THE LITERARY DIGEST

for May 206, 1916

Nation-Wide Prohibition
as a War-Measure

THE STORY OF PROHIBITION IN STATES DRY FOR
AT LEAST A YEAR TOLD BY THEIR NEWSPAPERS

NE PRIME MEASURE OF DEFENSE adopted by
O various belligerent nations since the earliest days of
the war is control of the drink problem, The good
results of this policy have been praised eontinucously in the
press of these countries and are cited here by prohibition ad-
vocates $0 explain the great strides of the “‘dry” movement in
the United States during the past two years. A writer in the
New York Sun quotes Mr, Lloyd George as giving utterance
early last year to this statement: ‘“We are fighting Germany,
Austria, and Drink; and, as far as I can see, the greatest of these
deadly foes is*Drink. If we are to setile with German militarism
we must first of all settle with Drink.” Besides the obvious point
of seeking to restrain the use of intoxicants for the improvement
of national efficiency, as the Seattle Post-intelligencer notes, con-
trol of aleohol is needed because it is @ war-necessity. The mak-
ing of modern explosives requires enormous quantities of it, and
o limit drinking is to conserve the supply of this war-necessity:.
Moreover, this journal reminds us that much of the raw material
used in intoxicants is foodstuffs, the supply of which, aceording
to statisties, 1s no more than sufficient for the world’s present
uses until another harvest., All the grain used m the manu-
facture of beer or whisky is taken from the supply of cercals
peeded for breadstuffs, and The Post-Intelligencer recurs to the
high importance of the limitation of the use of aleohol by in-
dividuals, ‘‘because it makes for higher c¢fficiency and adapts
them better for the service of the State, whether in camp as
soldiers, in the munitions-plants, or as workers in the field gath-
ering for the country its necessary supply of food.”

Hardly had a stale of war between the United States and
(Germany been declared than a prohibition offensive was launched
from many and various quarters. Col. Theodore Ruosevelt
I8 reported in the press us saying before the members
of the Long Island Farmers’ Club and the Long Island Food
Reserve Battalion, at Mineola, L. I., that he fecls personally
“we should urge that grain be not diverted from food into
intoxicants, In this war many nations in Europe have exercised
rigid control over the grain-production. It would be & fine idea
for us to follow their lead.”” In addressing Cornell University
students at a meeting of the Intereollegiate Prohibition Associa-
tion, William Jennings Bryan is reported as avowing that
“there is no suchk thing as pacifism now,” and his argument
for prohibition is that this eountry needs young men with “clear
and guick-thinking brains, men with steady nerves and museles.”

Washingion dispatches inform us that Herbert C. Hoover
advocated prohibition as a war-measure before the Senate
Agricultural Committee and that Secretary of Agriculturc
Houston, in submitting 1o the Senate a plan for stimulating
food-production, e¢ited the example of the Europeau nalions
which have secured a considerable addition to the food-supply
sithor by reducing the produetion of malt liguors or by reducing
or prohibiting the production of distilled liquors. In the United
States, the Secretary says, the value of food-materials used
annuslly in the manufacture of intoxicating liquors is $154,-
000,000. A solution of the food-problem proposed by Governor
Lynn J. Frazier, of North Dakota, the farmer (iovernor who was
slecled by 80,000 farmers of the Non-Partizan League of that
State, involves the elimination of the grain and live-stock
aombinations and the middleman, and the exiension of rural
credits. Moreover, he is quoted by the New York Evening Post
as saying, ‘‘another specific thing that would affect our food-
supply and our purchasing-power is prohibition for the nation.”

OldMagazineArticles.com



2

NATION-WIDE PROHIBITION
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Governor Capper, of Kansas, according to Topeka dispatehes,
entreats President Wilson to recommend to Congress that the
waste of grains and other foodstuffs in the manufaecture of
aleoholic drinks be prohibited immedistely. Governor Capper
also sent leiters to the Governors of all other States asking them
to make a similar plea to the President and to encourage Senators
and Congressmen from their States to support the plan, and he ig
quoted in his telegram to the President as saying—*‘All Kansas
regards this as an imperative war-measure from an economie
and patriotic standpoint, leaving out moral aspects.” A patri-
otic appeal is made by the prohibition organ, The American
Issue, which says that the men who indulge in intoxicating
liquor, even when they assume that it does them no real harm,
gshould at this time abstain, because they ‘‘spend great sums
and waste many valuable hours” that might be put to vastly
better use. This journal mentions the entire congregation of a
conservative Chureh in an Fastern State that has volunteered
to omit all intoxicants during the war-period, and points to
this as an example which should be emulated.

