests for Drunkenness; Diseases Caused; Doctors
on Drink; and Mortality from Alcohol.

ALE—A malt liquor very similar to beer, but produced
with a smaller percentage of hops and having a somewhat
different flavor. It contains, on the average, nearly twice
as much alcohol as the beers ordinarily consumed in
America. But little is produced in this country, most of
it being secured from Great Britain. .

AMENDMENT, CONSTITUTIONAL—See Consti-
tutional Prohibition; History of the Temperance Reform;
Hobson-Sheppard Bill; and National Prohibition.

AMENDMENTS, CONSTITUTIONAL—See table
in History of the Temperance Reform for list of States
enacting prohibition by constitutional amendment. Also
see references under Amendment, Constitutional.

AMERICAN SOCIETY FOR THE STUDY OF
INEBRIETY—A most excellent organization which has
not received its due meed of recognition among American
medical men, whose anti-liquor activities have been so
largely confined to prohibition organizations. Communica-
tcions are addressed to  Dr. T. D. Crothers, Hartford,

onn,
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AMERICAN TEMPERANCE UNION— See Ameri-
can Temperance Society. -

AMERICAN TEMPERANCE SOCIETY AND
UNION—The American Society for the Promotion of
Temperance, the name by which it was first known, was
organized at Boston, Mass., February 13, 1826. The pro-
moters of this organization believed in total abstinence
from all intoxicants, but were afraid to push such a
propaganda because they thought it too far ahead of the
prevailing sentiment. Their active propaganda consisted
in teaching total abstinence from distilled liquors and
extreme moderation in the use of light liquors. No pledge
was used in connection with their work. There was at
first only a State organization, but similar societies were
soon established in othcr States, and at the first national
convention, held at Philadelphia in 1883, these State or-
ganizations effected orgamc union as “The United States
Temperance Union,” which existed until it became the
“American Temperance Union” at the second national
convention held at Saratoga, N. Y., in 1836. The American
Temperance Union had an existence and did a tremendous
work down to 1861 when all anti-liquor work was tem-
porarily suspended.

The work of this Society consisted mainly in the pub-
lication and circulation of standard temperance literature.
In 1865 the scattered ends of the work of this Society

were gathered up and carried forward by the National
Temperance Society and Publication House.

ANTI-PROHIBITION—The opposition to prohibi-
tion is frequently difficult to meet because of its volume
and mass, because of its kaleidoscopic character and be-
cause of the fact that a lie well stood to frequently yields
as much temporary advantage as the truth faithfully pre-
sented. If it is a question of national prohibition it is
said that the States should control the traffic; if it is
State prohibition, local option is valiantly defended by the
liquor people;; if it is a4 question of local option, high license
is the remedy; if the reformers propose high license,
Sunday closing, and fewer saloons, the saloons defy the
laiw, keep open on Sunday, sell to minors, and do as they
please.

Theoretically the opposmon to prohibition is: 1. “Pro-
hibition does not prohibit.” “Light drinks, such as beer
and wine, are harmless.” 3. “T he use of wine is sanctioned
by the Bible.,” 4. “Prohibition violates individual liberty.”
5. “The trouble has been due to the way in which liquors
have been retailed and not to the commodity itself.” 6.
Financial distress in certain prohibition States and cities
is alleged. 7. Statistics are manipulated to confuse hearers
and readers. 8. “There was a prohibition wave two gen-
erations ago, and it passed because the policy failed.” o.
“Prohibition drives people to the use of less bulky spiritu-
ous liquors instead of beer and wine.” 10. “Lynching, child
labor, homicide, etc., are common in some prohibition
States.” 11. “Prohibition promotes illicit manufacture and
sale of liquors.” 12. “It causes people to resort to the use
of hair tonic, patent medicine, varnish, cologne, etc., as
substitutes for beverages.” 13. “George Washington, Abra-
ham Lincoln, and other great men were not prohibition-
ists.” 14. “Prohibition raises taxes.” 15. “It causes the
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lower elements of the population to resort to the use of
drugs.” 16. “Consumption of liquor is as great in prohibi-
tion States as in license States.”

Frequently these general assertions are backed up by
absolute falsehoods, because of the evident belief that the
publishing of lies in sufficient number and volume cannot
be adequately combated, on account of the painstaking
research required to arrive at the truth.

Some Favorite Tricks

It is common for the liquor interests in any local option
or State prohibition fight to allege great financial distress
in specified prohibition States and cities. Sometimes the
statements are true, being accounted for by a debt left

" over from the license days. Sometimes a temporary politi-

cal squabble in a Legislature will be the cause of the hold-
ing up the State warrants and delay in the meeting of
obligations. Sometimes the statements are simply untrue,
but by the time the facts are testified to by local officers
and business men the election is over. At one time much
was made of the alleged fact that West Virginia, which
had recently enacted prohibition, was*very hard up for
money. This was apparently true because. of a fight be-
tween the governor and Legislature, which tied up the
State’s business, but West Virginia was never in distress,
and its official reports soon showed an excellent state of
affairs in its treasury. But meanwhile the liquor interests
had passed on to other arguments. Chicago, Toledo,
Cincinnati, Maryland, and other wet cities and States are
in deep financial waters, but we hear nothing of this from
the liquor interests. Most of the dry States which are
embarrassed with debt are so because of conditions created
before prohibition was adopted.
. The manipulation of statistics is usually accomplished
by confusing figures showing commitments to public in-
stitutions with the number of inmates on some specified
day and by comparing States which are remote from each
other or which are under totally different laws and cir-
cumstances. When wet and dry States are compared,
all the figures in regard to all States in each class should
be given; one State should be compared with the country
as a whole, or single States with others operating under
similar laws and social conditions. So-called “hand pick-
ing” of States is merely a device to mislead the unwary.

A Typical Instance

Take the matter of savings banks, for instance. Cer-
tain license States are compared with certain prohibition
States to the disadvantage of the latter, but the federal
figures on which these comparisons are based take account
only of the institutions which comply with certain rules
of the Treasury Department. According to the federal
figures for 1914, Nebraska, Illinois, Oklahoma, Missouri,
and other highly important States had no savings banks
at all. Obviously, this is absurd and makes valueless all
the pretentious comparisons which the liquor interests
flaunt in their advertisements and mass meetings. Gen-
erally speaking, a manufacturing State will show a much
higher average of sayings accounts than an agricultural
State, where land investments and building and loan activi-
ties are preferable to small-interest savings accounts.
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These same general principles apply to the discussion
of the matter of church membership, or homicide records,
or divorce, crime, pauperism, early prohibition legislation,
and similar questions, all of which are treated at length
by name in this book.

It avails nothing to poster a State which is to vote on
prohibition with attacks upon the lynching record of
Georgia because, while Georgia leads the country in lynch-
ing, she is very far ahead of most of the wet States in
her record regarding nearly every other crime. It avails
nothing to say that there are blind pigs in prohibition
territory when the discrepancy between the number of local
and federal licenses in wet States shows that blind pig-
ging is much more prevalent in license territory. It
avails nothing to point to the use of drugs in prohibition
States when .drug using is most common in the great license
cities. It avails nothing to say that George Washington
and Thomas Jefferson were not prohibitionists, in view
of the fact that they were ahead of the public sentiment
of their day, and beyond doubt would be prohibitionists
if living in the twentieth century. It avails nothing to tell
of how drunkards resort to varnish, cologne, and hair
tonic when the saloons are closed, for the intelligent listener
will at once ask why they resort to such liquids if blind
pigs and boot leggers are as common as alleged by the
liquor interests. And it will further occur to him to
wonder whether or not anyone ever really began the
liquor habit on varnish!

The matter of blind pigs, illicit distilling, taxes, drugs, the
Bible and drink, pauperism, crime, divorce, juvenile de-
linquency, consumption of liquor, etc are all discussed at
length under proper title in this book.

" Of necessity dishonest in their methods, the llquor in-
terests habitually advertise their arguments in reputable
publications and then quote them as if these publications
were responsible for the statements. And never do they
conduct a fight without resorting to methods of operation
as well as argument which are unscrupulous to the highest
degree.

“The whisky and beer trade ought to be on its knees
begging for life. Instead, it is strutting around with
a club in its hand, threatening decent people, trying to -
bulldoze the church and the home, and to dictate to politics
and business,” said the Kansas City Star.

Bonfort’s Wine and Spirit Circular candidly set forth
one of these infamous methods when it said:

“It may be well to consider, in passing, the actual
strength of the opposition to the prohibition movement,
as represented by Americans of foreign birth.”

“According to the last census, the number of foreign-
born males of voting age in the United States was 6,646,-
817. Of this number 3,034,117 or 456 per cent were

- naturalized and entitled to vote.

“We commend the movement now so rapidly shaping
itself among our foreign-born citizens in organizing into
a powerful body to assert their rights and preserve their
constitutional freedom and individual liberty.”

There is no man living who can foresee the deplorable
consequences of this effort to array against their best
friends the men and women who have come to this coun-
try to realize better conditions of living.
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Wolves in Sheep’s Clothing

Where their business is attacked the last thing the liquor
interests would ever think of would be to make a frank
defense over their own signatures or through statements
issued by their own trade organizations. Instead, they
realize their only hope of even temporary preservation lies
in masking their interests behind respectable names and
legitimate business.

By every unscrupulous means known to the expert in
hypocrisy, the brewer now wages his hazardous defense

--under cover of made-to-order “Business Men’s Leagues,”
“Commercial Associations,” “United Societies for Local
Self-Government,” “Tax Payers’ Unions,” “Personal
Liberty Alliances,” and “Manufacturers and Dealers’ Clubs.”

Masquerading in this plausible and frequently pseudo-
patriotic garb, the beer makers and their allies are fighting
with desperation borne of despair in every one of the
thousand local and State battles from one end of the
country to the other.

One singular development in this connection is the
metamorphosis by which the Liguor Trade Press is being
transformed in name.

Instead of the Barroom Herald, the Dramshop Courier,
the Beer-Makers’ Review, the Whisky Exponent, the Cock-
tail News, the Alcohol World, the Fire Water Dissemina-
tor, the High License Advocate, the official organs of the
traffic now include such journals as the Liberal Advocate,
formerly the Wine and Spirit News; Liberty, formerly the
Texas Liquor Dealer; the American Beverage and Food
Journal, formerly Bar and Buffet; Truth, the Patriot,
Both Sides, Champion of Fair Play, the Free Press, and
the Protector.

Never do they conduct a fight against prohibition under
their own name. They wear such masks as “Business
Men’s Association,” “Manufacturers’ and Merchants’
League,” etc., etc.

The action of Attorney-General Looney, of Texas, in
starting suit against the “Business Men’s Association of
Texas” revealed that this organization was composed of
seven breweries.

‘The evidence introduced by Attorney-General Looney
showed that these breweries had violated their charter by
pretending that they were organized for a certain purpose
when they were really organized for another; that, con-
trary to State law, they had systematically paid the poll
tax of Negroes and Mexicans in order to ‘qualify them
for voting; that they had used coercion in securing signa-
tures to fprotests against national prohibition; and had been
guilty of many other grave misdemeanors.

The evidence introduced involved a number of letters.
One letter to the president of the Texas Brewing Com-
pany, Zane Cotti, from Adolphus Busch, under date of
October 19, 1905, urged him to pay his assessment to the
“Educational Bureau,” and said:

This work has got to be done systematically, and the best
writers of our country will have to lend their assistance. It may
cost us a million dollars, and even more, but what of it if thereby
we elevate our position? We will have to be liberal with the press

of many States and with friends to gain the ear of senators or
members of Congress.

