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PREFACE

America needs patriots—not only those who will
go to the battle line in France, but also men and
women, too, who will strengthen the hands of the
boys who have gone to the Front.

Our greatest peril is that of waste—and the
greatest waster in our country is the liquor traffic.

To strengthen America by precept and practice is
a distinct obligation resting upon every citizen of
this Republic.

This book is written to point out the perils con-
nected with the liquor business in this and every
other land. The facts presented are the results of
a careful study covering a period of years.

It is hoped that they may be of service to the
valiant fighters who need ammunition to batter down
the bulwarks of booze.
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I

A Confession—By Way of Introduction

I AM a prohibitionist—

But, frankly, I hate the name. It suggests long-
haired men and short-haired women. It is negative
and limited, but it expresses exactly what those who
are oppused to liquor are trying to do.

And I am for it. I want to see the liquor busi-
ness abolished. And if this is to be done, we'll have
to take off our kid gloves and fight the thing with
bare fists—as prohibitionists.

Whatever may have been the limitations of pro-
hibitionists in the past and no matter how much they
were ridiculed, nevertheless they put the fear of God
into the hearts of the liquor men, caused our legis-
lators to lay their ears to the ground, induced world-
powers to place a ban on booze, prompted employ-
ers of labour to promote anti-liquor campaigns and
persuaded thousands upon thousands of individuals
to get on the water-wagon.

The victories achieved in the battle agamst the
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saloon would never have been possible had it not
been for the foundation work of modest, home-
loving, white-ribboned women, who for a generation -
or more have faithfully gone to Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union Meetings to pray and to pay for
a movement which next to the Church and the home,
seemed to them the greatest in the world.

The men, too, have had their part in developing
the present-day sentiment against the saloon. Early
in the fight when it required real grit to be known
as a prohibitionist—for in those days men were
laughed at for taking a stand against the saloon, and
it requires more downright upstanding nerve to be
laughed at than to be shot at—the preachers were
the leaders of the movement. These were the pio-
neers who spent themselves talking about the “demon
rum” and the “cursed saloon” until more recently
the laymen got on the job.

And the laymen are welcome, too—for they are
putting into the fight the business sense that wins
the respect of our opponents, and they are putting
up the cash which is making great nation-wide cam-
paigns possible..

But having declared myself a prohibitionist, I
want to make haste to say that I have no sympathy
with the statement that all saloon-keepers and bar-
tenders are low-browed brutes. Most of them are
workingmen with all the hopes and aspirations of
other workingmen.

Nor do I find myself in accord with the declara-
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tion that because a man drinks a glass of beer or a
cocktail, he is of necessity a person of low character.
I know some mighty fine people who drink beer and
cocktails—they are not fine because they do so, but
in spite of it, and yet I can’t get away from the fact
that most of them are just about as sincere as are
those of us who are trying to take away the thing
which seems to give them so much enjoyment.

As a prohibitionist. I want to remember that I've
got to live with these neighbours of mine after the
saloon has been put out of business, and I don't
want to say or do anything that will raise a barrier
between us if I can possibly avoid it. Of course, if
it came to the point of either sacrificing their friend-
ship or holding on to the saloon with all that this
implies, I'd be tempted to say some pretty strong
things which might cause my neighbours to walk on
the other side of the street as we hustled for the
7:26.

But—this isn’t likely to happen, for I have found
these neighbours of mine who do indulge occasion-
ally in strong drink to be pretty reasonable sort of
folks after all.

And so, as a prohibitionist, I'm going to try
through courtesy and friendship and argument—and
maybe once in a while by an everlasting wallop of
the llquor business as a whole—to win men to my
position.

There’s another reason why I want to hold on to
those who may disagree with me—especially those
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who are in the liquor business: It would be foolish
to deny that considerable business ingenuity will
have to be displayed in adjusting the transfer of the
capital now invested in the liquor industry to more
legitimate industry, but it would be still more absurd
to say that the men who have built up such large
interests as the liquor business controls, will find
themselves helpless when the nation finally decides
that “the saloon shall go.”

For some of the best brains in the business world
are now engaged in producing and selling intoxi-
cating liquor, and while there are many—too many
—men in this industry who are pretty nearly all that
their enemies say they are, nevertheless, there are
great numbers of others who are as clean in their
lives and as square in their business dealings as one
can find in almost any other business. It is to these
that the State and the liquor industry as a whole
must look to make the readjustment which is inevi-
table.