Washington dispatches inform us that plans to preserve for
food purposes possibly 20,000,000 bushels of grain, now used
annually for distilled spirits, and for increasing Government
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““YOU ARE ACCUSED OF WASTING THE
GRAIN-SUPPLY OF THE UNITED BTATES!"

—Cesare in the New York Eccning Post.

rovenuos $335,000,000 a year have been laid bLefore a Senato
committee by the National Distillers and Wholesale Liquor-
Dealers’ Association. The plan provides for taxes on grain,
molasses, and the material entering into the manufacture of
distilled spirits when in the distillers’ hands. This would cut
down production and force into consumption spirits now in
existence, according to the representatives of the organization,
who told the commitiee that between 15,000,000 and 20,000,000
bushels of grain and between 40,000,000 and 50,000,000 gallons
of molasses would be saved.

The action of the United States Brewers’ Association in
placing itself at the service of the President and pledging its
members to any necessary national work in prosecuting the war
against Germany, the press inform wus, is characterized as
‘““sublime sarcasm and colossal effrontery '’ by the Rev. Dr.
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“ AND NOW HE'S COMING OVER HERE!"
—Ireland in the Columbus Dispaich.

Ferdinand C. Iglehart, of the Antisaloon League, in his report
to the Temperance Committee of a Methodist annual con-
ference. Dr. Iglehart is quoted as suggesting that the brewers
“make good their offer of service to this country by closing
their institutions at.once and turning them into mills where
grain may be ground into food instead of being rotted into
poison.” That the liquor interests are in a mood of preparedness
for the prohibition offensive we learn from The Wall Street
Journal, in a statement of Mr. Alvin Krech, chairman of the
Distillers Securities Corporation, who at their annual meeting
said, among other things, that prohibition legislation would, of
course, have an effect on the valuation of the companies’ assets.
While admitting to the stockholders that national prohibition
is a possibility, Mr. Charles Kessler, another member of the
Board of Directors, thought national prohibition a possibility,
but did not consider it a probability. The ‘“bone-dry” law,
which becomes effective in July, he thought, might easily prove
a blessing in disguise, for it was expected in the trade that many
States now ‘‘dry’’ might next fall go wet if the provisions of the
“bone-dry” law are strictly enforced. Mr. Kessler pointed
out that it would be difficult for the prohibitionists to win the
remaining ‘‘wet’’ States, as these are the big industrial centers,
and he said further that all the Southern States, which have
always been favorable to prohibition on account of the negro
population, and the Western States, on account of their populist
tendencies, represent a comparatively easy field for backers
of the prohibition movement. The Wall Street Journal tells
us, moreover, that:

“A significant part of Mr. Kessler's remarks was the state-
ment that the Distillers Securities Corporation, at a very small
cost, could convert its grain-distilleries into distilleries adapted
for the manufacture of denatured alcobol from molasses, thus
enabling direct competition with the United States Industrial
Alcohol Company. He said that with molasses selling at seven
cents a gallon and corn at sixty cents a bushel the advantage
was with the Distillers Company in the manufacture of denatured
alcohol against the United States Industrial Aleohol Company.
He said that at a cost of less than $10,000 he could convert
one of his grain-distilleries into a molasses-distillery and make
7,000,000 gallons of denatured aleohol a year.”