In another letter Mr. Busch, writing from Pasadena,
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Cal, asserts that he is_willing to “give $100,000 extra, if
necessary,” to defeat State-wide prohibition in Texas in
the election of 1911, and he concludes his letter in this
striking way:

Besides losing our business by State-wide AJl‘Olllblthll, we would
lose our honor and standing of ourselves and families, and rather
than lose that we should risk the ma glonty of our fortunes. Now,

this is the way we have to talk to the boys in order to get them
all in line to subscribe without hesitation.

. Some of the letters offered by Attorney-General Looney
in evidence threatened various business firms with loss of
trade if they did not subscribe to the anti-prohibition fund;~
some of these letters even being directed as far as
Bohemia. One_communication chides a field worker for
putting into writing an account of how they had paid the
poll tax of Negroes.

And it was all done under the name, “Business Men’s
Association of Texas.” . .

In characterizing just exactly this sort of thing Collier’s
some time ago remarked : “How extravagant, how footless
—and how headless! The great, stupid creature is hurt

. —he knows not which way to turn. For two generations
the liquor interests have rested secure in the belief that
they could beat down all opposition, break all ordinances,
through their alliance with bad politics, through the use
of tainted money. And now that political alliance is
struck from under their feet, they know no other way of
fighting ; they are both pathetic and comic in their futility.”

Refs.—For additional material to refute claims ordinarily made
against prohibition see all subjects referred to under Abstinence
and the following: Accidents; Adulteration; Advertising of Liquors;
Alcoholism; all subjects under Amendment, Constltutxonal Ap tite;
Arrests for Drunkenness; Blind Pigs; Blue Laws; Bonedry ﬁws,
Brewers; Capital; Chang Cmes, Comparisons; Compensation;
Consumption of quuors, ost of the Liquor Traffic; Courts; Crime;
Denatured Alcohol; Divorce; Drugs; Farmers; F athers, The Early;
Federal Government, Franklin, Benjamin; Grain; Hamilton, Alex-
ander; High Cost of Living; Homicides; Illicit Distilling; In-
sanity; Jefferson, Thomas; Juvenile Delinquency; Koran; bor,
Lawlessness; Lincoln, Abraham; Liquor Press; Ma)onty Rule;
Objections to Prohibition; Pauperism; Personal Liberty; Prohibition,
General Principles of; i’roperty Interests, Russia; éavmgs, and

Substitutes. For proof of success of prohibition see various States
by names.

ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE—Its general offices and
printing plant are at Westerville, Ohio, and its legislative
office in the Bliss Building, Washington, D. C. The Rev.
Purley A. Baker is general superintendent; Mr. Ernest
H. Cherrington, general manager of its pubhcatlon inter-
ests; Mr. Sam Fickel, managing editor of its publications;
Mr. Wayne B. Wheeler, general counsel; the ‘Rev. Edwin
C. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent; and Bishop
Luther B. Wilson, national president.

The germ thought -of the League is credited to a con-
versation between Dr. Alfred J. Kynett, founder of the .
Church Extension work of the Methodist Church, and
Archbishop Ireland. The actual founder of the movement,
that is, the man who first gave up everything else to devote
himself to it, and who first made the work go as a State
proposition, was the Rev. Howard H. Russell, D.D. The
formal organization in Olio was in the First Congrega-
tional Church, Oberlin, in 1893, but this was subsequent
to very effective work previously done in that State on
the Anti-Saloon League basis. An early organization

. A
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also was effected in the District of Columbia. There is
some dispute as to whether the District of Columbia or
Ohio was first. The national organization was formed at
a meeting held in Washington, December 17, 1895.

The Anti-Saloon League is managed by a Board of
Directors (in the interim between annual meetings by an
Executive Committee of Nineteen) in which every State
organization is represented with a minimum of two direc-
tors and not more than five, according to population. The
State Leagues provide for the election of their directors
by denominational bodies and temperance organizations.

The Anti-Saloon League maintains the largest prohibi-
tion press in the world, its printing plant representing an
investment of over a quarter of a million dollars and its
regular publications have a circulation exceeding half a
million.

Of the two phases of temperance work, (1) creating
sentiment, (2) crystallizing it into conduct or law, the
League’s province is peculiarly the latter. It works in
harmony with the denominational agencies, but considers
itself especially a movement for the utilization of existing
sentiment for the accomplishment of immediate tangible
results. It is indorsed by most of-the denominational
bodies as-an agency for cooperation with all of the others.

The object of the League is “the extermination of the
beverage liquor traffic.” To this end “the League pledges
itself to avoid affiliation with any political party as such
and to maintain an attitude of strict neutrality on all
questions of public policy not directly and immediately con-
cerned with the traffic in strong drink.”

The League has stood for local prohibition as a step
toward complete prohibition, but opposes any step back-
ward from complete to partial prohibition. It is com-
mitted to a Prohibition Amendment to the Constitution
of the United States as the next step in national temper-
ance work. Wherever there is adequate law for an ex-
pression of public sentiment against the saloon, the League
organizes and participates in prohibition campaigns,
whether State or local. Where there is no such law,
or the law is inadequate, the League’s primary task is to
secure legislation permitting direct and effective expres-
sion of public sentiment against the liquor traffic. To
this end it goes to the people with the facts, urging them
to protect and reelect legislators who vote right and to
defeat those who have stood with the liquor traffic. :

The Anti-Saloon League is now organized in every State,
the National League underwriting as missionary work the
expenses of the work in States where the population is too
small or too widely scattered for adequate self-support.
The aggregate annual revenue of the National League
and all the States is now close to two million dollars a
year.

The activity of the League also extends to the election
of officials who will enforce existing dry laws, and to the
crystallization of sentiment for law enforcement.

WiLLiaM H. ANDERSON.

APPETITE—Contrary to the general understanding,
it is not now believed by many medical men that appetiie
for liquor is inherited. There is inherited, however, a
predisposition to such weakness, so that if the child of
drinking parents meddles with alcohol, its appetite for
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the drink is much more rapidly developed than would be
the case with the child of abstaining parents. If, however,
the man with the bad heritage abstains absolutcly, he will
never be troubled by a craving for liquors.

The appetite for alcohol is not a natural demahd. One
who is not troubled with a prednsposmon to such appetite
must cultivate it long before the appetite is fastened upon
him. The physical being rebels against the first drink
of any alcoholic beverage. This alone is a refutation of
the “food value” contention of the liquor interests.

How Appetite Pays Dividends

The liquor trade must depend upon an insistent appetite
for its continued patronage, and all of its advertising,
all of its methods, are intended for-the creation of that
profit-paying appetite among the people. To this end the
social instinct is appealed to and the natural stimulation
impulse. Special effort is made to encourage the begin-
ning of the drink habit in youth. “It is during adolescence
that the taste for alcohol declares itself. %t is a note-

worthy fact that in nearly 9o per cent of confirmed in-
ebriates the addiction to drink began between fifteen and
twenty-five years of age.” So says Robert R. Batty, the
sociologist.

The medical and surgical report of the Bellevue and
allied hospitals of New York, published in 1904, reports
the answers given by 246 patients to the question, “Why
did you begin to drink?” The reasons assigned were:
Socialibity, 52.5 per cent; trouble, 13 per cent; medical use,
9.3 per cent; occupatlon 7 per cent; taught by elders, 7
per cent; out of work, 5 per cent; unknown, 5 per cent;
to be thought sporty, 1.2 per cent.

But whatever induced these people to begin to drink,
it is exceedingly probable that they will continue drmkmg
to satisfy appetite. It is through the social instinct, through
very natural and healthy impulses, that an appetite is en-
gendered which pays dividends of gold to the brewer and
of ruin to society.

Refs.—Stimulation Impulse; and Psychology of Intemperance.

APPLETON, JAMES—To General James Appleton
is usually attributed credit for the enactment of thg
famous Maine law in 1846, and the improved law of
1851. He was a member of the Maine Legislature in
1836 and was chairman of the legislative committee mak-
ing the prohibition recommendation, Although born in
Ipswich, Mass., in 1786, and dying there in 1862, he was
a resident of Portland, Me., from 1833 to 1853.

ARIZONA—Prohibition carried in Arizona on Novem-
ber 3, 1914, going into effect January 1, 1915. The law
was exceedingly drastic, prohibiting 1mportatlon of liquors
even for personal use. The State Supreme Court ruled
this unconstitutional because the possession of liquors for
personal use was not prohibited. On November 7, 1916,
the voters nullified the action of the Supreme Court by
amending the constitution to prohibit both importation
and possession of liquors. The majority was twice that
originally given prohibition.

Refs.—See Anti-Prohibition; Crime; Insanity; Juvenile Delin-
quency; Pauperism; Race Suicide; and Savings.

ARKANSAS—On January 5, 1915, the Arkansas Legis-



PROHIBITION AND PUBLIC MORALS 3:

lature passed a prohibition law which became effective
January 1, 1916. The liquor interests initiated a local
option act to repeal this law, but the attempt was de-
feated by a vote of two to one on November 7, 1916.
On January 22, 1917, the Legislature passed a bonedry
act prohibiting the importation of liquors except for
sacramental, medicinal, and mechanical purposes. It also
prohibits liquor advertising in the State.

In 1912 the people of Arkansas rejected prohibition by
15,000. On November 7, 1916, they had tested the policy
for ten months, and the State refused to change it by a
majority of 51,000.

The reason for this remarkable revolution in sentiment
may be found in the splendid working of the law, both in
the country districts and the cities of the State. The
following 1s a comparison of eight months of 1915, last
wet year, with eight months of 1916, the first dry year in
one city:

With Without
Saloons Sdloons

Disturbing Peace.......cceeveenee 1,002 516
Drunk and Disorderly..... e 137 74
Vagrancy ..ceeeeeeseesccecsncsnes 459 238
Immorality ......ovveeevennennee . 635 491
Drunks .....ccciiineeinenans .o 423 108
Petit Larceny........... . 311 165
All Offenses....... g,ng 3,423
School  Enrollment. ,836 9,327
Auto Licenses .... 2,45 2,688
Telephones in Use... . 9,8 10,286
Car Loads of Stufis Received...... 21,360 24,162
Car Loads of Stuffs Shipped Out.. 31,865 35,814
Library Volumes Checked Out.... 69,425 79,631
Readers at Library......covvevnnse 27,416° 31,190

In Fort Smith, a thriving city of 300,000, which had not
favored the adoption of prohibition, the total arrests for
the twelve months ending July 31, 1915, which includes
seven months of prohibition, was 2,226 as compared with
5,097 during the year ending July 31, 1916. The arrests
for drunkenness during the partially dry year, or in the
year having seven dry months, totaled only 401 as com-
pared with 1,322 for the preceding city year.

Hot Springs shows a very similar record in rolling up
only 281 arrests for “drunk and disorderly” during nine
dry months as compared with 513 for the corresponding
months of the preceding wet year. City Attorney James
E. Mehaffey says that prohibition is responsible for the
-fact that only 25 commitments to the county farm were
made during January, 1916, as compared with 123 for
January, 1915,

Refs.—See Crime; Insanity; Juvenile Delinquency; Pauperism;
Race Suicide; and Savings.