These men will make some quick changes when
they realise that their plants can no longer be used
to produce wine, beer and whiskey. They will see
to it better than anybody else can, that there will be
a minimum of loss in every way. It would be a gross
undervaluation of their business abilities to say
otherwise.

When these men undertake this task, I want then:
to see that I am with them—and if there’s anything
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I can do to boost their job of reconstruction, I want
them to know that I am ready to do the boosting.

As a prohibitionist I want to be perfectly fair
to the men and women who are most vitally and
personally concerned about this whole business, and
to my fellow-prohibitionists I want to point out what
is to me a very important situation:

An analysis of the dry territory throughout the
United States indicates that most of it is in rural
areas; only about 20 per cent. of the people in dry
states live in cities, whereas in the wet states about
70 per cent. live in cities.

From 1900 to 1910 the population of the United
States as a whole increased 21 per cent., but the
population in the cities of 25,000 and over increased
over §5 per cent., whereas the population in rural dis-
tricts increased only 11.2 per cent.

One-tenth of all the people in this country live in
the three cities of New York, Philadelphia and Chi-
cago. One-fourth of the population lives in the 30
cities of 200,000 and over. These cities occupy only
one-four-hundredth of the total land area.

One-fourth of all the people in the United States
living in wet territory live in six cities—New York,
Chicago, Philadelphia, St. Louis, Boston and Cleve-
land—and one-half of all the people now living in
licensed territory live in ifodt states—New York,
Pennsylvania, Illinois and New Jersey.

We must not be deceived by “dry territory” maps
which seem to indicate that the fight is almost fin-
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ished. It isn't a question of merely conquering land
areas—we're after men—and most of those in un-
conquered territory live in cities which do not cover
much land area.

I know that if thirty-six states vote for the con-
stitutional amendment for prohibition, the entire
country will be dry forever, for it would require
thirty-six states to reverse the decision to destroy
the liquor business—and the liquor forces could not
possibly carry thirty-six states at any time.

And the prohibitionists should not be criticised for
availing themselves of a method which the consti-
tution itself has provided, and which is practically
the only way whereby the liquor question can be de-
termined.

However, the saloon is a city problem. Saloons
exist almost exclusively in the city—they are rarely
found in the open country or in the small town.
Furthermore, the saloon is a workingman’s problem.
Therefore, so far as immediate results are con-
cerned, the saloon chiefly affects city people and
workingmen—and these must be largely won for
prohibition if the prohibition law is to prove satis-
factory and permanent.

And>—workingmen and city people have it in their
power to settle the liquor problem aright when they
are convinced that the arguments of the prohibition-
ists are sound.

The people living in places where the saloons
exist should sce most quickly the dire effects of the
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liquor traffic when they are intelligently pointed out
to them. It must not be assumed that city people
and workingmen are more immoral than country
people, nor that theyhave more perverted tastes or
inclinations, and that they are incapable of properly
deciding the liquor question for themselves.

It is, therefore, reasonable to ask that a campaign
of discussion and education be conducted in which
the actual facts be presented, so that when prohi-
bition is enacted a very considerable majority in the
city will believe in it, because they have been con-
vinced of its fairness and its effectiveness.

And so, standing squarely for prohibition—but
with malice toward none and with charity toward
all—here goes for the toughest fight that I can put
up against booze.

CHARLES STELZLE.
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A Challenge to America

THERE never was a time when America so needed
her sober senses as to-day—it is a time when selfish-
ness must be subordinated to the great task of win-
ning the war.

We are being told by those who have come from
the Front that we in this country haven’t begun to
feel the pinch of the war. Except for an occasional
parade or brass band, a flag raising, a Red Cross
or Liberty Loan appeal or something of the sort,
it doesn’t look much like war in the home town.

There are no ruined homes nor torpedoed sky-
scrapers and churches. Our streets are just as they
were before, and we go out to our lunches as we
always did. ' N

Most of us flatter ourselves that, if we have
bought a fifty dollar Liberty Bond, we have made
about all the sacrifice that the country has a right to
ask of us. -

But—once in a while, when the boys march down
the street with flags flashing in the sunlight and
drums throbbing, we get a tightening of the throat
and there’s a moment when the picture blurs.

22
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And—once in a while as we read an account of
how the “Huns” outraged unprotected women and
children there wells up a feeling of anger and re-
sentment which makes us feel like putting our fists
through something.

Meanwhile, some of the finest fellows in this coun-
try are freely giving themselves for service in the
trenches and on the sea and we honour them because
of their readiness to serve their country.