Another indication of the feeling of the liquor interests is
found in newspaper advertisements of the National Association
of Distillers and Wholesale Dealers, which is said to comprise
80 per cent. of the distillers and allied interests of the United
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States. In these advertisements we are reminded that the
annual revenue paid the Government by the liquor industry
“oxceeds the total annual interest on the new $7,000,000,000
war-loan.” Moreover, there are now stored in Government
bonded warehouses more than 211,000,000 gallons of whisky
and other spirits, and distillers have given bonds to the Gov-

crnment for more than $232,000,000 for payment of taxes on these
goods. Prohibition would ‘‘contiscate’’ not only the millions

lawfully invested in distillery property, but also the millions of
gallons stored in bonded warehousés and would *‘ confiscate bonds
to the extent of $232,000,000—an amount greatly in excess of the
total capital and surplus of all the bonding companies in America,
so that the Government would lose $232,000,000 taxes.” It
is pointed out also that the Constitution of the United States
guarantees that private property shall not be taken or destroyed
for the public good without due compensation to owners, and
we read:

« Prohibition is alleged to be for the public good. Prohibition
a8 NOW proposed is ruthless econflscation. From every stand-
point of American justice, should not the cost be borne by the
Government—-State or katmnal—c}ecr&emg it? Confiscation
without compensation is un-American and contrary to the
Constitution of the United St.a.pes. o

«The liquor industry has paid to date over six billion dollars
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“"SHERMAN WAS RIGHT!”
—ykes in the Phitadelphia Eeening Ledyer.
in taxes to the Federal Government, and is now paving nearly
$1,000,000 per day.

“We ask » just and equitable consideration of the economie.
moral, and financial problems of proposed prohibition.'

Whiie mmprest with the gravity of the food-problem, the

Cincinnati Times-Star “does not believe that what might be
called the net econsumption of grain in breweries and distilleries
is large enough to justify under present conditions the elosing of
these concerns with all the disturbance to industrial and financial
conditions which this would entail.”

The effects of war-time prohibition in Europe have impelled
Tur Lrterary Dicest to find out just what Americans have
experienced under peace-prohibition by making a strietly
impartial inquiry in all the States that have had prohibition
Iaws of one kind or another in operation for not less than one
year. Two questions were asked of editors in these common-
wealths—First, whether in their State prohibition is a success,
and, secondly, whether they would recommend it to other
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States. From nineteen States 157 replies were received, and
those in the affirmative are for the most part enthusiastic in
tone, while not a few of those frankly cynical concede that
drink is an evil, but question whether prohibition as enacted
and enforced is the necessary corrective. Zealous supporters
of the “bone-dry’’ law see in the suceessful working out of such
legislation the gradual conquest of State after State until the
entire nation shall be dry. On the other hand, those who scoff
at State-wide prohibition do so because they do not believe it
tan be effective unless the ‘“dry” laws apply without distinetion
to all the States. The good reports given of *‘ dry’” legislation are
radiant with rejoicing over new and better homes for working-
men, better clothes and more happiness for their wives and
children, better business for the merchant, and better collec-
tions, more deposits in the savings-banks, and, in general, a
striking advance in the social, moral, and economie life of the
community.,

The objectors to State-wide prohibition, especially when it
permits s limited importation of intoxicants from another State
by an individual shipper, say that this kind of prohibition does
not prohibit. In some Southern States the drinking is said to be
much worse than formerly, and we hear of rustic communities
that have made appeal to have the express station removed
because the negroes and the poor whites so abuse the exemption
of the law permifting the importation of intoxieants. This kind
of probibition, too, it is alleged, has raised a guerrilla army- of boot-
leggers in the States, and it seems that in the South in particular
the moonshiner is a factor in the problem not easily curbed or
eliminated. Another criticism of the ro-saloon law form of
prohibition is that while it prevents the poor man from getting
what he wants to drink, it permits him to get something that is
very much worse than honest whisky at an extortionate price.
But the rich man or the man well-to-do finds no diffieulty in
securing as good drinks as drinkers in wet States. A more in-
sidious effect, however, in the view of some opponents of the no-
saloon form of prohibition i1s that children see their parents
drinking at home, and while these boys and girls are removed
from the lare and temptations of the *“‘gilded café’™ they are
exposed to the subtler appeal of the ‘‘ speak-easy,” with its sug-
gestion of adventure and derring-do.