ARMY—Since the abolition of the canteen in the
army by act of Congress approved February 2, 19o0I,
the morals and health of the soldiers have shown a
distinct advance, and at the present time it is probable
that the sobriety of army men is considerably above the
average of civilians. During the Spanish War the canteen
was in full blast, soldiers were detailed, willingly or un-
willingly, to act as bartenders, and disease ran riot. Con-
ditions were so scandalous that various temperance or-
ganizations conducted a notable congressional fight, result-
ing in the abolition of the army bar. Annual appropria-
tions aggregating more than $4,000,000 have been made
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since the canteen was abolished for the establishment of
permanent recreation halls which have schools, libraries,
lunch, amusement rooms, and gymnasiums. Before that
time no appropriations for this purpose had been made.

Deaths due to alcoholism were nearly 50 per cent less
in 1907 than in 1901, having declined from .26 per thou-
sand to .14 per thousand. Admissions to hospitals for
certain’ diseases decreased from 113.33 per thousand in
1001 to 30.20 in 1907.

Since 1907 alcoholism and venereal diseases have notably
declined in the army as the result of an order stopping
all pay during times of disability resulting from drink
or illicit intercourse. .

The mobilization of the national guard in 1916 showed
the excellent results of a no-drink policy. Every effort
was made to keep drink away from the soldiers, and
splendid success was achieved. A typical order is that
;)f the New York division, who were instructed as fol-
ows :

“Officers and enlisted men of this division are dlrected
not to use or have in their possession alcoholic drinks in
any form during their service on the border except on
prescription of a medical officer in the line of duty.
Soldiers are prohibited entering houses of prostitution and
saloons where liquor is sold except under orders for the
performance of duty.”

The beginning of our war with Germany is too recent
to record developments, but national prohibition as a war
measure is probable and vigorous protection of our troops
is certain. Already it has been made unlawful to sell
liquor to any man in uniform.

Colonel L. Mervin Maus, a retired surgeon of the Army,
says: “If the United States expects to stand as a great
military power among the nations, it will be necessary
to enforce total abstmence _among the commissioned,
officers of the army and navy.”

A great evil at the present time is the presence of
saloons and disreputable women near army posts. There
should be a remedy found for this without delay.

Great Soldiers Favor Abstinence

Almost without exception, the successful warriors of
the present day are temperance advocates. The late
Lord Roberts was earnest and persistent in his efforts
to wipe out drinking in the British army. Lord Kitch-
ener, who prohibited the carrying of liquor on the Sudan
expedmon, issued a statement to his troops at the begin-
ning of the European war, asking them to beware of
“women and drink.” Lord Methuen, General French,
Admiral Beresford, Admiral Fisher, the late Field Mar-
shal Lord Wolseley, the late General Frederick Dent
Grant, of the American Army, Surgeon-General Gorgas,
of the U. S. A, and hundreds of other eminent officers
have expressed themselves against alcohol.

Refs.—See War; Russia; and Navy.

ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS—Arrests for
drunkenness very frequently fall under other denomi-
nations, and because of this it is difficult to make com-
parisons between prohibition and license territory. One
city may have no arrests for intoxication or drunken-
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ness, grouping everything of this nature under the head,
“Disorderly conduct.” In still another city the police
department may use the term, “Disturbing the peace.”
In some cities either the term drunkenness or intoxication
is used. In 1914 there were 601 arrests for “drunkenness”
in Topeka, Kan., and much was made of this by wet adver-
tisements. A proper understanding of these figures is
dependent upon a knowledge of what constitutes “drunk-
enness” in the various cities. In Chicago, to quote a
United Press correspondent, the orders are not to arrest
a drunken man until he has “tried to kiss the bartender
good-night,” while in New York he must be in the gutter
quarreling with the fire hydrant before he is considered
“drunk.” Judge Huron, of Topeka, in defining the differ-
ent standard in that prohibition city, said:

“My orders to the force are to bring in any man
who gives evidepce of having used liquor, no matter of
what station in life.. I have seen only one man staggering
drunk in the last year. He came from Kansas City in
that condition.

“‘Drunk’ in Topeka is different from in a saloon town.
A community that receives the money of the saloon man
must grant him certain liberties in return and not molest
his customers. We are independent. A man is drunk in
Topeka if he smells of whisky, if he shows by his voice,
his walk, or his gestures that he has been drinking. He
is drunk and disorderly if his tongue is so loosened by
drink, if his legs are so affected by drink, or his appear-
ance so changed that he attracts attention. If he attracts
attention to the fact that he has been drinking, he dis-
turbs the peace.

“If I were judge in Kansas City, I probably would dis-
charge nine tenths of all I fine here.. The conditions are
different.

“Yet, with this ‘interpretation of ‘drunk’ and ‘drunk
and disorderly,” we have fewer arrests per capita than
scores of wet cities where a man may roll in the gutter
and lie unnoticed by the police. I have seen more real
drunks in three blocks in Kansas City in half an hour
than I have seen in Topeka in thirty years.”

Really Only Fifty-three “Drunks”

There were really only fifty-three arrests in 1914 in
Topeka for actual intoxication, instead of 661. In
Chicago, in 1913, there were 54,738 arrests for “dis-
orderly conduct,” a euphonious title for drunkenness.
If Chicago had had the same rate as Topeka, the total
number of arrests for gross intoxication would have
been 2,650, instead of 54,738. If the number of her arrests
for intoxication had even been as low as the total number
of arrests in Topeka for drinking, she would have had
33,050, instead of 54,738.

In Houston, Tex., just about twice the size of Topeka,
during the same time, there were about 6,500 arrests on
the charge of drunkenness. Twice the population, about
ten times the number of drunks, and Houston is a dry
town compared to a great many others.

Other Cities Show Similar Things

Topeka has only twenty-nine policemen, whereas the
average for twenty American cities with a population
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of 43,000 to 49,000 is forty-six policemen. There is just
about the same discrepancy in the average arrests.

Dr. W. L. Treadway of the Russell Sage Foundation,
in a report of the survey of Springfield, Ill, says:

“The exact number of arrests in 1913 in which drunk-
enness was the direct contributing cause is not known.
The records show 762 arrests for drunkenness, 126 for
drunkenness and disorderly conduct, 1 each for ‘drunk-
enness and fighting,’ and for ‘drunkenness and threats,’
and 2 in which the charge was ‘drunk and demented” In
all there were 856 arrests in which drunkenness. was
specifically charged. In addition to these, there were 842
arrests for disorderly conduct, 84 for vagrancy, and 73
for begging, in many of which cases drunkenness was
probably the direct contributing cause of arrest.”

During the year 1913, 802 cases were tried before the
judge of police court in the city of Logansport, Ind. Of
this number 421 were for intoxication. During the same
year, 90 out of 192 arrests at Seymour, and 60 out of 180
in Muncie were for intoxication. Judge James A. Collins,
of Indianapolis, says that of 49,016 cases coming before
him during the past four years, 9,610 were for intoxication,
besides many more for crimes traceable to liquor.

There were 30,649 arrests in New Orleans in 1913.
About 27 per cent of this number were arrested for drunk-
enness.

An interesting comparison of Massachusetts cities, show-
ing the relative number of arrests under license and under
local prohibition, gives the following results:

Brockton, Mass., 1898, under license, arrests for drunkenness 1,627

Same city, 1899, under no license........coveviiinannnas 455
Waltham, Mass., 1900, under license, arrests for drunkenness.. 634
Same city, 1901, under no license.......veeeiueeennrenns 179
Lowell, Mass., 1902, under license, arrests for drunkenness... 4,077
Same city, 1903, under no license...................... 2,304
Salem, Mass., 1903, under license, arrests for drunkenness.... 1,432

. Same city, 1904, under no license...........oovoueinnnn 503
Fitchburg, Mass., 1905, under license, arrests for drunkenness. 1,160
Same city, 1906, under no license......cccvveereeracanns 359

A recent legislative session in Massachusetts directed
the governor to appoint a special commission to inves-
tigate drunkenness and drinking in that State. This com-
mission found that public drinking caused 63.4 per cent
of all arrests and 67.6 of all commitments in 1913." The
number of arrests in Topeka on all charges which in-
volved drinking was only about 35 per cent.

Mr. Fred O. Blue, State tax commissioner of West
Virginia, made the statement that in two years prohibition
decreased drunkenness in that State by 75 per cent. His
claim was based upon official reports from fifty munici-
palities, showing that the year before the law went into
effect there were 19,567 arrests, while during the first
year after the law was passed the number was 9,956 and
in the second year, 3,357.

After all, a young man drunk may only be his father’s
vote staggering around.

Refs.—For_effects of prohibition upon drunkenness statistics see
various prohibition States by name.

ARTMAN, SAMUEL R.—In February, 1907, Mr. Art-
man, judge of the Twentieth Judiciary Circuit of Indiana,

in the case of Albert Soltau versus Schuyler Young and
William J. Trefts, ruled that the State of Indiana had no
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right to authorize the licensing of a saloon and declared
the saloon license statute of Indiana to be unconstitutional.

The attorney for the persons appealing for a saloon
license took preliminary steps looking toward an appeal
of the case to the Indiana Supreme Court. In a few
days, however, he announced that the case would not be
appealed. It has never been appealed, and the decision
stands. Numerous other courts in the State of Indiana at
once followed the example of Judge Artman and rendered
similar decisions. The liquor interests and the politicians
became greatly excited. In April, 1907, Judge Ira W. Chris-
tian, of the Circuit Court of Hamilton County (Indiana),
rendered an opinion holding that a retail liquor saloon is
within itself a public nuisance, and that the statute authoriz-
ing the licensing of a saloon is unconstitutional. This
was in the case of the State of Indiana versus Edward
Sopher, and is known as the Sopher Case. Appeal was
taken to the Supreme Court of Indiana and the case rail-
roaded thru to a decision reversing that of Judge Chris-
tian. (For complete review of these cases see Judge
Artman’s book, “The Legalized Outlaw”; also see article,
“Courts.”)

Refs.—See Courts.

ASIA—The consumption of alcoholic liquors in Asia
is very much less than in Europe and America, but these
countries fail to reap the full advantage of their abstinence
because of their addiction to other narcotic substances.
The use of alcohol is also increasing rapidly in India,
China, Japan, and other Asiatic countries which have
come under the influence of the Christian nations.

ATHLETICS—The use of liquor by a college athlete
in America at the present day would be considered by
his fellows as nothing short of insanity of treason. Alco-
holic beverages  of no kind are permitted to a man in
training, and there is no difference of opinion among col-
lege athletes as to their lack of value at other times.

In baseball probably fifty per cent of professional players
never touch liquor in any form, although no other class
of men are subjected to such temptation.

During the season of 1912 the following rules for the
Chicago National League Baseball Club were issued by
the president, Charles W, Murphy:

To Ar. MeMBERS OF THE CHIcAGO Basesarr CLus

The following rules will be enforced from date:

" l: dhe use of intoxicating liquors of any kind is absolutely pro-
ibited.

2. When the team is at home, every player must report at the
field in uniform ot later than 10:30 A. M. each day, and must
og th&: field at least one hour before the game time, at home or
abroad.

3. All players must be in their rooms for the night not later
than midnight, and should arise not later than 8 A. M.

i_. The smoking of cigarettes is absolute{{ prohibited.

he_ penalty for the violation of any of the foregoing rules will
be a fine, a suspension, or both, according to the offense.