Probably millions of our boys will go to the Front
before the war ends, to do their level best to stop
the tide of red ruin and outrageous killing.

But there’s one fact that stands out clear and
sharp as we take a world-wide view of the war—
namely, that we’ve got to reckon not only with
“Kaiser Bill Hohenzollern” but with “Kaiser John
Barleycorn.”

Every great general in this war—every great
strategist who has had the courage to face all the
facts has pointed out the danger of drink.

Lloyd George put it this way:

“We are fighting Germany, Austria and drink, and as
far as I can see, the greatest of the three deadly foes is
drink.” .

Marshal Joffre said:

“Alcobol by diminishing the moral and material strength
of the Army, is a crime against national defence in the face
of the enemy.”
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“Men with drink in them don't fight—they
brawl,” said Vance Thompson. “It is not boldness
men get out of drink, what they get is the fuddled
logic of a maniac.”

The nations at war very soon discovered who their
real enemy was. It was not the Teuton and the
Turk—it was alcohol.

And so France, England and Russia have grap-
pled with their arch-enemy—but he is putting up
the biggest fight in his history, for he knows that if
he loses out in this war, he will be played out for-
ever.

Arthur Mee, who is the organiser of a movement
in Great Britain to fight the liquor traffic, said in a
little book entitled “The Fiddlers”:

“The time has come when it should be said that those
responsible for our country now stand on the very threshold
of eternal glory, or eternal shame. They play and palter:
with the greatest enemy fought outside Berlin. Not for
one hour has the full strength of Britain been turned against
her enemy. From the first day of the war while our mighty
Allies have been striking down this foe within their gates,
Britain has let the liquor trade stalk through her streets,
serving the Kaiser’s purposes, and paying the Government
one million pounds (five million dollars) a week for the
right to do it.”

And here are some striking paragraphs in his
strong indictment of the liquor traffic:
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“We must not eat more than our share on our honour—
but the man across the table can eat his share of bread and
drink somebody else’s too.”

“We must eat less and eat slowly—so that brewers may
waste more and waste quickly.”

“God speed the plough and the woman who drives it—
yes, and God help the woman who drives the plough to feed
the brewer while her little ones cry for bread.”

So it is everywhere—while all the world is making
sacrifices and trying to eliminate waste, liquor wastes
capital, wastes earnings, wastes man-power, wastes
foodstuffs, wastes human efficiency and wastes hu-
man life.

Food, labor and life are the chief factors in win-
ning the war—but the liquor men are wasting all
three.

They are wasting food:

Last year in the United States the waste amounted
to 7,000,000,000 pounds of foodstuffs—and they
have no right to starve some men by making others
drunk.

They are wasting labour:

About 300,000 men are engaged in the manufac-
ture, sale and distribution of liquor—in breweries,
saloons and restaurants as brewers, bartenders and
waiters—at a time when every man is needed in
some useful occupation to help win the war. The
labour of these 300,000 men is worse than wasted—
no possible good can come of it, but much harm is
done. Nor does this take into account the many
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thousands who produce the materials that are used
in making liquor.

They are wasting life:

Bartenders, brewery workers and waiters in sa-
loons lose an average of six years of life on account
of their occupations. If the 300,000 men who make
and sell booze lose an average of six years of life,
it makes a total of 1,800,000 years of life. The
average man works about thirty years—so that the
liquor traffic is using up the equivalent of 60,000
men in each generation—and this is too great a price
for the nation to pay.

For these reasons—first, because of the waste of
food; second, because of the waste of labour; third,
because of the waste of life, we have a right to de-
mand that the liquor business be abolished.

“Food will win the war” is the slogan of the Food
Conservation Campaign—and it’s probably true. If
food will win the war, the liquor men who are food
wasters are not only fighting against our country,
but they will have to reckon with us if we should
lose the war.

When the United States Senate’s Committee on
Agriculture was investigating the subject of food-
stuffs, the liquor men denied that they consumed as
much as the prohibitionists said they did—they de-
clared that they used only one per cent. of the grain.

All right—let’s take them at their word:

One per cent. of the grain will feed one per cent.
of the people. This means one million people—
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because there are 100,000,000 of us in this country.

We shall this year probably send 1,000,000 sol-
diers to France.

This means that the liquor men have been wasting
enough grain to feed every last man who will go to
the trenches!

If food will win the war—as Hoover says—then
the liquor men have a fearful responsibility resting
uwpon them when they deliberately waste the food
which would give life and strength to our soldiers.