But the Webb-Kenyon Law deecision, say advoecates of prohi-
bition, makes it possible for each State to keep liguor heyond
the boundaries, snd, hesides, through the passage of the Reed
areendment to the Postal Appropriation Bill, States are enabled
to enact laws making themselves “bone dry.” Still, we read in
the New York Erening Post a letter from the Rev. J. Lester
Sellers, in which he says that the Webh-Kenvor Law ‘‘can not
possibly work to the satisfaction of true prohibitionists,” for
while common carriers may be stopt from taking consignments
for States where shipping of liquor is prohibited, that *‘instru-
ment of the devil—the automobile —will be at the serviee of
the liquor men, even as it is at the serviee of the white-slaver
and the escaping thief.” The automobile as a liquor-carrier
is foreseen 2lso by some of our editorial informants in the South,
and it is pointed out by others that such an evasion of the law
is just one more proof of the absolute impossibility of legislating
for the public good.

In listing the edilorial opinions from the various States
which have experienced the working out of *“‘dry’ laws, we
have grouped them according to the following table, from which
it will be seen what a speeding up there has been in the pro-
hibition movement in later years, for, to quote the Washington
Star, ““the Prohibition party has found its principles so widely
indorsed that it may be compelled to
look for a new political issue.”

(Continued on the next page)
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PROMIBITION'S SPREAD IN BIXTY YEARS

Maine, 1851 Kansas, 18580
North Dakota. 18930
198
(Reorgia Oklahoma

1909

AMisslssippt North Carolina Teannesses
1914

Wost Virginia
1915
Alabama Arlzona Yirginia

191G

Arkansas Colorado ldaho Jowy

Oregon  South Carolina Washington

MAINE (1851

In- Maine, the patriarch of prohibi-
tion States, we are reminded by the
Portland KEzpress that the so-called
“Maine Law,” which prohibited traffic
in liquor, was enacted in 1851 after
years of agitation by Neal Dow and
others. Tho the legisiature whick
adopted the statute was controlled by
the Demoecratic party and the Governor
who approved it was also a Democrat,
party lines were ignored in the passage
of the bill. That the people found the
law good, aceording to this journal,
is proved by the fact that of the 94,000
votes cast at the election following,
72,000 were givern, for three candidates
for governor who indorsed the law and about 22,000 for a
candidate who opposed it. The moral and material result of
prohibition was so obvious that several States followed the
example of Meaine and threw off the ‘‘incubus of o traffic which
heavily handicapped the progress of society.” Nevertheless,
some of these States soon ‘‘feil back into the license column,”
but since 1851, exeept for an interregnum of two vears {1856
and 1857), during which license prevailed “through a trick,”
Maine haz clung to prohibition. The Ezpress admits that the
law has not been vigorously enforced at all times and among all
classes, but at no time anywhere in the State have derelictions
in this particular resulted in & bad eonditions as follow upoen
license. The untoward conditions resulting through official
neglect have been maguified, we are told, and Maine has been a
target for misrepresentation and abuse by the oppoments of
prohibition. Especially has this been the case within the past
few years, and it is deseribed as part of the organized effort to
sweep back the rizing tide of prohibition in the mation. This
journal informs us also that since Maine has had prohibition
twenty-seven different men have been elected as governors of
the State and of this number twenty-two in one form or another
bhave manifested their approval of the statute, and it adds:
“A fair test of the general prosperity of a people is found in
the per capita amount of individual deposits in their banks
and in the increase in the value of all taxable property, Wis-

consin, Delaware, Ohio, Illincis, New Jersey, Maryland, and
Pennsylvania would not be ecited by any intelligent citizen as
States where the general prosperity of the people had suffered
through legal opposition to the liquor traffic. How do they
compare witi Maine in the amount of per capita individual
deposits in their banks? The controller’s report for 1910
shows that Wisconsin had $142 per capiia; Delaware, $170:
Ohio, $175; Ilinois, $198; New Jersey, $205; Maryland, $205+
Pennsylvania, $210; while Maine had $256 per capita of in-
dividual deposits in all her banks. Prohibition was ensacted in
Maine, as we have seen, in 1851, and between 1850 and 1912