President Murphy, in commenting on this action thru
the public press, said: “It is a serious proposition, and all
the major league clubs will demand it before long. I have
come to the conclusion that the drinking and smoking
clauses can be enforced; and if I find otherwise, I will
switch my team around until I secure the men who are
able to offer what I demand. The Cubs might have won
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a pennant, or at least made a better showing in the race,

had orders been more strict. I will enforce the new rules

lfl 1 lose all my stars, and if it keeps the Cubs in the last
ace.”

Connie Mack, manager of the Philadelphia Athletlcs,
the baseball team- which won the world’s championship
in 1910, 1011, and 1913, says: “Alcohol is practically
eliminated from baseball. 1 have twenty-five players. Of
that number fifteen do not know the taste of liquor.””
He further says: “Baseball men are not now of the drink-
ing class. The fact is that a big league player has to
be in trim day in and day out, or he is sent to the minors.
It’s the survival of the fittest.”

The famous “million-dollar infield” of the Athletics

was composed entirely of abstainers, and ninety per cent
of the “stars” on other teams abstain. Mr. Hugh Ful-
lerton, now with the United Press, the leading baseball
writer of the United States, in conversation with the re-
search secretary of the Board of Temperance of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, said:
* “l was at a training camp in the South in the spring
and became interested in a young fellow who seemed
to have a bright baseball future. I found him drinking
beer one day and warned him that it would send him
back to the minors qulcker than anythmg else.

“‘O, a little beer won’t hurt me; it’s good for me,’
he said.

“I knew better and I wanted to prove what I knew,
so I took a baseball guide of 1904, made a list of players,
and followed them through the successive guides up to
1914.

“From_the major league roster of 1904 I selected the
names of thirty players who drank intoxicants and thirty
who did not drink, choosing only those who were known
by me as drinkers or abstainers. I traced each one to
see what has become of them. Here is a table:

DRINKERS
1904 1905 1906 1907 1208 1909 1910 1I9II 1912 1913 :214
26 20 15 4 4 2

*One quit drinking. Nox-D
ON-DRINKERS

1904 1905 1906 1907 1908 1909 1910 1IQII 1912 1913 19I4
30 28 28 24 21 16 12 10 9 9 8

“Mind, these men are classed as ‘drinkers,” not drunk-
ards. Not more than four called drinkers ever were
drunkards. They were ‘moderate’ drinkers. Several of
the nondrinkers had occasionally taken a drink, but were
not drinkers. The others were total abstainers.

“The figures interested me so much I investigated as
to their present physical and financial welfare. This re-

sulted in another table:
Non-
Drinskers Drinkers

Down-and-out .....cocvennnnoees ceeeans 1
Medium ...ovvvvivriennnennnanscanonns 5 9
Pros TOUS tvevocerernseanccocacnsnnne 3" 16

................................ 9 2
Unaccounted 3 o 5 2

*Two of them still in game.

“Most of these statistics in the second table came from
either talking with the players or from letters they wrote
in reply to my queries. Five of the drinkers responded
quickly and asked for a loan.
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“I could not ascertain all the causes of death. Here
is the result of the effort in that direction:

“Nondrinkers—Appendicitis, one; pneumonia, one.

“Drinkers—Kidney disease, four; consumption, one;
suicide, one; accident, one,

“The other two dropped out of sight before they died;
one a bum and the other reported in care of old friends.

“My investigation did not stop there, however. I took
up the matter of batting and I found that the abstainers
showed much better records than the drinkers, altho
the latter class included a few of the great stars of the
game who tended to bring up the average greatly.

“I have watched this matter of drinking in athletics
for a long time and there are no two sides to it. One
of the greatest baseball machines of ‘the present genera-
tion was shot to pieces by beer. The manager did not
wish to be hard on his players, so when he found them
with a glass of beer he’d say, ‘O, that’s all right, but don’t
drink too much. Every year they drank a little more,
and in the end it smashed the machine.

“I remember a splendid player who had been with a los-
ing team for a long time and who was very nearly dis-
couraged because he had no chance to show what was
in him. I arranged a trade by which he was brought to
another team. I noticed that instead of shining, as I
expected he would, his record got worse and worse. At
the end of the season I saw him. He was forty pounds
over weight.

“‘What’s the matter with you?’ I asked.

“‘As soon as I got here,’ he said, ‘I found a barrel of
beer in the clubhouse and this is what it has done to me.
This team would be the champion team to-day if it were
not for booze.””

“Billy” Sunday, who was one of the grecatest players
of all time himself, shows what booze does for the
athlete, when he says:

“l was reading the other day of the passing of ‘Rube’
Waddell—only thirty-seven and .gone. He was one of
the brightest and brainiest men in baseball, but he couldn’t
beat the booze game. The ‘Rube,’ Matty, Plank, and
‘Bugs’ Raymond started in baseball at the same time. All
were pitchers. Two started on the wrong road and two
on the right road. Two are dead, ‘Bugs’ and ‘Rube.’
Matty is as good as ever, the king in his line, and when he
gets so he can’t put anything on the ball he’ll go to work
training young pitchers at a dazzling salary. Plank, grand
old man, is getting along, but he can pitch a great game.
He and Matty are honored by men in every walk of life
because they followed the right path. ‘Rube’ and ‘Bugs’
are dead. Does it pay?”

College Athletics and Drink

And even stronger hostility to alcoholic liquors is mani-
fested by college athletes.

L. C. Reimann, left tackle of Michigan University's
scoring machine, says that it is a waste of time to try to
train a drinker and that “Hurry Up Yost” will not fool
with one.

Mr. Reimann declares that his team has lost the services
of more than one man because he thought that drinking
between seasons would not hurt him,
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“The old days when vxctorles were celebrated by carous-
ing students are no more,” says Mr. Reimann, “The new
type of athlete is allgmng himself in the fight for dry
territory. He is typified by such men as Jack Watson,
captain of the Illinois football.team; Cub Buck, captain
of the Wisconsin team; Rutherford, the Nebraska star;
Mike Dorizas, Umverstty of Pennsylvania athlete and
champion strong man of the East; Hobson, of Yale;
Brickley, of Harvard, and hundreds of others. More than
one thousand Mlchxgan students signed for service in the
State-wide prohibition fight.”

The contest board of the American Automobile Asso-
ciation now prohibits not only the use of liquors by drivers,
mechanicians, and officials of races, but refuses to sanction
any race at which liquor is sold on the grounds.

Refs.—See Physical Efficiency; and Mental Efficiency.

ATLANTA, GEORGIA—Sce Georgia.

AUSTRALASIA—Australia proper consists of six
States—New South Wales, Queensland, South Australia,
Tasmania, Victoria, and Western Australia. Together
with New Zealand, these constitute Australasia.

The prohibition movement in Australia and New Zea-
land has very nearly paralleled the movement in America.
Almost every phase experienced in this country has been
experienced there, and with similar results in every case.
In New Zealand it is estimated that from 69 to 73 per cent
of the entire electorate has voted for prohibition in the
local elections. The temperance movement is handicapped
by a requirement of three-fifths majority before the
saloons can be ousted. Naturally, the prohibitionists have
bitterly fought this provision and point to the fact that
the actual vote in favor of prohibition thruout the
whole dominion has al-eady exceeded 55 per cent, al-
though the law proposed was the most drastic ever put
forward in any country. One election has been held
since the outbreak of war, at which the prohibitionists
barely held their own, due to the fact that the people
were absorbed with military developments.

“It is now nip and tuck between New Zealand and the
United States as to which will be the first real prohibition
country,” says Mr. Wesley Spragg, president of the New
Zealand Temperance Alliance, in a letter written for the
Board of Temperance; and he adds, “We hope to lead, but
if we are beaten, no country under the sun will less grudge
the good fortune of the United States than New Zealand.”

AUSTRIA-HUNGARY—The present temperance
movement of Austria-Hungary began about 1884 and has
since won the allegiance of such eminent men as Pro-
fessor Kassowitz, Dr. Gustav Rossler, and Dr. Holitscher.

In 1902 a law was passed making provision for tem-
perance instruction in primary schools, and in 1912 the
minister of education commanded such instruction for
all the normal school pupils. A significant utterance of
the Austrian war office in 1912 applied to the Third
National Anti-Alcoholic Congress. This utterance reads:
“In view of the importance of the influence of the prev-
alent drinking customs on the physical capacity and disci-
pline of the troops, officers and military officials are
allowed to attend the sessions of the Congress.”
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The growing sentiment of prominent men is indicated
somewhat by the following statement by Dr. Victor Adler,
the Austrian Socialist leader: “The alcohol question is,
according to my inmost conviction, a veritable life ques-
tion. . . . Alcohol is a poison which destroys our most
important organ, the brain, the instrument with which

" we, as a party, obtain all that we can obtain. . . . To
attain its end the working class must be intellectually and
physically fitted for its struggle.”

In Hungary, the government has especially applied itself
to a consideration of the consumption of alcohol by
children. An appeal to Hungarian women, signed by the
daughter of the king of the Belgians, was also signed by
such eminent women as Countess Elemer Lonvay, Prlncess
Royal of Belgium; Princess Clovis de Hohenlohe, née
Countess de Majlath Countess Casky, Countess Apponyi,
Countess Bissengen, Countess Dominique Teleki, Countess
Alexandre Teleki, Baroness Balintett, Etelka Kamenytzky
(];resident Women’s Anti-Alcohol Union), and twenty
others.

BACCHUS—The Greek name was Dionysos, but in
Latin he was called Bacchus. According to mythology,
Bacchus was the son of Jupiter and Semele, daughter of
Cadmus, king of Thebes. He is supposed to have been
the originator of the art of wine-making,

The Greeks honored Dionysos, or Bacchus, by four
annual feasts, which seem to have been the most debas-
ing festivals the =sthetic Greeks ever countenanced. Im-
morality of the grossest kind was often permitted. In
the year B. C. 186 the Roman Senate prohibited the rites
of Bacchanalian worship.

BALKAN COUNTRIES—The prowess of the Bul-
ganam and the inhabitants of the other Balkan coun-
tries during the Turkish War was greatly due to the
splendid physical condition of their men. In Bulgaria
the consumption of alcohol per capita in 1906 was only
2.7 liters, as opposed te 172.3 in Bavaria. In Monte-
negro chastity and temperance are national virtues. In
Roumania the conditions are not so satisfactory, as the
state monopoly of the liquor trade has been very detri-
mental to the sobriety of the people. In Serbia a small
temperance movement has gained a footing and seems
to have an encouraging future when peace conditions
again obtain,

BANDS OF HOPE—These are temperance organ-
izations for children, first organized in the United King-
dom. The first society by this name was formed in Eng-
land in October, 1847. The origin of the first Band of
Hope is attributed to the joint efforts of Mrs. Carlisle,
of Dublin, and the Rev. Jabez Linnicliff, a Baptist minister
of Leeds, in August, 1847. These organizations spread
rapidly throughout England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales,
and built up a large membership of boys and girls who
signed its total abstinence pledge. About the middle of
the nineteenth century this name began to be used for
juvenile temperance societies in the United States, but the
rII‘am_e has generally been changed to “Loyal Temperance

egion.”

BANK DEPOSITS—For effect of prohibition on bank
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deposits, consult articles on various prohibition States by
name.

BEER—In producing beer, the grain, probably barley,
is first soaked in water for about fifty hours, then spread
out and allowed to get warm, causing the grain to sprout
and form a ferment called diastase. In twenty hours the
grain is spread out in thin layers and allowed to continue
its growth for ten to fourteen days. It is then roasted
over a kiln and becomes malt. The sprouts are then
rubbed off the grain which is crushed, placed in a mash
tub with water, kept at a temperature of 160 degrees for
six hours, hops added to give it a bitter taste, yeast added,
and the whole allowed to ferment for six to eight days.
It is then put into settling vats to clear, and barreled up
for sale.