We have been told that it is altogether possible
that the last million bushels of grain will be the de-
termining factor in winning the war. If this is true,
then how can we permit the liquor business to waste
enough foodstuffs to feed our entire Army at the
Front?

At a time when conservation is the key-note of
victory, it seems suicidal to permit the liquor men to
waste sugar, molasses, grain, coal and railway serv-
ice, when the boys at the Front and those who are
standing behind them need the very best that this
country affords in order to win the war.

We deny the right of our soldiers to drink liquor
—what right then has the man who stays at home
not only to drink all the booze he wants, but by doing
so use the grain that should go into the soldiers’
bread—the soldier who has gone to the Front to
fight for the life of the boozer who remains at
home?

America will need to conserve every ounce of
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energy, every dollar of capital and every last par-
ticle of strength. Looked at in the most lenient light
it can hardly be claimed that the traffic in alcohol
will help strengthen America.

And this is our biggest job—those of us who have
remained at home.

Even in normal times the question of food pro-
duction has become a very serious one in this coun-
try. It's hard for most of us to understand that
it isn’t money we’ve got to save, but food, and it re-
quires greater moral courage to save food than it
does money.

We have gotten the notion that if we have good
incomes, food scarcity can’t hurt us. This is be-
cause we have associated starvation with poverty.

But maybe some day we’ll wake up to the fact that
we can't eat cash—and that food conservation is a
necessity no matter how much money we may
have.

For you may be sure that if we ever face an ex-
treme scarcity of food, somebody will see to it that
the very poor will have an equal chance at what food
there may be on hand, and it is altogether possible
that those who have money will fare no better than
those who haven’t. More wheat must be conserved.
While it is true that comparatively little wheat is
used in making liquor, its conservation depends
largely upon the more general use by all the people
of the grains now wasted by the liquor men.

The latest report giving the total of last year's
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(1917) wheat crop in the United States and in a
dozen or more other wheat producing countries,
shows that it was smaller than the 1916 crop and
15% smaller than the average for the preceding five
years. Nor does this take into account the very con-
siderable quantity of wheat lost through fires, sub-
marine and mine sinkings.

While the estimate made by the Department of
‘Agriculture last December showed that there was
an increase of 4% over last year in the acreage used
for wheat production, the condition of the crop was
so poor as to probably result in an output of 10%
below the ten years average.

With the shifting of large numbers of farmers to
the battlefields in France, and to the munition fac-
tories in cities where they are getting big wages,
there are fewer men than ever engaged in raising
wheat—to say nothing about other food products
—and the chances are that there’s going to be great
difficulty in harvesting even the reduced crop of
wheat that we shall raise this year.

The increase in the population of this country has
been three times as great as the average increase in
wheat production during the past ten years over the
average production for the ten preceding years. We
are failing to keep pace in wheat production with
the normal increase of population. If this contin-
ues, it doesn't require an expert statistician to tell us
where we are coming out.

One of the most significant memorials ever pre-
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sented on any subject was that signed by about
twenty-five hundred of Great Britain’s greatest lead-
ers—representing the Army and Navy, the Control-
lers and Directors of Munitions of War, the Privy
Council and both houses of Parliament, the public
service of the nation and empire, the trade, commerce
and the great industries, municipalities and justice,
science, education and public health, art, literature,
music and the drama and all ranks of social service.

Here are some of the most striking paragraphs
in this remarkable memorial:

“We, citizens of the United Kingdom, appeal to the Gov-
ernment to put the nation on its full strength.

“Now that the nation has followed the example of our
Allies in enrolling its full manhood, we appeal that we may
range ourselves with our greatest Allies and put on the
whole armour of Britain. The power exerted by alcohol
cuts through the efficiency of the nation; it weakens our
fighting forces and must lengthen the war. These facts
stand out concerning this powerful trade:

“It hinders the Army: it is the cause of grave delay with
munitions ; it keeps thousands of men from war work every
day, and makes good sober workmen second-rate.

“It hampers the Navy; it delays transports, places them
at the mercy of submarines, slows down repairs, and con-
gests the docks.

“Tt threatens our mercantile marine; it has absorbed dur-
ing the war over two hundred million cubic feet of space,
and it retards the building of ships to replace our losses.

“It destroys our food supplies; since the war began it
has consumed over 3,500,000 tons of food, with sugar
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enough to last the nation 100 days. It uses up more sugar
than the Army.

“It wastes our financial strength; since the war began
our people have spent on alcohol over four hundred million
pounds.