as shown by the census of 1910, Maine had increased the value
of her taxable property of all kinds by a larger percentage than
had any State whose shores are washed by the waters of the At-
lantic or the Gulf of Mexico, save only the Empire State of
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New York, and that great State exceeded "Maine by only
eight one hundredths of 1 per cent.”
Another enthusiastic supporter of
prohibition in Maine Is the Augusta
Kennebee Journal, which admits thal
while the law has not been enforeed
as it ought to be enforced, yet points
out that no law wholly prevents erime,
“murders go on, as does arson, and
quarantine laws are evaded while
officers look another way.” Yet even
in times when the political enemies of
the law were in power and nuilifica-
tions of the law were as flagrant as ‘‘ the
worst in our worst cities desired, the
traffic was still an outlaw, discredited.”
A great fact about prohibition, despite
these conditions, is that in the large
area of Maine's rural distriets the law
has “‘fulfilled 1ts high purpose in a
degree that i1s admirable beyond mea-
sure,”’ and, now, since the ruling of the
Supreme Court on the Webb-Kenyon
Law, this journal rejoices to note that
the Inlerstate Cominerce ‘‘farce"” pro-
tecting original packages to any point in
Maine can no longer prevail. We read
then:

“We advise other States to adopt our
law, with improvements against weak and nullifying officials,
because every State added helps us, and because our religious,
edueational, business, and soecial life is more wholesome and
progressive under it; because the opposition of the liquor in-
lerests has aroused the people to study the liquor-traffie prob-

lem, and to study means understanding of and hatred for the
conscieneeless methods of 8 damnable business.”

According to the Bath Daily T'imes, the best evidence of the
suocess of Maine prohibition is the refusal of the people & few
vears aga, when the opportunity was afforded, to substitute
a local-option plan for State-wide prokibition. At that time
neither money nor effort was spared by the liquor interests
outside the Stale, we are told, or by their Maine partizans and
friends. Moreover, the increasing favorable sentiment was
evidenced last fall by the election of a Governor and legislature
pledged to use all their power for a more thorough enforcement
of the law, and a present movement to place all sheriffs and
county attorneys under the authority of the prohibition Governor,
and The Times goes on to say:

“Bath has discovered under a régime of thorough and ‘un-
remitting enforeement that real prohibition is for the benefit
of the community. Merchants lose less from bad bills and
gain more from increased males. Tha streeis are free from
intoxreated men. Criumes, both great and petty, have decreased.
The youth are protected. Prohibition has been a siecess.”

The Lewiston Journal recalls that for three generations
Maine has been a storm-center of debate
and legislation concerning the drink prob-
lem, and tells us that the people there
began with ‘‘moral enthusiasm” against
drink becanse of the “‘obvious curses”
of the saloon. Moral enthusiasm went into
cold storage more than a generation ago,
but into the vacuum rushed econvietion
that the penalties drink imposes on the
economic life are such as to demand
prohibition as a cold business proposition.
In the judgment of this journal, despite
intermittent nullification of prohibition
through the cooperation of political ad-
venturers in collusion with the rum-
shop, the State has gained a great deal.
That no statutes in restraint of crime

OldMagazineArticles.com

for



8

NATION-WIDE PROHIBITION
AS A WAR-MEA&URE

THOU SHALT NOT
EAT, DRINK, SMOKE, READ, CHEW, ENJOY,
SMILE, LAUGH, WRITE, CREATE;
~THOU SHALT DO ',
ONLY THAT WHICK S PRESCRIBED |

QOODWE CRUEL WORLD

(M #O GOOD THE WAY |
A, IHAYJ\SHELLBE

=

THE NEW TEN COMMANDMENTS.
—Plaschke in the Louisville T ines.

are over completely suceessful is also
remarked by the Skowhegan Independent

Reporter, which savs it has ‘‘ceased to
expect that the evils of drink will be en-
tirely abated in our day, vet does consider
that legal enactments, and prominent
among them the Maine law,’” will be among
the most important agencies to the end
desired. The editor of The Matrne Farmer
(Augusts) notes that the opposition to
Governor Milliken's radieal temperance
policy has raised the ery that the summer
travel business in Maine will be killed if
more stringent laws arc enacted, or those
already existent are more rigidly enforced.
If liquor-drinkers are the people on whom
we must depend for our summer-travel
business, says this observer, then the
pooner we lose it the better for the young
people of Maine.
(The Rest of the Article is Available Upon Request)
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