The sprouting, soaking, and growth of the yeast plant

in the liquid destroys practically all of the food value-

of the original grain. Frequently sulphuric acid, arsenic,
and other virulent poisons enter into the manufacture
of beer. When the amount of alcohol in the beer reaches
thirteen and one half per cent it poisons the yeast fungus
which has produced it and stronger liquors must be made
by the process of distillation.

The growth of the beer habit is cursing the world with
a very flood of poisonous liquor.

It is estimated that the production of beer in the world
in 1913 was 282,078,000 barrels, which is equivalent to
approximately 8,750,000,000 gallons. The immensity of
these figures is not intelligible until we begin to compare
this volume of beer with other large aggregations of liquid.

The world’s production of beer would make a river
six feet deep, ten feet wide, and as long as the Mississippi.
It would fill the Panama Canal, or keep Niagara Falls
going for several hours. In Scotland it would fill Loch
Lomond, or it would keep the many fountains of the city
of Paris running six months.

It required 27,648 breweries to manufacture this flood
of liquid refreshment, producing on an average 10,200
barrels. The United States leads the world in the pro-
duction of beer, being responsible for slightly more than
one fifth of the world’s output.

How Beer Consumption Has Grown

The period of the greatest increase in the consumption
of liquors has corresponded closely with the period of
greatest growth in the use of beer. In 1850, when prac-
tically no beer was used in America, the consumption of
spirituous liquors in the United States was 2.24 gallons
per capita, and in I910-this had been reduced to 1.42
gallons. But the per capita consumption of absolute alco-~
hol has increased, since 1850, 37 per cent. In other words,
the amount of alcohol contributed to individual consump-
tion by spirits decreased 35 per cent, but the amount con-
tributed by beer increased 1,000 per cent, so that at the
end of the period the average American was using 37
per cent more of pure alcohol than before beer drinking
became common in America.

A Vice of the Cities

The vice of beer-drinking is peculiarly a city vice in the’
United States. “Probably nine tenths of the beer is con-

-
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sumed by the adult male population in urban communities,”
said President Edward A. Schmidt, of the United States
Brewers’ Association, in speaking to the convention held
in New Orleans. Inadvertently, in this gtatement Presi-
dent Schmidt admitted that nine-tenths of the beer is
consumed in license territory.

Beer Not What It Seems to Be

A great effort is being made in America just at the
present time to convince the people that beer is not an
alcoholic beverage in the sense that whisky and other
spirituous liquors are, that its so-called “moderate” use
is harmless, that it has food value, and that a permanent
solution of the drink habit can be found in the prohibition
of whisky and similar drinks and the encouragement of
beer and light wines. *

These statements are not supported by the facts as
established by the experience of America and Germany,
by the medical and chemical professions, and by the
records of “keep-beer-prohibition” experiments.

“The result of extolling beer as the mightiest enemy of whisky
and brandy has been that the consumption of the distilled liquors
has changed very little, while to these liquors has been added beer,
the use of which has led to a great and still increasing beer alcohol-
ism. The brutalizing effect of beer-alcoholism is shown most clearly
by the fact that in rmany crimes of personal violence, particularly
dangerous bodily injuries, occur most frequently in Bavaria_where
there is the highest consumption of beer,” said Dr. Hugo Hoppe,
the famous nerve specialist of Konigsberg, Germany, and Dr. Charles
Gilbert Davis, of Chicago, evidently agrees with him, for he
arraigns beer in the following vigorous language:

“It is my professional opinion, after observation of many years in
the practice of medicine, that beer is doing more harm to humanity
than all other alcoholics.

“Beer produces disease of the stomach, kidneys, heart, and blood
vessels. Owing to the diuretic effect of the hops, the alcohol in the
beer is diverted toward the kidneys, which probably accounts for
its destructive action on those organs. It causes a deposit of mor-
bid fat in the body, esrcially around the heart, enlarges that organ,
and increases the work of the heart and blood vessels, manifested
by the fatigue and shortness of breath of all beer drinkers.

““A man cannot use beer daily for any great length of time and
not manifest some Yhysiological deficiency.

“Professor Stengsec in his great work, a translation from Jiigensen
of Tiibingen and hrotter of Vienna, draws attention to what he
calls the ‘beer heart’ He says: ‘Bavaria, especially Munich, is its
-home par excellence, and the people in that country in every class
of society fall victims to this form of heart disease.’

“Beer deposits fat around the heart, weakens the muscular walls,
thickens and enlarges the ventricles, and if continued, ultimately
cuts short the life of the individual. .

““All of this has been proven time and again by the post mortems
of Bollinger, who has examined and weighed the hearts of many
beer drinkers. This is a terrible scientific arraignment of beer, but

it is the truth, and truth is the voice of God.”

Dr. John M. Dodson, dean of the Medical Department
of the University of Chicago, gave as his opinion that
l()legrkis even more deleterious to health than the stronger

rinks.

Dr. Struempell, a German physiologist of high stand-
ing, does not tolerate for a moment the suggestion that
beer is less of a social enemy than other liquors, for he
says:

Nothing is more erroneous from the ghysician’s standpoint than
to think of diminishing the destructive effects of alcoholism by sub-
stituting beer for other alcoholic drinks, or that the victims of drink
are found only in those countries where whisky helps the people of
a low grade of culture to forget their poverty and missry.
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The Beer Drinker Gets More Alcohol

The belief that beer should not come under the condem-
nation so frequently meted out to whisky is traceable to
the common impression that beer drinkers consume much
less alcohol than whisky drinkers. But those who believe
this overlook the fact that the man who drinks 4 per
cent beer usually takes ten times as much as a man who
takes 40 per cent whisky. The United States Internal
Revenue Commissioner, on page 675 of the statistical
abstract, gives the per capita consumption of distilled
spirits and beer in 1914 and their respective alcoholic
contents as follows:

. Gallons Gallons of

Used. Alcohol.
Distilled spiritS8 seceeeeesnccocass 1.46 0.584
Malt liquors ..ceevecenees cesene . 20.51 o.gzo

It will be seen from this that the per capita consumption
of alcohol by beer drinkers in 1914 was 40 per cent
greater than that by whisky drinkers.

Professor Kraepelin, of the University of Munich, says
that at one banquet of professional men in Berlin there
were consumed during the evening, by 4,000 persons, 15,382
bottles of wine, 4,646 pints of beer, and 300 bottles of
cognac. Professor Kraepelin has also stated that 13,000
persons become victims of alcohol each year in Germany,
and that one fifth of all'mental disorders are attributable
to alcoholic liquors.

Nor must it be thought that the less concentration of
alcohol in beer makes that beverage less dangerous. Dur-
ing a recent court trial in Chicago a medical witness was
asked:

“Does the rate or degree of oxidation depend upon the concentra-
tion of alcohol?”” He answered: ‘“Not at all on the concentration.”
To the further question, “Would the stimulant and narcotic action
of forty-eight drops of alcohol be greater or less if given in twenty
per cent or fifty-five per cent dilution?” “It would be indistinguish-
able,” he answered, “just as the narcotic and stimulant effect of

the same dose of alcohol is indistinguishable whether it is given in
the form of whisky or in the form of beer.”

Beer Valueless as a Food

An extensive beer advertising campaign is under way,
designed to create the impression that it is an article of
food and that it is always “pure.” As a matter of fact,
it has no appreciable food value. The statement so often
attributed to the famous German chemist,  Baron Von
Liebig, “Beer is liquid bread,” cannot be located in any
"of Von Liebig’s scientific works, and in Letter VI of his
“Letters on Chemistry,” to be found on page 22 of his
“Complete Works on Chemistry,” he says:

Beer, wine, and spirits furnish no elements capable of entering
into the composition of the blood, muscular fiber, or any part that is
a vital principle.

And he says: .

Nine quarts of the best ale contain as much nourishment as
would lie on the end of a table knife.

And still again:

If a man drinks daily eight or ten quarts of the best Bavarian
beer, in the course of twelve months he will have taken into his
stomach the nutritive constituents of a five-pound loaf of bread.

Professor G. O. Higley, of the Department of Chemistry,
Ohio Wesleyan Universi.y, published a very elaborate
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study of the food value of flour and of beer. He found
the ratio of proteids in beer to proteids in flour as 1 to
80, of carbohydrates as 1 to 61, and of fats .0 to 0.28. To
furnish a hard-working man with the amount of proteid
needed each day, it would be necessary to give him 108
glasses of beer, costing $5.40, as compared to 37.9 ounces
of flour costing 6.8 cents. To supply him with the car-
bohydrates needed for his daily ration, it would be neces-
sary to give him 52 glasses of beer costing $2.60, or of
flour costing 4.3 cents.

The same money expended for beer and flour would yield
04.05 calories in the case of beer, and 2,785.84 calories in
the case of flour. The calorie is the unit of measure of
nutritive value.

Professor Higley made a similar comparison between
milk and beer with similar conclusions.

The “Philistinism” of the Beer Drinker

Professor Rudolph Eucken, possibly the greatest philoso-
pher Germany has produced, declares that his country
must give up beer, which “breeds the wretched type of
beer-Philistine with which everyone is familiar.”

The term, “Philistinism,” as describing the intellectual
desolation and brutalization resulting from the beer habit,
is now universal. The Scientific American says:

The most dangerous classes of ruffians in our large cities are beer
drinkers. Intellectually a stupor amounting almost to paralysis
arrests the reason, changing all the higher faculties into a mere

animalism, sensual, selfish, sluggish, varied only with paroxysms of
anger, senseless and brutal.

And it also continues its unflattering remarks as follows:

In -appearance the beer drinker may be the picture of health,
but in reality he is most incapable of resisting disease. A slight
injury, a severe cold, or a shock to the body or mind will commonly
provoke acute disease, ending fatally. Compared with other inebn-
ates who use different kinds of alcohol, he is more incurable and
more generally diseased. It is our obsrvation that beer drinkinf in
this country produces the very lowest kind of inebriety, closely allied
to criminal insanity.

Dr. Fiessiriger, editor of a Paris medical periodical, de-
clares that “Beer makes people ferocious and beastly.”

The Pacific Medical Journal, of this country, supple-
ments this testimony: “Of all intoxicating drinks, beer
is the most animalizing; beyond all others it qualifies for
deliberate and unprovoked crime.”

The fact is generally acknowledged. Said one wife,
“When my husband drinks whisky, he soon gets stupid;
but when he drinks beer, he runs after me with a knife.”

A woman of forty-five, with an eleven-year-old boy,
was found by the police, near Hoboken, N. J., nearly dead
from exposure. There was a hotel near by where she
might have had shelter, but she refused it because there
was beer on the premises. This illustrates in a_striking
way the popular recognition of the beastly qualities im-
parted by constant use of beer.

The Experience of Germany

Emil Kraepelin, one of the best known of German scien-
tists, in speaking of Munich, says: “The daily amount of
beer there runs from four to eight quarts; and about 40
per cent of these beer drinkers add small amounts of
distilled liquors, and some men drink daily ten, fifteen,
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and twenty quarts.” This certainly does not indicate that
beer tends to create “temperance” in that province.