“It diverts the nation’s strength; it uses 500,000 work-
ers, 1,000,000 acres of land, and 1,500,000 tons of coal a
year; and during the war it has involved the lifting and
handling on road and rail of a weight equal to 50,000,000
tons.

“Tt shatters our moral strength; its temptations to women
involve grave danger to children and anxiety to thousands
of soldiers.

“Nearly two years have passed since the King banished
this source of national weakness from his household; since
engineers, manufacturers of explosives, admirals, directors
of naval equipment, urged the Government to banish it
from the nation; since the Director of Transports appealed
for the withdrawal of all drink licenses for the sake of the
Army and Navy; and since the Shipbuilders’ Federation
declared that ‘with the total abolition of drink the work
would go with a swing, and you would get as fine work
in our yards and shops as in the trenches.’” Yet the alcohol
brake is still on our workshops.

“We are convinced that the dangers confronting us arise
from the sudden possession of abundant wages rather than
from a lack of patriotic feeling; untrained in spending or
in thrift, large numbers of our workers waste their reserves
in drink. The greatest good a Government can render to
its people is to strengthen their right purposes and weaken
the power of their temptations and there lies upon us now
the double duty of protecting our people from the tempta-
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tion to drink away their earnings, and of protecting the
State from the intolerable folly of high war wages turned
to the advantage of our enemies.

“With the resources of the nation taxed to their utmost,
the waste of five hundred thousand pounds a day on alcohol
is a fact of pitiful significance. With their high wages our
people dig pits of sorrow instead of building up reserves
of power and independence; children die faster of neglect,
and a City Missionary has received forty appeals from the
trenches to look after wives ‘going wrong’ through drink.

“If it is said we need the revenue the State derives from
alcohol, the answer lies in these things. No nation can
make a profit from such a trade as this. But the fear for
the revenue is shattered by the noble action‘of our Allies
and Dominions; of Russia, which has prohibited vodka; of
France, which has prohibited absinthe and the sale of spirits
to women, soldiers, and young people; and of parts of our
Dominions, especially in Canada, where the sale of alcohol
is rapidly disappearing, followed by the closing of prisons
and the quickening-up of life.

“Russia, wanting strength and money too, has found
both in prohibition. The saving power of her people has
risen from shillings to pounds. The banks that received
one hundred and eighty thousand pounds in January before
the war, received in January, 1915, five million six hun-
dred thousand pounds, and in January, 1916, twelve million
pounds. The industrial efficiency of Russia has increased
by 30 per cent., and an increase of 10 per cent. in our effi-
ciency would replace our revenue from drink.

“More serious still is the peril of the child-life of the
State. It is perishing faster than in times of peace. Our
brave ally, France, with the enemy almost at the gates of
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Paris, won for itself the enduring distinction of the lowest
infant death-rate ever recorded in its capital. What Paris
can do can be done in our own towns if the same patriotic
devotion be shown by our own people, and if all removable
dangers to child-life be removed. Chief among these dan-
gers is alcohol.

“No source of weakness under our control is so wide-
spread ; none is more vital to the safety of the State in war
and its welfare in peace. But the dangers of alcohol are
tenfold now.

“We are no temperance reformers as such. We stand
for the great desire of all good people to strike the mightiest
blow for freedom of which Britain is capable. We support
the demand for prohibition made to the Government by its
own investigators, and by the Shipbuilders’ deputation, with
not a teetotaler among them, in March, 1915. Believing
in the Prime Minister’s words, that ‘no sacrifice is too great
when freedom and honour are at stake,” and that rich and
poor alike should bear it, we ask the Government to with-
draw all drink licenses throughout the Kingdom for the
period of the war.

“We believe a golden moment has arrived for our coun-
try; that, prepared for sacrifice by the example of the King
and Lord Kitchener, the nation is ready for the natural
step that France and Russia have already taken. The sus-
pension of the liquor traffic during the war, the conversion
of the public-houses into houses of refreshment, will quicken
up our civil and fighting populations, will raise a new fire
of resolution in our people, and will give to millions the
first opportunity they have ever had of breaking old habits
of weakness and forming new habits of strength.

“We believe that in this, as in all other vital issues, there



34 Why Prohibition!

must be sympathy of purpose and unity of action between
the Allied Nations; and we appeal to the Government to
be bold and trust our people, to be strong and follow our
Allies, to be worthy of the mighty destinies they hold in
solemn trust.”

These men have had the courage to face the facts
and to make them public.

And needless to say they have encountered ter-
rific opposition.

