
Liquor Men Talk “Rot” 
The annual meeting of the National Liquor League, 

at Washington, has brought out some views that are 

decidedly interesting, if not important, says a recent 
editorial in the Indianapolis News. For one thing, the 
League is going to seek compensation for its property 
under the ordinance of 1787, which states that should 
public exigencies make it necessary for the common 

preservation to take a person’s property, or demand his 
particular service, full compensation shall be made for 
the same. (Rather “binding,” if saloon property has 
to be taken for the common preservation!) 

It is useless to argue the case, since the League is to ap- 
peal to the United States Supreme Court to get damages 
for the saloon keepers in this state, Ohio, Illinois, Mich- 

igan and Wisconsin. Of course the position of the 
liquor traffic has been so often defined by courts that 
there will be no trouble in expounding the fact again 
that the traffic only exists on suffrance, and not by 
right, and that the inherent power of the law is ample to 

restrict or withdraw the privilege at any time. 

Another Queer Notion 

Another of the queer views was that the revenue col- 
lected from the liquor traffic paid for the war and navy- 

departments and the postal deficiency. What was meant 

was that it was equal to these things. We wish it were 

sufficient to pay all the expenses of the government, for 
the matter of that, but that has nothing to do with the 
case. 

If the liquor traffic should be entirely wiped out so 

that the government did not derive a cent from the 
revenue tax laid on it, that would be simply a change of 

form, not of fact. The paymaster would be the same, 

namely the people. The liquor traffic pays nothing. It 

simply adds the amount of the tax to the price of the 

goods and the consumer pays both. And if the con- 

sumer—which is all the people—were relieved from the 

court, jail and police expenses now caused directly by 
the liquor traffic, think how much more he would be in 

pocket to pay for the government’s expenses by a tax in 
some other shape to take the place of that which he now 

pays through the liquor dealer! 
As a straight road to economy the League must con- 

fess that a nation could not make money faster than by 
restricting the traffic to the minimum. 

Third of the Queer Ideas 

The third curious notion advanced or implied was in 
the announcement of the presentation of a gavel made 
from wood from the general store in Illinois where it is 
said Abraham Lincoln sold liquor. What has this to do 
with anything? Under our other great President, George 
Washington, lotteries flourished on all hands and Gen- 
eral Washington patronized them. Human slavery also 

existed, and General Washington was a slaveholder. 
Does that make for the morality of slavery and lot- 
teries ? 

What has all this to do with the living present? Peo- 

ple’s views change. Their standard of morality and of 
conduct alter. Is it possible that as they have now 

reached the stage where they are agreed that lotteries 
are wholly wrong and that they will have none of them, 
they may reach a similar stage as to the saloon? So, 
suppose Abraham Lincoln did sell liquor at a general 
store? Does that sanctify the liquor business? It seems 
to us that the next time the National Liquor League 
has an outgiving ready it would do well to call in a 

lawyer or an experienced newspaper man and try it on 

them before letting it go. 

Alcoholic Heredity 
Dr. Forel, a distinguished French scientist, says, in 

speaking of the effects of alcohol upon offspring, that it 
is not a case of the simple transmission to descendants of 
ancestral characteristics, nor of the new combination of 
the latter. It is an instance of a destructive agent com- 

ing from without to deteriorate a germ which in itself 
was good. 

But this element, once a part of the hereditary mechan- 
ism, does not soon leave it. It perpetuates the defects 
which it engenders, according to circumstances, in sev- 

eral generations. These defects may be—the facts prove 
it—of a widely different nature, such as general feeble- 
ness, dwarfed stature, epilepsy, idiocy, weak-minded- 
ness, nervousness, monstrosities. 

This is what constitutes alcoholic heredity, so imper- 
fectly understood and so incorrectly interpreted in gen- 
eral. 

It Wastes Their Time 
The great inroad made upon the time and therefore 

upon the wages of workingmen, by the use of alcohol, is 
suggested by some statistics secured by Dr. Rosemann 
in the course of an investigation of accidents in one of 
the mining districts of Austria. The statistics for the 
five years, 1899-1903, show that the average amount of 
wages lost by the workmen on account of “unnecessary 
and unexcused” absences from work on the day after 
an ordinary working day was 2.5 per cent; on the day 
succeeding advance payment of wages it was 6.3 per 
cent, and after the regular pay day 7 per cent. 

Drink and Poverty 
When we say that drink causes poverty some of our 

social workers retort that poverty causes drink and that, 
therefore, the best way to overcome the drink evil is to 
overcome poverty. 

Dr. Fuchs, however, studying working men’s expendi- 
ture in seventeen villages near Carlsruhe found, accord- 
ing to Der Abstinent (June, 1905), that the greater the 
income, the greater the proportion of money spent for 
drink, indicating that in this case, at any rate, poverty 
was not the chief cause of drink. 

Sir Frederick Treves, surgeon to King Edward VII. 
speaking of alcohol, says: “It is a poison. Moreover, 
it is an insidious poison in that it produces effects which 
seem to have only one antidote—alcohol again.” 