Mrs. Elizabeth Tilton, in The Survey for February 24,
1917, calls attention to the fact that beer has been found
to be the chief alcoholic cause of disease in Germany.
She says:

Noted investigators of this disease-maker were Bauer and Bollinger.
They found that out of 5,700 autopsies conducted in a series of years
in the Pathological Institute of Munich only six women (the more
temperate sex) had died of that enlargement of the heart afterward
called beer heart. But one out of every sixteen males had died of it.
Sendtner, following up these researches, found that while the gen-
eral death rate elsewhere (according to the Gothaer Life Insurance)
was 5.8 from heart disease, in beer-soaked Munich it was 11.9. e
also found that brewery hands in Munich had an even higher death
rate from heart disease than did. the Munich population in general.

Professor Von Struempell, above quoted, expresses him-
self at greater length thus:

Formerly whisky and brandy were the universal evildoers, the
only despised drinks as against “noble” wine and ‘harmless”
beer. At present we know that in practice the injurious effects of
beer are at least as frequent, if not, indeed, more frequent, than
those of distilled liquor. For altho the percentage of alcohol
(beer 2 to 4 per cent‘}, is not especially high, yet this low percent-
age is counteracted by the great quantity drunk; 100 cubic centi-
meters of beer contain only grams pure alcohol, but a liter con-
tains 30 grams. A moderate {:eer drinker, who daily drinks his five
liters, thus gets every day 150 grams of absolute alcohol intp his
body. Finally it must be noted that perhaps beer contains besides
alcohol other injurious substances from the hops, whose effect is
also to be taken into account.

Other eminent European scientists and doctors speak
as follows:

Professor Emil Kraepelin: “In the Eroduction of alcoholism in
Germany beer undoubtedly plays the chief role. It must be con-
ceded that beer is capable of producing typical delirium tremens.”

Professor Gustav von Bunge: ‘“No other drink [referring to beer]
is so insidious. It has been in Germany worse than the whisky
pest because more apt to lead to immoderate drinking.”

Professor Mobius, Leipsic: “I know little of whisky and wine-
drinkers. With us it is beer that ruins the people.”

Dr. Johannes Leonhart, a disting.lished scientist: ‘““The question
concerning alcohol is not whether Smith or Jones believes that he
can take two or three glasses a day without harm, but how is it
possible to diminish the immense amount of injury from it that the
whole German people suffer?”

Professor Forel, in the American Journal of Insanity
(1900) :

One only needs to study in Germany the “beer jokes,” beer conver-
sation, and beer literature. They have stifled in young Germany the
idealism, the taste for the classics and the finer mental pleasures
thruout broad parts of the nation and in both sexes, to an extent
that makes one cry for help. Among the academic youth of Ger-
many the drinking of beer has truly killed ideals and ethics and has
produced an incredible vulgarity.

Similar opinions are held in other countries where they
consume beer and “light liquors.” Sully-Prudhomme is
responsible for this statement, which hardly jibes with
what the brewers tell us:

All in all, my opinion as to alcohol in all its forms is that it is
fitted, thanks to the devastation it brings about in the nervous sys-
tem, to animalize people in all grades of society and, sooner or later,
to annihilate the superiority which man has slowfy acquired over
the anthropoid ape.

And Professor Nothnagel, of Vienna, says:

It is a sin to give children wine or beer. It is criminal to_teach
that wine nourishes. The dreadful neurasthenia of our day is due
just to this early use of alcohol. Those who say that alcohol is a
poison are wholly right.
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A recent testimonial comes from a source that can by
no means be said to be prejudiced to prohibition. Eng-
land found soon after the outbreak of war that she must
curb the ravages of the liquor traffic, so the government
put the entire matter into the hands of the British Board
of Control of which Lord D’Abernon is chairman. In
October, 1916, he made this statement:

In London at various periods in the early part of 1916 a total
number of 9(:'3 cases of drunkenness were analyzed, of whom 566
were men and 337 women. Dividing the cases according to cause
of drunkenness, it was found that 40 per cent had become drunk
on beer or stout, 35 per cent on spirits excluding rum, 8 per cent on
rum, 10 per cent on spirits and beer, 4 per cent on other drinks.
The remaining 17 per cent did not know the nature of their drink.

Why Beer Is Stupefying

Beer derives from hops a bitter-tasting, sticky substance
which forms the active element of the Oriental narcotic
—hasheesh. This discovery, credited to Professor Reinit-
zer, of the Polytechnic at Graz, is declared by other
European scientists to account for the “undoubted stupe-
fying effects of beer.”
~ Judge Lang, of Zurich, says: “Brandy makes a man
sick, but beer makes him stupid”; and Dr. Delbrueck
declares that all civilization must send forth the slogan,
“War on Beer.” -

Hasheesh is a narcotic made by the natives of India,
Turkey, and other countries from the leaves, flowers,
and stocks of the hemp plant. Long ago it was the cus-
tom of Eastern despots, when assigning to servants the
duty of assassination, to intoxicate them with hasheesh,
and from the similar sound we are said to derive our
word, “assassin.” The drug has a peculiar, brutalizing
effect. It pulls in the nerves from the finger tips to the
inner recesses as a cat draws in its claws. The victim
is left unperceptive, unresponsive, and in time is degraded
to the level of the grunting hog.

Hops is very closely related to hemp. Says Professor
Reinitzer: “In the female blossom of the Indian plant
as in the female blossom of the hops we find glands holding
a narcotic, bitter-tasting, sticky substance which forms
the active element of the hasheesh from Indian hemp.
This is used by the various Mohammedan people of South
and V’Yest Africa, as opium elsewhere, for narcotic pur-
poses. . .

To the hops rather than to alcohol Professor Reinitzer
attributes “that stupefaction which marks the ‘Beer Philis-
tine”” He further says, “Such an expression as wine
or whisky Philistine is inconceivable. Beer drinking has
apparently a special action on the nervous system which
leads to that clumsy, provincial heaviness of mind one
can ebserve, most strikingly in the beer drinker. Also,
the hops contributes to the pathological, burning thirst
of the beer drinker and to the injurious effects on the
kidneys.”

The now benightéd ones who still imagine that in
Europe, and especially in Germany, there is no prejudice
against the use of “light drinks” may read with very great
profit the above expressions from eminent Germans.

American medical opinion is well expressed by Dr.
Howard A. Kelly, of Johns Hopkins University. Dr.
Kelly is one of the most eminent surgeons of the United



46 THE CYCLOPEDIA OF TEMPERANCE

States, and he makes this statement: “I consider, with
eminent German authorities of enormous experience, that
beer is exceedingly injurious and dangerous as a beverage.
It has no scientific medical indorsements of which I
know.” .

The Program of Moderation

The brewers and saloonkeepers tell us that beer will
make Americans a “moderate-drinking people.” The Saint
Louis Star has located a saloon advertisement in that city
which tells how they intended to do it. Here it is:

Free! Free! Free! To introduce our Large Beers we will give
one free to anyone who buys and drinks four Bar Beers in ten
minutes. Our ers hold forty ounces, or three five-cent bottles.
No glasses are large enough to hold one of our Beers. The capacity
of the human stomach is one gallon. You can have your capacity
filled best at the New Home Liquor Store, 1525 Market Street.

The former editor of the Northwestern Christian Advo-
cate says that recently while sitting beside a police judge,
whose court was in session, he asked that each one appear-
ing on the charge of drunkenness, or assault due to
drunkenness, should be questioned as to what he had been
drinking. Out of eighteen cases fifteen said they had been
drinking beer. Three old topers had been using whisky.
About half of the beer cases involved assault and battery
or destruction of property. ’

It is suggested that the next time anyone points to
beer-drinking in Germany as a solution of the liquor
problem this quotation from Dr. Von Bunge, of the Uni-
versity of Basel, Switzerland, be submitted for further
discussion :

Such horrors as a great modern joint-stock brewery perpetrates
are unrivaled in the whole world’s history. Men in past centuries
were made chattel slaves. But the slaves kept their health. Men
have been killed by thousands; but the children of the murdered
remained strong. Now they make slaves of them and murder them
at the same time. They kill them together with their children
and children’s children. They kill them slowly; they torture them
slowly to death.

. The quotation is from “Alkolvergiftung und Degenera-
tion,” and seems to evidence a lack of appreciation of
this “temperance” beverage. .

“Keep-Beer-Prohibition” Experiments

Mrs. Tilton, already quoted, discusses thoroly ‘“keep-
beer-prohibition” in her Survey article in a most illuminat-
ing way:

In 1830 England decided to woo men, if possible, from drinking
distilled liquors by allowing beer saloons without license fee. - These
sprang up like mushrooms, the result being (Delbriick, ‘“Alcohol and

ygiene,” page 542) that beer consumption rose 25 per cent in the
next five years, while at the same time spirits consumption rose
8 per cent. Ingland found that temperance in drugs was an im-

ssibility, and the whole scheme was finally pronounced a fiasco.

rly in the history of the bill, Sydney Smith wrote: ‘“The new
beer bill has begun its operations. verybody is drunk. Those who
are not singing are sprawling. The sovereign people are in a beastly
state.

A beer experiment was also made in Iowa. In 1855-58 Iowa
was under prohibition. In 1858 the law was amended to allow beer
and certain wines. The great trouble was that the beer saloons
would sell whisky under the guise of beer, and there seemed no
betterment in it (Canadian Sessional Papers, No. 21, p. 255).

Massachusetts made a beer experiment between 1870-73. In
1869, Massachusetts was under prohibition. In 1870, the law was
amended to allow ales, porter, beer, and cider. Records of the
increase of drinking in places where the beer saloons were opened
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may be found in the report of the (Canadi ioners to
Inquire into the Workings of the Prohibitor Law, Ottawa. 1875.
Drunkenness and crime increased, and everywﬁerc we hear the com-
laint that the beer saloon would sell whisky under the guise of

er. In New Bedford, 1872, the year in which beer saloons
were opened, the number of crimes increased over 68 per cent, and
cases of drunkenness over 120 per cent.

The following figures show some of the results of
Massachusetts’s keep-beer experiment. They appear in
Mrs. Tilton’s article:

BEER EXPERIMENT IN BOSTON, MASS.

October 1
Confined in Suffolk Jail

1867 (dry) ..eciiicevnnees esdvecsvcersssraas 173
1870 (wet) with beer...cceveecivacenss cessves 222
Difference in favor of prohibition......... .e 49

Committed to Suffolk County Jail
1867 (dry) c.eeeeecinnnn tecescsssaes PP «e 3,736
. 1870 (wet) with beer...... creceseess cesesncss 5,262
Difference in favor of prohibition............ 1,562

Committed to City Prison, Boston
1867 (dry) ...iviieinnencnns eeesessenne eees 10,429
1870 (wet) with beer. . eeseccssrecas ceeretnsens 12,862
Difference in favor of prohibition............ ,433

(Report of Canadian Commissioners, page 75.)

The most recent “keep-beer-prohibition” experiment was
in Georgia. Georgia intended to pass a real prohibition
law, but she was one of the first to mount the late wave
and lacked experience in writing her statutes. In time the
law degenerated into a “keep-beer-prohibition” measure,
and while there was distinct improvement over the old
saloon status, the cities of the State were able to flout
the law. as it was nearly impossible to keep the beer
saloons from selling whisky. When Georgia finally tight-
ened its prohibition law to include beer, the results were
notably beneficent. So pleased was the State with the
inclusive prohibition law that when the federal government
passed its bonedry act, Georgia was not content to await
the date of its operatlon but overwhelmed its prohibition
governor with the sentiment for a State bonedry law to
go into effect immediately.

