
THE RECONNAISSANCE 
A Critical Review of Current Newspaper Thought and Utterance upon the “ Drink Problem” 
_— 

A STONE AGE 

ARGUMENT 

The Cincinnati Enquirer, in spite of 
the fact that it is the largest and pre- 

sumably the most influential daily in 
that city, seems to have been forced to 

import an editorial writer from some 

embalmed period well back toward the 
Stone Age. Such is the conclusion pro- 
duced by reading its recent editorial, 
‘The Advance of Prohibition.” The 
editorial is perhaps best represented by 
its two concluding paragraphs, which, in 
a certain sense, may be said to sum up 
its “argument.” Says the Enquirer : 

Prohibition has been demonstrated 
to be impracticable, and those who ad- 
vocate it would advance the ends they 
are seeking much more rapidly if they 
would devote their energies to incul- 
cating individual temperance, and 
meanwhile, until that can be made 
universal, to the establishment and 
maintenance of practical methods of 
control. 

There is another fundamental ob- 
jection to Prohibition. It violates the 
right of personal liberty. Every man, 
so long as he injures no one else, has 
a perfect right to drink as much and 
as often as he pleases, and an emi- 
nent British writer has well said that 
it is much better that there should 
be drunkards than that personal lib- 
erty should be infringed. The men 
who can drink if they choose and 
grow up and remain temperate are far 
stronger and better citizens than those 
who have total abstinence forced on 
them. Genuine character is not formed 
that way. 

This sounds very like the stuff that 
jsed to be “ground out” in editorial of- 
ices in the 70’s and 80’s of the century 
just past, but has seldom seen the light 
in anything but liquor papers in recent 
years. It may be readily confessed that 
Prohibition has, in a certain sense, 
proved “impracticable,” that is to say, 
d has been impracticable to get a Pro- 
hibition law enforced by anti-Prohibi- 
tionists in office. That is the only im- 
practicability in the matter. There was 

nothing impracticable about Prohibition 
in Portland with Samuel Pearson in 

the sheriff’s office, or with Neal Dow 
m the mayor’s chair. There is nothing 
'ftry impracticable about Prohibition in 
Kansas City, Kansas, just at the present 
moment, with C. W. Trickett in posi- 
tion to bring the law to bear. It is, 
however, highly “impracticable” to sat- 
isfactorily conduct a saloon in a state 
where there is a prohibitory law, with 
honest officials in power. That is the 
impracticability that has worried the 
liquor dealers. 

As regards the personal liberty argu- 
ment which emerges in the columns of 
the Enquirer, from its long time innocu- 
ous desuetude—it is, perhaps, getting al- 
most time to re-argue it for the benefit 
of a generation that has grown up since 
the question was thrashed out. Let this 
much at least be said: Granting that 

i ‘every man, so long as he injures no one 

j -else, has a perfect right to drink as 

much and as often as he pleases”—a 

proposition that at least merits the en- 

tering of a caveat as to any man’s right 
to injure himself, even when the injury 
stops with him, which is a “right” so- 

ciety does not concede a man in other 
things—it is to be observed that the man 

who drinks in very many cases does 
injure others, and runs the risk of in- 
juring others in every case. 

There is a possibility of serious injury 
to wholly innocent third parties in every 
glass of liquor sold or drunk, and in 
very many cases the injury is not only 
possible, but certain. 

There is no such thing in civilized so- 

ciety as a “personal liberty” to perform 
an act that probably, or even possibly, 
may result in private or public injury 
to others. 

BAD ENOUGH TO 

CHANGE 

The Kansas City Post seems to be af- 
flicted with the disease of “knowing 
things that are not so.” In a lengthy and 
labored editorial which it devotes to the 
Prohibition movement it makes the fol- 

lowing statement: 

We are often informed, however, by 
excitable Prohibitionists, that there is 
more alcoholic consumption in the 
country now than ever before, and that 
this alcoholic consumption increases 
faster in proportion than the growth 
of population. This statement is ap- 
parently true, but the facts reveal noth- 
ing materially inimical to the cause 
of temperance. In the first place, 
Americans are rapidly abandoning the 
use of spirits for beer and light wines, 
and as a man can drink a vastly larger 

BLIND. 

JUSTICE—“I CAN’T SEE IT.” 
—From the Chicago News. 

(Inspired by the discharge of a criminal who pleaded that he was drunk.) 

To say that it is “much better that 

there should be drunkards than that per- 
sonal liberty should be infringed” is just 
as correct, and just as much in accord 
with common sense, as to say that it 
were much better that there should be 
murderers than that men should be de- 

prived of the liberty to kill when they 
feel like it. 

If a “genuine character” cannot be 

formed in a state of society where men 

are forbidden by law to sell alcoholic 

poisons, and where, therefore, the fool- 
ish and weak and inexperienced are not 

given an opportunity to form the habit 
of using such poisons, then “genuine 
character” cannot be formed in a state 

of society where the law has made it un- 

necessary to fight highway robbers and 

dodge holdup men. 

number of gallons of beer or wine 
than whisky in a year, it may seem to 
some as though there must be an in- 
crease in the amount of alcoholic con- 

sumption, but a moment’s reflection 
shows that such cannot be the case, 
for the amount of alcohol in beer and 
most wines is, when compared with 
the amount of alcohol in whiskey or 
rum or any other spirit, almost infin- 
itesimal. Again, there has been a targe 
emigration to our shores of laborers 
from the south of Europe, to whom 
wine is almost as much an article of 
food as bread. One living in an Amer- 
ican city to which Italians throng, 
finds that these people consume a vast 
amount of wine, but, for the most 
part, no harm is done, as the Italian is 
usually temperate in his drinking. 

It is always best to let well enough 
alone. And there is nothing in the 
drinking habits of the American peo- 

ple to cause alarm. The number of 
drunkards among us is, comparatively 

vv 
speaking, not large. Temperaricc is 

the rule and not the exception. And 
if a majority of the people are not 
total abstainers, perhaps it is not de- 
signed that they should be. 

The “excitable Prohibitionists” have 
the advantage of the Post in the fact 
that their excitement has not led them 
to overlook the facts in the case. 

The statement of the Post has no 

foundation in reality. In spite of all 

that has been accomplished in the tem- 

perance reform, alcoholic consumption 
is greater than ever before, and there 
are no such mitigating features as the 
Post would lead us to believe. Within 
the past ten years the consumption of 

spirits has increased more than fifty per- 

cent, indicating that, though the con 

sumption of beer has grown enormously, 
there has been no abandonment of the 

stronger drinks. When the percentage 
of alcohol contained in the various 

liquors which we now consume is taken 
into consideration, it is found that we 

actually consume more alcohol per cap- 
ita than we did back in the “dark ages” 
of 1840. In the matter of wine-drinking 
among Italians, it needs to be noted that 
the average Italian, while he continues 
to drink wine, soon learns in America 
to drink beer, also, as heavily as a Ger 
man and whisky as generously as an 

Irishman. And the results of drink, 
whether wine, beer or whisky, are the 
same with the Italian as with other peo- 
ple. The Italian drunk, with bra-'d^aftd 
fight and murder, is a regular fe?«*. 
of life in every large American city. 

The Post would do well to study 
some facts before it retails many the- 
ories. There is no “well enough” to be 
let alone in the drink situation in 
America. The condition presents a bad 
enough that needs prompt remedy. 

THE LIQUOR ADVERTISER’S 
THREAT 

The question has arisen in the minds 
of a great many people who have 
watched the course of some of our lead- 
ing daily papers during the past few 
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