It seems that all the powers of the liquor men
have been hurled at the head of the British Govern-
ment to keep it from absolutely destroying their
business.

But what about America?

Dare we shirk a duty which is plainly ours espe-
cially in view of what our Allies have done—or what
they are earnestly trying to do?

The liquor traffic is probably not so strongly en-
trenched here as it is in England and in some other
countries, but it's going to be no easy fight to put
“John Barleycorn” on the shelf—and keep him
there.

This is no new quarrel with the liquor men—nor
is the contention for war-time prohibition a novelty.

Nearly a century and a half ago in this country
the Continental Congress passed a law looking to-
ward the conservation of food products by stopping
the use of grain in the manufacture of liquor.

Here it is:
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““Resolved, That it be recommended to the several legis-
latures of the United States immediately to pass laws the
most effectual for putting an immediate stop to the perni-
cious practice of distilling grain.”

And this was before the advent of the saloon with
all its debasing influence. It was before drunken-
ness was looked upon as a disgrace, before the
Church looked upon it with disfavour and before
employers of labour discriminated against the
drinker.

This early legislation for the conservation of
foodstuffs sets a mighty good example to be followed
by the successors in Congress of patriots like Benja-
min Franklin, Samuel Adams, Patrick Henry and
those who, associated with them, stood for this
“bone-dry legislation.” '

In a speech delivered by Abraham Lincoln before
the Washingtonians at Springfield, Illinois, he said:

“Of our political revolution of 76 we are all justly
proud. It has given us a degree of political freedom far
exceeding that of any other nation of the earth. In it the
world has found a solution of the long-mooted problem as
to the capability of man to govern himself. In it was the
germ which has vegetated, and still is to grow and expand
into the universal liberty of mankind. But, with all these
glorious results, past, present, and to come, it had its evils
too. It breathed forth famine, swam in blood, and rode in
fire; and long, long after, the orphan’s cry and the widow’s
wail continued to break the sad silence that ensued. These
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were the price, the inevitable price, paid for the blessings
it brought.

“Turn now to the temperance revolution. In it we shall
find a stronger bondage broken, a viler slavery manumitted,
a greater tyrant deposed ; in it, more of want supplied, more
disease healed, more sorrow assuaged. By it no orphans
starving, no widows weeping. By it, none wounded in feel-
ing, none injured in interest; even the dram-maker and
dram-seller will have glided into other occupations so grad-
ually as never to have felt the change, and will stand ready
to join all others in the universal song of gladness. And
what a noble ally this to the cause of political freedom;
with such an aid its march cannot fail to be on and on, till
every son of earth shall drink in rich fruition the sorrow-
quenching- draughts of perfect liberty. Happy day when—
all appetites controlled, all poisons subdued, all matter sub-
jected—mind, all conquering mind, shall live and move, the
monarch of the world. Glorious consummation!

“And when the victory shall be complete—when there
shall be neither a slave nor a drunkard on the earth—how
proud the title of that land which may truly claim to be
the birthplace and the cradle of both those revolutions that
shall have ended in the victory. How nobly distinguished
that people who shall have planted and nurtured to maturity
both the political and moral freedom of their species.”

On the eve of their departure for France, 37,000
troops were addressed in a letter by Major General
-John F. O'Ryan as follows:

“This letter is a personal appeal to your intelligence and
better self to refrain from using liquor in any form through-
out the period of your service. The plea contained in this
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letter is based upon principles of scientific military manage-
ment. Our job is to whip the enemy hard and with the
least loss to ourselves. In training our military machine to
do this we must eliminate backlash, rattles and useless loads.
We must have every part healthy and strong, and depend-
able, not part defective, diseased or obsolete,

“This cannot be if we are to permit ‘booze’ in any form
into our military machine, Alcohol, whether you call it
beer, wine, whisky or by any other name, is a breeder of
inefficiency. While it affects men differently the results are
the same, in that all affected by it cease for the time to be
normal. Some become forgetful, others quarrelsome. Some
become noisy, some get sick, some get sleepy; others have
their passions greatly stimulated. When you stop to con-
sider the thousands in a division, do you not see how vital
to efficiency is the elimination of liquor? How can a di-
vision of troops be ever ready—ever up on the bit to drive
ahead or to thrust back the enemy’s drive, if through the
presence of this insidious evil some soldiers forget their
orders, or become noisy when silence is essential, fall asleep
when every faculty should be alert?”