Beer, the Enemy of Women and Children

The iniquitous feature of the beer propaganda is the
recommendation of it for nursing mothers and frail
children.

“Breast-fed infants who are nursed by beer-drinking
mothers often have convulsions, and are very restless and
irritable,” said Sir Victor Horsley, professor of pathology,
London University.

The health departments of American cities are doing
everything possible to combat the dangerous superstition
which is responsible for the poisoning of the milk of
women and the blood of babies.

Refs.—See Brewers; Consumption of Liquors; Food Value; Ger-
many; History of the Temperance Reform; Light Drinks; and
Moderation.

BELGIUM—Before the outbreak of war Belgium was,
excepting Bavaria, the greatest consumer of beer. The
temperance movement was principally championed by the
Socialists. Professor Emile Vandervelde, who was made
premier at the beginning of hostilities, declared : “Frankly
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I see no reason for waiting for the morrow of the social
revolution before we stop poisoning ourselves. We should
prohibit the manufacture of alcohol du bouche and turn
the power of darkness into the power of llght, by making
distilleries producers of industrial alcohol.”

The appeal made by the Princess Stephanie to the
Hungarian women had a profound effect upon the Bel-
ians.
& The prevailing drunkenness in Belgium and the lack
of control of the liquor traffic had much to do with
the failure of the military program to .include a suffi-
cient proportion of the Belgian population. The stupe-
faction which results from beer drinking was to a con-
siderable degree responsible for the failure of the people
to appreciate their position in Europe. Greater alertness
mlght“have provided a possible army of one million men
on ca

In the latter part of 1912 the Socialists of Belgium
conducted a general strike in order to force the govern-
ment to grant universal suffrage. The strike was con-
ducted along total abstinence lines. Great disturbances
were expected, but none resulted.

“The most wonderful feature of the strike is its teetotal-
ism,” said the Daily Mirror, of London.

BENEFITS OF PROHIBITION—The benefits of
prohibition are those induced by: (a) The removal of
crime-and vice centers; (b) the diversion of much ex-
pended money from channels in which ‘its expenditure
involves no production of value into legitimate trade
channels; (c) a higher standard of living, induced by
sobriety, in the community.

Refs.—See various prohibition States by name and all subjects
listed under Anti-Prohibition.

BIBLE AND DRINK—Men who know much about
drink but little about the Bible are fond of saying that
the Bible sanctions the use of wine and, by inference,
its manufacture and sale. Nothing can be ‘more blasphe-
mous than to intimate that Christ, if upon earth to-day,
would lend the support of his example to a custom which
perpetuates a trade in murder, degradation, and misery.
There is no ground for assuming that Christ used in-
toxicating wine other than that he was present on occa-
sions when it may have been used. The Bible frequently
records drinking without disapproval but so does it record
actions of admittedly vile character. It is not to be denied
that Christ did not denounce the murderous tyranny of
Rome and even said, “Render unto Casar” his tax. Nor
did Jesus speak directly against the false social position
of woman, or lift his voice against slavery. The Old
Testament presents a far stronger case for polygamy
than for drink, a far stronger case for slavery and warfare
of the most ruthless kind.

In the Hebrew Scriptures different words are employed
to represent different kinds of wine. The Greek language,
on the other hand, makes little or no attempt to indicate
quality or varieties of wine, but passes every kind under
one name. Thus, like our English language, it obliterates
distinctions which the Hebrew protects. So the Hebrew
Bible must ever remain our final standard of appeal upon
the Bible wine question.
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The following treatment of this subject is taken from
“Winning the Fight Against Drink,” by E. L. Eaton
(Methodist Book Concern) :

Hebrew Synonyms

The Hebrew is a small language, yet surprisingly rich
in synonyms. It has more than sixty different words for
“break,” a still larger number for *go,” more than one
hundred for “take,” thirteen for “man,” and eleven words
which we translate “wine.” Such a language must delight
in fine distinctions; and a translation which makes one
English word stand for a dozen or a hundred Hebrew
words must certainly obliterate many important shades
of meaning. There are forty-five words which we trans-
late “destroy,” a treatment which no doubt destroys many
fine distinctions of the ongmal tongue! The eleven words
which we render “wine” cannot all mean wine, much less
intoxicating wine, but stand probably for other products
of the vine, Sixteen of these products have been enumer-
ated, and we have at least thirteen Hebrew words to
represent them. It is not necessary, however, to enter
into an extensive canvass of all these Hebrew words,
since the testimony of the Hebrew Bible turns mainly
upon three of these words and their meaning. And to
these three words attention will now be directed.

Yayin

This word is found 140 times in the Hebrew Scrip-
tures, and in such various connections as to leave no
doubt that it is a generic word and stands for wine in
general, for all the beverage products of the vine, without
any reference to their quality whether intoxicating or
unintoxicating. Exactly this is the chigf source of all the
confuston upon the Bible wine question.

If this word always stood for one specific kind of
product, there would be no equivocation in its testimony,
but such is not the fact. It stands for everything that
is obtained from the vine as a beverage. It is not
necessary here to quote all the 140 texts where the
word yayin occurs; following are a few of them, a
cafeful examination of which will suffice to support the
proposition just now made:

Gen. 9. 21, “Noah drank of the wine, and was drunken.”
1 Sam. 1. 14, “How long wilt thou be drunken? Put away thy

Isa. 5. 11, “Woe to them that continue till wine inflame them!”
1 Sam. 1. 24, “Hannah took little Samuel and a bottle of wine to

Neh,: 5. 15, “The former governors had taken bread and wine of
m.”

Isa. s5. 1, “Buy wine and milk without money” (ﬁguratwely)

Esth.”1. 7, “And they drank the royal wine in abundance.”

Zeph 1. 13, “‘Shall plant vineyards, but shall not drink of the
wine.

2 Sam. 16. 2, “Wine for such as be faint in the wilderness.”

These texts are sufficient to show that the word yayin
is used in the Scripture both with the divine favor and
with the divine disfavor, and that is precisely the source
of nearly all the confusion upon the wine question as
it appears in the sacred records. The only possible ex-
planation of this apparent inconsistency is that the word
is a general term for all kinds of beverages that are
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produced from the vine, whether fermented or unfer-
mented.

Whenever the sacred writers seek to make a distinction
and specify yayin that is intoxicating or yayin that is
unintoxicating, they are obliged to resort to other and
specific terms. For such purpose two other words are
almost invariably used, as what follows will clearly in-
dicate ; and that makes it certain that there are two kinds
of yayin or wine mentioned in the Bible. We will now
furnish a complete canvass of these two specific terms,
quoting every text where they occur.

Tirosh

This is the term for unfermented, unintoxicating wine.
It is always found in good company, and forever enjoys
the divine commendation. Always the divine smile and
never the divine frown rests upon it. It is constantly
associated with wheat and corn and oil, and keeps its place
among the special blessings of God. It is never the cause
of, nor is it ever associated with, drunkenness; and its
use is never prohibited but everywhere and always com-
mended. It occurs thirty-eight times in the Hebrew Bible
and in the following places:

Gen. 27. 28, “Therefore God give thee plenty of corn and wine.”
Gen. 27. 37, “With corn and wine have I sustained thee.”
Num. 18. 12, “The best of the oil and the wine and the wheat.”
Deut. 7. 13, “He will bless thy land, thy corn, thine oil, thy wine.”
hDeut. 1. 14, “That thou mayest gather thy corn, thine oil and
t! wine.”
ut. 12. 17, “Eat the tithe of thy corn, thine oil and thy wine.”
Deut” 14. 23, “Thou shalt eat the tithe of thy corn, thine oil and
thy wine,” etc.
Deut. 18. 4, “Give the first fruits of thy corn, of thy wine and of
thine oil.”
ut. 28. 51, “Shall not leave thee either corn, wine or oil.”
Deut. 33. 28, “Fountain of Jacob upon a land of corn and wine.”
Judg. 9. 12, “Wine which cheereth God and man.”
" 2 Kings 18. 32, “Will take you to a land of corn and wine.”
2 Chron. 31. 5, “First fruit of corn, wine, oil and honey.”
:l C'l;r,on. 32. 28, “Storehouses for the increase of corn and wine
and oil.” .
eh. 5. 11, “And of the corn, the wine and the oil.”
Neh. 10. 37, “Fruit of all manner of trees, of wine and of oil.”
Neh. 10. 39, “Of the corn, of the new wine and of the oil.”
Neh. 13. 5, “The tithes of the corn, the new wine and the oil.”
Neh. 13. 12, “Tithes.of the corn, the new wine and the oil.”
. Psa. 4. 7, “Gladness more than when corn and wine increased.”
Prov. 3. 10, “Thy presses shall burst out with new wine.”
Isa. 24. 7, “The new wine mourneth, the vine languisheth.”
Isa. 36. 17, “Land of corn and wine, of bread and vineyards.”
- Isa. 62. 8, “Give thy corn and thy wine to thine enemies.”
" Isa. 62. 8, “The new wine is found in the cluster a blessing.”
er. 31. 12, ‘“For wheat, for oil and for wine.”
Tos. 2. 8, “I gave her corn and wine and oil.”
Hos. 2. 9, “I will take away thy corn and thy wine.”
Hos. 2. 22, “Earth shall bear the corn, the wine and the oil.”

Hos. 7. 14, ‘“Assembled themselves for corn and wine.”
Hos. 9. 2, “The new wine shall fall.”
oel 1. 10, “Corn wasted, wine dried 1iip, oil languisheth.”

oel 2. 24, “The fats shall overflow with wine and oil.”

oel 12, 19, “Behold I send you corn and wine and oil.”

ic. 6. 15, “Shall sow but not reap; tread sweet wine but shall
not_drink.”

Hai. 1. 11, “Drought upon the corn, wine and oil.” .

Zech 9. 17, “‘Whoredom and wine (yayin) and new wine (tirosh) .
take away the heart.” This speaks of the imbruting influence of
appetite, and clearly points to a state of degradation in which all
things minister to fleshliness and sensuality. This can be said of
wholesome food and drink as well as of intoxicants.

This_examination of the tirosh texts ought to satisfy
any fair-minded person that the. thing which tirosh stands
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for is as harmless as corn and wheat and oil, and is as
certainly classed among the blessings of a kind Providence
as they. It is nowhere prohibited nor does it anywhere
suggest intoxication. Neither is it associated with vice
or moral fault. Exactly here must the issue be met. Tirosh
does not mean intoxicating wine. If this is not its charac-
ter—if it stands for fermented and intoxicating wine—
then the whole testimony of the Old Testament can be
invoked to support the deluge of intemperance and drunk-
enness. ~That precisely is the nerve of this entire question,
and the crisis must be squarely met with these thirty-eight
quotations containing the word tirosh!

Our contention that tirosh is the name for unfermented
wine is immensely strengthened by a careful survey of
those texts which contain the specific Hebrew term which
never means anything but fermented wine; and that word

is
Shekar

Whenever the Old Testament writers wish to specify
a kind of wine that is always condemned and prohibited,
a drink that is without any sort of doubt intoxicating, the
word invariably used is shekar. Gesenius says that it is
“any kind of intoxicating liquor.” This word is found
forty-two times in the Hebrew Bible, nineteen times in
the verb form, and twenty-three times as a noun.. To the
word as a noun we direct special attention. The air is
very much clarified touching the meaning of this word,
for there is substantial agreement all along the line that
it is always the name for fermented wine. Our English
versions generally and very appropriately render it “strong
drink.” There is not an instance in the Bible where this
word enjoys the divine approval as the name of a beverage,
nor one in which it is found keeping company with God’s
gracious gifts to man. An examination of the texts which
follow will satisfy any candid person of the correctness
of these statements:

Lev. 10. 9, “Drink not wine nor strong drink.”  Wherever in
Scripture this expression, “Wine and strong drink,” is found, the
Hcbrew terms invariably are yayin and she

Num. 28. 7, “Cause the strong wine to be poured out.”

Deut. 29. 6, “Neither have ye drunk wine nor strong drink.” -

}udg. 13. 4, “Drink not wine nor strong drink.”

udg. 13. 14, “Neither let her drink wine nor strong drink.”

1 Sam. 1. 15, “I have drunk neither wine nor strong drink.”

Prov. zo0. 1, “Wine is a mocker, strong drink is raging.”

& Pl;:)v. 31. 4, “Not for the king to drink wine, nor princes strong
rink.”

udg. 13. 7, “Drink no wine nor strong drink.” .

rov. 3I. 6’, “Give strong drink to him that is ready to perish.”
This is an opiate, anesthetic, or medical prescription; not a beverage.

Isa. 5. 11, “Woe to them that follow strong drink.”

Isa. 5. 22, “Woe to the men that mingle strong drink.”

Isa. 24. 9, “Strong drink shall be bitter to them that drink it.”

Isa. 28. 7, “Priests and prophets have erred through strong drink.”
(Thrice.) .

Isa. 29. 9, “They stagger, but not with strong drink.”

Isa. 56. 12, “We wil fill ourselves with strong drink.”

Mic. 2. 11, “Lging spirit prophesy wine and strong drink.”

Num. 28. 7, “Strong wine for a drink offering.” (Offered, not to
be drunk.)

Deuteronomy 14. 22-26 is a difficult passage, and seems
to furnish an exception to the rule; but perhaps if rightly
understood, it does not. Professor F. D. Hemmenway,
in an article in the Methodist Quarterly Review for July,
1878, makes this very judicious comment upon this passage:
“It is among the tithes which every Hebrew must set apart
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to be eaten before the Lord in a solemn religious feast
and as a special religious offering, and its presence here
is thought to be significant of its value rather than its
common use as a beverage among men.” And this inter-
- pretation receives strong support from the recent English
versions, from which all idea of “soul lusting” has disap-
peared.

This canvass of the three important Hebrew words
touches the very core of the Oriental wine question, and
it is difficult to see how anything can be said that would
change the situation one hair’s breadth; and little need
be added except what will throw further light upon,
e;nd haﬁord,stronger confirmation of, the doctrine here set
orth,

The Septuagint

Altogether the most valuable corroborative evidence to
be found anywhere is the testimony of the Greek version
of the Old Testament made by Greek-Hebrew scholars
more than two hundred years before Christ. It is there-
fore of the utmost importance to inquire how these old
Hebrews treated the words under consideration; for, let
it be remembered that the Septuagint version is their
embalmed opinion. Here we have their own statement as
to what_they thought these three words meant. Follow-
ing is the state of the case as it stands forever stereotyped
in that ancient version:

Yayin. This word they uniformly rendered oinos,
which must be accepted as entirely correct, for the first
is the generic term for all kinds of wine in Hebrew,
precisely as the second is the generic term for all kinds
ofhwine in Greek. One is the exact equivalent for the
other.

Tirosh. This is the Hebrew name for unfermented
wine, and they rendered it also with the Greek word
oinos, except once (Isa. 65. 8), with rox, “new wine in
the cluster.” This treatment introduces confusion, as
the Hebrew term is specificc while the Greek term is
generic. But perhaps it was the best, if not the only,
thing that could be done, because the Greek language has
no specific term for unfermented wine. Everything. in
the nature of a beverage from the vine was called otnos.

Shekar. With this word a radical change of treatment
was adopted. They never once translated shekar with
oinos. This is significant. That fact alone ought for-
ever to settle the question that tirosh and shekar do not
stand for the same kinds of wine. Seven times shekar
is translated with a Greek word coined from the verb
methuo, which means “I am drunk.” That these trans-
lators were obliged to resort to such a word to tender
shekar is sufficient evidence of its character. Add to this
the further fact that they transliterated shekar twelve
times making it read sikera, thus Hellenizing it and com-
pelling it to retain its debauched character even in the
Greek version! And in that form it appears once in the
Greek New Testament (Luke 1. 15).

Thus it will appear to any careful person that the
overwhelming testimony of the Septuagint supports the
thesis here taught, that yayin is the name for all bev-
erages obtained from the vine without any reference to
their quality or character; that tirosh is the specific term
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for unfermented wine; and that shekar is the term for all
fermented and intoxicating liquors.
Refs.—See Communion Wines.

BIBLE WINES—See Bible and Drink, also Com-
munion Wine.
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must be well understood before the drink problem can
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olism.”
‘“‘Pauperism,” by Booth.
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Dr. M. S. Rankin.
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“The Saloon Problem.” By Prof John M. Marker of Boston
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“Old World in the Ncw By Professor E. A. Ross.
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“The Wayward Child.” B hoff. .
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“The Liquor Problem in All Ages.” By Dorchester.
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“Enemy, The.” By The Chesters.
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Inquiries as to prices, etc, should be made of .The
Methodist Book Concern, 150 Fifth Avenue, New York
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BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA—See Alabama.

BLIND PIGS—The liquor interests attempt to confuse
the issue in the minds of the people by declaring that
prohibition of the saloon only results in the substitution
of an unlicensed trade. On the contrary, the blind pig
and boot-legger flourish most in those communities which
license the liquor traffic. The licensed saloon inevitably
breeds blind pigs.

License territory is safer territory for the illicit dealer.
If drunkenness results from the sale of his goods, that
drunkenness is attributed to the saloons and does not
prompt_investigation on the part of the police. And the
blind pigger in wet territory can procure his liquor ship-
ments without exciting suspicion, but this is not true in
prohibition territory.

As a rule, it is not hard to ascertain nearly the exact
number of illicit liquor shops in any community. This is
due to the fact that the blind pigger has a very whole-
some fear of Uncle Sam, and while he is willing to operate
without a State or local license, he is not willing to incur
the danger of running without a permit from the federal
government. So he pays his federal tax, takes his receipt,
the transaction is recorded by the federal government, and
then the pigger proceeds to business with no fear of the
lesser authorities,
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In the fall of 1914 the Board of Temperance of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, desiring to make a study
that would turn up accurate information in regard to this
question, conducted inquiries in every State of the Union
to .ascertain the disparity between the number of State
licenses or total of county licenses and the number of
federal tax receipts in each of these States. Reliable
figures were secured from Michigan, Florida, New Hamp-
shire, Rhode Island, Washington (then a license State),
Texas, Ohio, Idaho, and Kansas. The following table

tells the story:
Number Number Excess

State Federal Federal

State Licenses Licenses Licenses
Michigan ............ *3,083 **s,187 3,204
Florida .............. 354 1,051 697
New Hampshire ...... 606 867 261
Rhode Island......... 397 2,302 2,105
Washington .......... 2,340 462
Texas . 4,964 1,864
Ohio 11,419 6,064
Idaho 624 398
Kansas *r%e1s 51§

*Both wholesale and retall **Retail only. ***June 30, 1914.

In no case do the federal figures cover anything except
retail dealers in liquors and retail dealers in malt liquors.
All State figures are for State licenses or are totals of
local licenses. It should be noticed that these States repre-
sent practically every section of the country.

After making all allowances for differences in State
laws and federal laws, the above table conclusively proves
that the more saloons licensed by the State the more
saloons run without a State license. The difference be-
tween the number of federal licenses and State licenses
iss almost a census of the number of blind pigs in any

tate.

The difference between these various license States
and the prohibition State of Kansas, however, is even
greater than this table would show, for whereas a blind
pig in license territory usually runs year in and year out
and is often connected with a house of ill-fame, in
Kansas a man may buy a federal tax recelpt sell one
drink, and go to jail for six months. It is exceedingly
probable that not one man in one hundred who buys
a federal tax receipt to sell liquors continues in business
sixty days without facing a judge if he tries to do business
in Kansas.

Eastern Figures

Figures are available also from New York and Illinois,
but not from sources which warrant us in_guaranteeing
them. According to the liquor press, in New York, in
1913, there were 23,472 saloons licensed by the State.
During this time the internal revenue collectors issued
34,522 permits to sell liquors. This means that there were
in New York State just exactly 11,150 blind pigs, as con-
trasted with 515 in Kansas.

The liquor press is also responsible for the statement
that there are in Illinois 12,708 licensed saloons, but
there are 22,754 dealers in liquors holding the federal
tax receipt. This_indicates the presence in Illinois of
10,046 blind pigs, tigers, etc.

The full significance of these figures, however, can
only be gathered from their consideration in connection
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with the State population. Looking at it from this stand-
point, New York has 1,239 blind pigs to the million of
population ; Illinois has 1,784 blind pigs to the million of
population ; Kansas has 305 to the million of population.

Information from other sources leads to the same con-
clusions reached by the Board of Temperance of the
Methodist Episcopal Church. For instance, during the
prohibition campaign in Michigan it was ascertained that
there were approximately 1,400 holders of the federal
tetail liquor dealer’s license in addition to the licensed
saloons and the crooked drug stores.

According to a report by the State Liquor Licensing
Board of Ohio to the governor for the year ending June
30, 1016, the State liquor license inspectors prosecuted
902 cases against illicit liquor sellers and secured 726
convictions.

The prosecuting attorney of one of the wettest coun-
ties in Pennsylvania has just caused the arrest of 560
blind piggers in that county, and says that perhaps 50
more have closed voluntarily thru fear of prosecution
since he began his campaign against such places. He
estimates that there are three times as many blind pigs
as licensed saloons in the county, and at this ratio there
are over 30,000 blind pigs in Pennsylvania.

A careful study was made in Massachusetts in 1910
of the comparative number of legal liquor licenses or
certificates of fitness granted, both of which call for the
payment of a federal internal revenue tax, and the actual
number of persons paying the federal tax.

In the no-license cities and towns there were 682
druggists’ licenses and certificates of fitness granted; 1,103 -
internal revenue liquor dealers’ taxes were paid, an excess
above legal of 4e1.

In the license cities there were 2,972 local licenses and
certificates granted, but there were 4,245 internal revenue
liquor déaler taxpayers, that is, there were 1,273 more
persons who paid federal llquor dealers’ tax than were
granted local license to sell.

According to Mr. George M. Alden, in a report pub-
lished by the Massachusetts No-License League, who made
this investigation, in the license places there was one
illegal seller for 1,479 population; in the no-license cities
and towns there was one for each 3,557 of the population.
That is, according to population, there were on the average
two and one-third times as many illegal sellers who paid
internal revenue liquor taxes in license places as in no-
license places.

Boston had 1,218 licensed places, but 1,695 persons paid
the federal tax, showing that there were at least 387
illicit places.

In the year that Colorado went dry, Denver had 483
“lawful” saloons. Nevertheless, the number of federal tax
receipts in force in the fall of 1914 was five hundred
more than the number of local licenses. In San Fran-
cisco there were in October, 1914, 4,213 legal saloons
and an excess of tax receipts indicating 1,300 blind pigs.
Indeed, Past Grand Valiant Commander William C.
Wood, spokesman for the Knights of the Royal Arch
Committee, admitted that there were not l<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>