And here is what General Pershing said just be-

fore leaving this country at the laying of the corner
stone of the Y. M. C. A. Building at Fort McKin-
ley:

“There was a time when it was a natural part of a
soldier’s existence to drink and carouse. That day is past
with the soldier sworn to defend his country’s flag and’
representing the power and dignity of the nation.

“Strong muscles, clear brains, high ideals in the soldier,
increase the fighting efficiency of the Army, and these qual-
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ities of the citizen insure the permanency of our institutions.

“The Army is looked upon as representing the common
people from which it springs, and the people here watch our
conduct and study the character of every one of us. This
thought should be an inspiration to patriotism, to manliness,
and to righteousness.”

There is no doubt that the military men who are
in charge of the boys at the Front will take good
care that booze does not destroy the effectiveness of
our fighting men.

Wherever American Officers are in complete con-
trol at the Front, practical prohibition prevails
among our soldiers.

We can trust our men with such leadership—our
real problem is with the man who stays at home.

Will he take his part by living the sacrificial life—
although it seems like a mighty small sacrifice to
give up a cocktail or a glass of beer for the sake of
helping to win the greatest war in the history of the
world.

Those of us who remain behind may dig the big-
gest trench in the world—a trench that will stop
the liquor traffic forever.

This is a war within a war—a battlefield right
here at home, and it calls for fighters and martyrs
—it’s a question of whether we're big enough to
stand the test.

If England and France have not accomplished all
that they hoped in their prohibition program, this
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is no good reason why America should halt in put-
ting through a policy which we know is imperative
if the war is to be won soon.

Nor does it matter whether Englishmen and
Frenchmen have a rum ration in their armies—we
have a prohibition Army and a prohibition Navy and
we’re proud of both.

It’s going to be demonstrated that our boys will
put up as fine a fight against the enemy as any Army
which depends upon liquor to give it spirit and
strength—there’s no doubt that our boys will give a
good account of themselves in this particular.

It would be easy enough to become maudlin or
sentimental in a discussion of the effect of liquor—
but it isn’t necessary—as reasonable men and women
all we need is the facts as to the extent and general
influence of the liquor business and the general social
and economic conditions which are produced through
indulgence in strong drink.

Professor Irving Fisher, of Yale University, said
in a brief argument for war-time prohibition:

“Every reason for prohibition in times of peace is multi-
plied during war, and war removes or weakens almost every
argument against it. These facts explain why so many
thoughtful and conservative men who have hitherto been
against prohibition advocate it now as a war measure.

“In times of peace the liquor interests argue that they
greatly extend the farmers’ market for grain, but the war
has brought a world food crisis, short crops, devastation of
wheat fields, destruction of grain by the submarines and
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withdrawal of men from agriculture to battlefields and
munition works.

“America must feed Europe, yet we have been compla-
cently eating up our own food stocks and therefore have
not yet realised that for the first time in our history, we,
too, are about to face food shortage. Only those closest to
the facts like Mr. Hoover realise this fully. Hunger and
food riots are possible unless heroic measures are applied.
Consequently childhood is asked to forego its pleasures By
planting a plot for the honour of the flag.

“Prohibition, by keeping sober one or two hundred thou-
sand men now incapacitated each day by drunkenness and
by increasing the productive power of those who while not
drunk, are slowed down by alcohol, would speed up pro-
duction probably at least 10 per cent. It follows that the
more than two billions now spent on alcohol and the more
than two billions of national income which prohibition
would bring, could all be paid in taxes without making the
people one cent poorer.

“For the life, health and efficiency of the men in the
military, industrial and agricultural arms of the national
service, for the conservation of foodstuffs and for the sound-
ness of our fiscal policy, we need war prohibition.”

The National Service and War-time Commis-
sions of the American Churches, in May, 1918, sent
the following message to the President and to the
Congress of the United States:

“Our Nation has, we profoundly believe, with clean
hands and pure heart engaged in conflict for lofty and un-
selfish ends.
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“The attainment of those ends demands all the moral
powers of our people, the conservation of our economic
resources, and the highest efficiency in service.

“These powers are impaired, this efficiency is greatly
decreased, and our national vitality diminished‘ by the liquor
traffic and all its attendant evils resulting in the waste of
food, and the waste of life itself.

“Having duly recognised this in our army and navy by
having taken measures to prevent the use of liquor by our
troops, we believe that those who remain and serve at home
should willingly apply to themselves the same principles
which they apply to our soldiers and sailors and should
submit to the same limitations for the welfare of the nation.

“Therefore, in the interest of those who defend our na-
tion, for the saving of our own supplies of food, for the
highest efficiency of the industries which provide our means
of warfare, and for the strengthening of the moral health
of the people, we earnestly urge the President and the Con-
gress of the United States to take steps to prevent, during
the entire period of the war, by whatever means are feasible,
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor of all kinds
for use as a beverage, including the importation of liquor.”

America practically holds in her hands the future
of the liquor traffic throughout the world. What
she does with her foodstuffs may determine the des-
tiny of the liquor business in the countries of our
Allies. They are watching our action with intense
interest.

Have we the courage to destroy the enemy within
our gates, who is stealing away our brains, weaken-
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ing our brawn, and making flabby the morale of our
nation at a time when all forward-looking men
should be fighting to ‘“‘make the world safe for
democracy” ?
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How Much do We Spend for Liquor?

You have heard it said that we spend every year
in this country two billion dollars for liquor.

Two billion dollars!

You can’t even guess how much money this is—
mostly because mighty few of us have ever handled
more than two hundred dollars at any one time.

Just for the fun of it, let's write it this way:

$2,000,000,000.00.

All you can say is that it is a lot of money.

But perhaps you will get a better idea of how
much it is by comparing our drink bill with some
other bills in the United States.

So here goes—

It's three times as much as we spend to maintain
all of our public schools.

It’s one-fourth more than the total assets of the
over 7,000 building and loan associations in this
country.

It’s twice the capital in all the national banks.

It's one-tenth the value of all farm property, in-
cluding land, buildings, machinery and animals.

It’s as much as it costs to operate all our railroads.

43
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It's as much as we raised for the first Liberty
Loan.

It’s almost twice the value of all church property
in the United States.

We Americans spend $3,800 every minute of the
day for liquor. That's the price of a fairly com-
fortable home for the average workingman.

What does it mean to throw away a working-
man'’s home every minute of the day for twenty-four
hours? It means 1,440 homes every day. It means
535,600 every year.

Counting five persons to a home, it means that
nearly 3,000,000 persons could be comfortably
housed on the amount we waste on drink every year.

It was said just before the present war that ours
is a “billion dollar government’’—that is, we spent
one billion dollars a year to run the various depart-
ments of the Federal Government in peace times.
But we spent for liquor just twice the amount of our
bill for the support of the Government.

Before we entered the war we were spending
$250,020,000 a year for national defense. But our
drink bill was just eight times as much.

Before the war we were spending a little over
$66,000,000 a year on the administrative work of
our government. But our annual bill for drink was
practically thirty times as much.

Before the war we were spending $200,000,000
a year for the conservation of our natural resources,
the maintenance of rivers and harbors, public health
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and education, and things of a similar nature. At
the same time we were spending every year ten times
as much on liquor.

The liquor bill of this country just about equals
the wages earned by all the trade unionists in the
United States.

According to a study made before the War by the
Bureau of Statistics of the New York State Depart-
ment of Labor, the average yearly earnings of trade
unionists in that state, including men and women,
amount to $750. This would be a fair average for
the entire country, counting only days actually worked.

We spend annually $2,000,000,000 for liquor.
Divide 750 into 2,000,000,000 and you get 2,666,
666, which almost equals the number of trade union-
ists of various kinds in this country.

The enormous waste of the money spent for liquor
becomes impressive when one considers that it equals
the total sum of money paid to this highly intelligent
army of workers—the finest body of workers in the
world.

We spend just about as much for intoxicating
liquor each year as we do for bread and clothing.
We can get along without the liquor, but we all need
bread and clothing.

Just for the fun of it, ask the next man you talk
to on the saloon question, how much money one
would be compelled to place upon each word in the
English Bible in order to cover the total amount of
money spent for booze in this country each year.
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The average person will timidly venture the sum
of ten cents, while the reckless will boldly declare
that $1.00 will surely do it.

Actually, it would be necessary to place upon each
word of the English Bible $2,582 in order to reach
the sum of $2,000,000,000—the amount which we
spend for liquor. There are said to be 774,692
words in the Bible.

“In the beginning, God” the first four words in
the Bible, would be worth, upon this basis, over
$10,000 in booze.

“For God so loved the world that he gave his only
begotten son, that whosoever believeth on him
should not perish but have everlasting life” would
require about $70,000.

Liquor men are most interesting when they dis-
cuss economic questions. Here’s an example of
what one of their leading lights is putting out for
public consumption:

“As a sample of the worthless character of Prohibition
statistics, consider t